BUTTE COUNTY FOREST ADVISORY COMMITTEE

June 26, 2017 - 5:00 P.M. Meeting
ITEM NO.
1.00

Call to order – Butte County Public Works Facility, 44 Bellarmine Ct., Chico, CA

2.00

Pledge of allegiance to the Flag of the United States of America

2.01

Roll Call – Members: Nick Repanich, Teri Faulkner, Trish Puterbaugh, Peggy Moak
Alternates: Vance Severin, Jim Shary (voting Alt), Bob Gage, Angel Korte, Pete Moak (voting Alt)
Invited Guests: California State Parks – OHV and Regional Representatives: Brian Robertson (Chief, OHMVR
Division), Sixto Fernandez (Grants Manager), Eddie Guaracha (District Superintendent), Dan Canfield, Nathan
Harper (District Maintenance Chief), Staff Report (Plumas National Forest, Feather River Ranger District), Erick
Stemmerman (Acting District Ranger, Lassen National Forest, Almanor Ranger District), Laura Page (Congressman
LaMalfa), Dave Derby (Cal Fire), Sarah Reynolds (BCRCD); Dennis Schmidt (Coordinating Committee)

2.02

Welcome to Angel Korte, newly appointed Alternate for Environment/Watershed. Self-Introduction of Forest Advisory
Committee Members, Alternates, Guests and Public – 5 Min.

3.00

Consent Agenda

3.01

Review and approve minutes of 5-22-17 – 5 minutes

4.00

Agenda

4.01

State Parks OHV Division Presentation: Brian Robertson, Chief, OHMVR Division

State Parks Reorganization – 10 Min.

Clay Pit Project: Dan Canfield, Nathan Harper – 10 Min.

OHV Grants Status Report – Sixto Fernandez, State Parks OHV Grants Manager – 15 Min
o Plumas NF Grant(s) – Feather River Ranger District
o Butte County Grant(s) – BCRCD/BC Public Works

State Parks Perspective: ML2/ML3 Roads & Lassen TMP – 10 Min.

4.02

ML2 /ML3-4 Mixed Use Designation for USFS Roads – Updates and information - 10 Min.

Erick Stemmerman, Acting District Ranger, Almanor Ranger District: Introduction and Update on Project

Lassen County Board of Supervisors Letters

Butte County Board of Supervisors Letter

Meeting Notes and Comments

4.03

Almanor Ranger District, Erick Stemmerman: Report on other pending projects (include non-SOPA projects) for the
District. Discuss ongoing participation/reports via internet when unable to travel. – 15 Min.

4.04

Lassen NF High Lakes Re-route – Action Requested: Develop Comment Letter (Coordinating Committee) Due
07/13/17 – 15 Min.

4.05

Plumas NF: Update on plans for Feather River Ranger District Projects & N2249 Detour Green Tree Project – 15 Min

Jackass Creek Bridge Replacement – is this still happening as planned for late 2017?

4.06

SOPA Review – Current Quarter: Discussion & required FAC action for projects affecting Butte County listed in 2017
SOPA Reports for Lassen and Plumas NF’s. (Chair) 15 Min

4.07

Trails Update from Thad Walker (INFORMATION ONLY): The Chico Guild has a sponsor and co-sponsor for their
Ca Trails Master Plan Resolution… Senators Bill Allen of Santa Monica, and Bill Dodd of District 3 … Davis to
Sonoma.
 Chico conference planned for 2018 at the Chico Guild Hall on Saturday, February 24, 2018
 Next conference: Friday, September 22 conference in Oakland



Trails Fundamentals Workshop July 15-16 – Plumas National Forest Workshop

4.08

Fire Suppression funding Letters – Butte Board of Supervisors and Secretary Perdue’s Response to SNC Coalition
(INFORMATION ONLY)

4.09

New Business – considerations for upcoming meeting agendas: Next meeting is July 24, Chico, 5:00 PM
• PG&E – DeSabla project w/d, maintenance plans for Rock Creek/Tobin roads (North Fork of the Feather River)
• Sierra Club Trails Guide – invite them to make a presentation
• F&W Service – Table Mountain Trail
• Grazing studies – presentations on the science and practical application
• Challenge project discussion
• Stewardship Council- PG&E lands – August meeting
• Spotted Owl- Invite biologist to give overview of issues – August meeting

4.10

Public Comment (THE COMMITTEE IS PROHIBITED BY STATE LAW FROM TAKING ACTION ON ANY ITEM
PRESENTED IF IT IS NOT LISTED ON THE AGENDA.)

California State Parks/OHV Grants for Applications Submitted March 2017
Funded?
Yes/No

Amount
Requested

Amount Awarded

Agency
USFS Plumas National Forest
G16‐02‐13‐D01
G16‐02‐13‐G01
G16‐02‐13‐R01

No
No
Yes

$
$
$

96,155.00 $
241,915.00 $
50,344.00 $

‐
‐
50,344.00

USFS Plumas NF Patrol District
G16‐02‐38‐L01

Yes

$

31,735.00 $

34,990.00

Butte County Department of Public Works
G16‐03‐86‐D01

Yes

$

726,400.00 $

498,787.00

Butte County Sheriff's Office
G16‐03‐70‐L01

Yes

$

22,827.00 $

14,313.00

G16‐03‐84‐G01
G16‐03‐84‐P01

Yes
Yes

$
$

187,794.00 $
114,489.00 $

184,882.00
114,489.00

Plumas County Public Works
G16‐03‐78‐S01
G16‐03‐78‐G01
G16‐03‐78‐P01

Yes
Yes
Yes

$
$
$

11,724.00 $
304,546.00 $
12,047.00 $

11,724.00
227,983.00
12,047.00

Plumas County Sheriff's Office
G16‐03‐70‐L01

Yes

$

122,650.00 $

47,624.00

Butte County Sheriff's Search and Rescue, Inc.
G16‐04‐30‐S01

No

$

29,600.00 $

Plumas County

‐

Comments/suggestions regarding Lassen National Forest Five County Off-Highway Vehicle Plan
by
Greg Watkins
Retired FS Regional Road Manager
I attended the Lassen NF workshop in Chico on Tuesday May 23, 2017 and listened to staff
presentations. I offer the following comments and suggestions as these were issues I worked on
as the Regional Road Manager at Mare Island. I retired in June 2001 after 37 years as a Registered
Civil Engineer with the Forest Service.
It appears no progress has been made with respect to authorizing OHV use on Forest Development
Roads. It appears the issue has become even more unmanageable in the past 16 years because of
conflicting directions and input from various agencies and by internal Regional Forester guidance
letters. Forest personnel charged with developing regulations for OHV use of forest roads do not
appear to be on a path to a workable solution. The Share the Dream OHV route was proposed in
2000, but has languished from being implemented even though a professional retired recreation
manager and a forest engineer (who is also a licensed traffic engineer) have provided average daily
traffic studies and listed specific road segments needed to establish the route.
A major issue being overlooked in this five County Plan is the need to provide the public with a
consistent set of regulations where unpaved forest jurisdiction roads connect with unpaved County
roads. I'm told the nearby counties of Lassen, Butte, Shasta, Plumas, Modoc and Tehama all
permit OHVs on unpaved county roads, yet the FS seems to be focused on identifying
Maintenance Level 3 roads which might be reclassified as ML 2 roads as a way to permit OHV use.
This will not result in a workable solution. Rather the Forest needs to focus on a distinction
between paved and unpaved roads to be compatible with neighboring counties. This will eliminate
the need for extensive travel management maps as the public will only have to identify a paved vs.
an unpaved road to know where they can legally ride their OHV. If Forest staff cannot come to
this realization, Liz Norton and I recommend a coordinating council be formed between the FS and
the Counties to work together to achieve consensus as to criteria needed to permit OHV use.
Reclassification of ML 3 to ML 2 could also have a detrimental fiscal impact concerning
Emergency Repair of Federally Owned roads as ERFO has issued guidelines prohibiting funding
of damaged ML 2 roads.
Shane Starr, representing Congressman Doug LaMalfa's office, attended both meetings and
suggested the Congressman may be able to help get Regional Forester Randy Moore to authorize
the Forest Supervisors to make the decision regarding OHV use on local roads on rural forests
such as the Lassen and Modoc National Forests. A “one size fits all” regional policy for all 17
Forests in California is not workable or even rational.
The forest also appears to be hindered by uncertainty from letters issued by the California
Highway Patrol regarding the definition of "highways" and the legal involvement of the CHP on
Forest Development Roads. Forest staff at the meeting appeared to be uncertain as to the role of
forest jurisdiction over Forest Development Roads, and the benefit of using CHP expertise when a
serious or fatal accident occurs on a Forest road.
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Dave Meurer represented Senator Ted Gaines’ office and suggested the Senator may be in a
position to obtain a concise new statement from the CHP to clarify the following points of
jurisdiction:







Per 36 CFR 212.51, the Forest Supervisor or District Ranger has the legal authority to
regulate vehicle use on Forest Development Roads of all classifications.
Many statutes in the California Vehicle Code (CVC) are useful to management of Forest
Roads such as sobriety, vehicle registration, prudent speeds and much of section 38000
dealing with OHVs.
The CHP can provide expertise and emergency services involving serious accidents on all
maintenance level Forest Development Roads.
The CVC is superseded by Forest Orders in 36 CFR 261 and the local Forest Supervisor
may draft local road orders which supercede individual sections of the CVC per 36 CFR
261.50.
The CVC Combined Use requirements and its 3 mile limit in CVC Division 16.5, Section
38026 have no application to Forest Development Roads.
The term "Highway" has no application to unpaved Forest Development Roads.

I pointed out that historically the Forest Service has permitted Off Highway Log Haul with weights
of 120,000 lbs which significantly exceed the 80,000 lb CVC limitation. This was accomplished
by Forest Road Orders on specific Forest haul roads. This example demonstrates the FS has the
authority to govern use on roads under forest jurisdiction including the operation and use of OHVs.
Chuck Gandierro provided an overview of his methodology which focused first on 170 miles of
ML 3 roads. This analysis will not achieve the counties’ objective of having consistent County/FS
road management policies on approximately 658 miles of unpaved ML 3 and 4 roads on the
Lassen NF. No rationale was provided for selecting only 170 miles of roads, except there was
“consensus” among others for choosing them. Forest staff did not elaborate on who the “others”
were.
Forest staff also mentioned of the Highway Safety Act (HSA) and how it might cause additional
impacts to this process. A short answer is HSA is most applicable to ML 3-5 roads, but the
expectations of a prudent user on a ML2 road or a trail need to be considered. For example, if a
bridge is missing on a paved road or a single track trail, a warning notice is expected by the user of
the facility. "Bridge Out Ahead" is expected on higher maintained roads, but a pile of brush may
suffice on a single track trail for a danger ahead. In summary, a ML 2 road with only high
clearance vehicles would not be signed any differently than a ML 3 road with OHVs.
Some discussion also alluded to the need for a future NEPA document. I would suggest a
Categorical Exclusion would suffice for the addition of OHVs on unpaved ML 3 and 4 roads
unless there are extraordinary circumstances. OHVs are lighter vehicles with lower impacts per
square inch, thus they would be expected to create less wear on gravel and native surfaced roads.
Permitting OHVs will also create additional miles of riding opportunity and could reduce off road
impacts from frustrated OHV operators. The counties can advise you about the effects of OHV use
on their unpaved roads.
The meeting notice addressed the possible future need of an engineering safety analysis before
allowing OHVs on a group of roads. Law Enforcement Officer A. Hill pointed out the Lassen NF
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travel management plan/motor vehicle use map (MVUM) is not being enforced. Forest law
enforcement officers favor educating the public vs. issuing citations. He admitted the 2011
MVUM is difficult to understand. Since the MVUM was issued, OHV use is continuing on
prohibited roads as it has for decades before that.
Liz Norton has specific details showing OHV and highway legal vehicles accidents has been
limited to a single mixed use accident in the past 24 years on the Lassen NF. The data shows there
were 16 OHV or highway legal vehicle accidents in 24 years on 3,613 miles of roads through the
Lassen NF. The low risk of accidents does not warrant a prohibition of OHVs on 658 miles of
unpaved ML 3 and 4 roads or a detailed engineering safety analysis of each road. An abbreviated
engineering judgement for a grouping of roads is recommended. Pat Minturn, Shasta County
Public Works Director, performed a study of 13 ML3 Forest Service roads and concluded mixed
use should not be a problem due to the geometry, sight distance, and low ADT counts of these
forest roads. This finding is supported by the lack of accidents between OHVs and street legal
vehicles on the Lassen NF.
A simple way to permit OHV use is by an individual Forest Road Order under the authority
granted in 36 CFR 261.50 Orders. The Chief, each Regional Forester, each Experiment Station
Director, the Administrator of the Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit and each Forest
Supervisor may issue orders which close or restrict the use of described areas within the area over
which he has jurisdiction. An order may close an area to entry or may restrict the use of an area by
applying any or all of the prohibitions authorized in this subpart or any portion thereof.
An easy way to permit OHV use is by an individual Forest Road Order under the authority granted
in 36 CFR 261.54(e). The CFR is copied below and a sample road order language follows the
CFR reference.

36 CFR 261.54 – National Forest System roads
When provided by an order, the following are prohibited:
(a) Using any type of vehicle prohibited by the order.
(b) Use by any type of traffic prohibited by the order.
(c) Using a road for commercial hauling without a permit or written authorization.
(d) Operating a vehicle in violation of the speed, load, weight, height, length, width, or other
limitations specified by the order.
(e) Being on the road.
(f) Operating a vehicle carelessly, recklessly, or without regard for the rights or safety of other
persons or in a manner or at a speed that would endanger or be likely to endanger any person or
property.
_____________________________________________________________________________
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Sample Road Order: To authorize OHVs use on non-paved Forest Roads, the Forest Supervisor
issues an order under the authority provided for in 36 CFR 261.54 (e). The following wording
could be used.
It is unlawful to operate an OHV on any gravel or native surfaced road on the Lassen
National Forest:
1. without a valid State "OHV Sticker"
2. by an unlicensed OHV operator unaccompanied by an adult operator 18 years or over.
3. in an unsafe manner
4. if the road is signed closed to OHVs.
This road order is needed to provide continuity between adjoining Forest Roads and the
unpaved County roads of Modoc, Lassen, Butte, Tehama, Shasta, and Plumas. These
adjoining counties permit OHVs on unpaved roads under their jurisdiction. This order also
simplifies identification of Forest Development Roads open to OHV users as it is based on the
identification of paved vs. unpaved roads and does not rely on the more complicated internal
FS identification of roads by maintenance levels. In addition, accident history for the past 24
years does not identify a pattern of accidents between OHVs and highway legal vehicles.
Should future accidents arise on individual roads that were the result of road design, those
roads may be removed from this authority by specific prohibitive signing after
improvements in road design or other mitigation measures have been attempted.
Signed this __ Day of July, 2017

Dave Hayes, Forest Supervisor, Lassen National Forest.

4

May 29, 2017
Re: Lassen Travel Management Planning Process
Comments from Elizabeth Norton
The background information below will familiarize readers with FS travel management direction
and why Regional Forester guidance letters, and lack of coordination with other State agencies
and local governments contributed to an unworkable travel management plan for the Lassen
NF. My recommendations to amend the forest’s travel management plan follow at the end.
1. Directives found in the 36 Code of Federal Regulations, Part 212 for Travel Management.
(Directives issued by the Department of Agriculture are not discretionary and should be
followed by FS staff. These same directives are re-affirmed in the national FS Manual and FS
Handbook).
212.50(a) Purpose. This subpart provides for a system of National Forest System roads, National
Forest System trails, and areas on National Forest System lands that are designated for motor
vehicle use. After these roads, trails, and areas are designated, motor vehicle use, including the
class of vehicle and time of year, not in accordance with these designations is prohibited by 36
CFR 261.13.
The Responsible Official for travel management decisions is the Forest Supervisor or District
Ranger
212.51(a) – General. Motor vehicle use on National Forest System roads, on National Forest
System trails, and in areas on National Forest System lands shall be designated by vehicle class
and, if appropriate, by time of year by the responsible official on administrative units or Ranger
Districts of the National Forest System, . . .
212.1 Definitions. Administrative Unit. A National Forest, a National Grassland, . . .
CFR supplementary information is found in the preamble to the final Travel Management Rule.
This information provides more detailed explanations of each CFR section.
Section 251.51 of the final rule provides that designations shall be made by the responsible
official on administrative units or Ranger Districts of the NFS. Page 68267.
. . . the rule retains flexibility at the local level to determine, with public involvement,
appropriate motor vehicle use on local NFS roads, on NFS trails, and in areas on NFS lands. The
Department believes that decisions about specific routes and areas are best made by local
officials with knowledge of those routes and areas, the local environment, and site-specific
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tradeoffs, with public involvement and in coordination with appropriate Federal, State, local,
and tribal governments. Page 68271.
The Department believes it is appropriate to give Forest Service field officers the flexibility to
designate routes and areas for an entire administrative unit or for a single Ranger District. Page
68279.
The Department believes that local evaluation and consideration of routes with public
involvement and coordination with Federal, State, local and tribal governments, will lead to
better decisions and better compliance with them. Page 68279.
. . . field officers should be given the flexibility to determine the appropriate scope for (the
analysis of designation decisions). The Department believes that it would be unwieldy to make
designation decisions and comply with the associated legal requirements at a Regional scale.
Page 68279.
Pre-empting State Traffic Law.
212.5(a)(1) Road System Management. General. Traffic on roads is subject to State traffic laws
where applicable except when in conflict with designations established under subpart B of this
part or with the rules at 36 CFR part 261.
CFR Supplementary Information:
The Department anticipates the need to mix highway-legal and non-highway-legal traffic on
some NFS roads at maintenance levels 3, 4, and 5. Page 68273.
In the final rule, designation decisions, including designations by vehicle class, will be made at
the local level. The Department anticipates the need to mix highway-legal and non-highway
legal traffic on some NFS roads. Page 68275.
Under the current rule, traffic on roads is subject to State traffic laws where applicable, except
when in conflict with the Forest Service’s prohibitions at 36 CFR 261. If there is a conflict, the
agency’s prohibitions preempt State traffic laws. To ensure that the agency’s intent with
respect to designation of roads, trails, and areas is fully effectuated, the proposed and final
rules also provide for preemption of State traffic laws when they conflict with those
designations. Page 68278.
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Coordination Requirement
212.53 Coordination with Federal, State, county, and other local governmental entities and
tribal governments. The responsible official shall coordinate with appropriate Federal, State,
county, and other local governmental entities and tribal governments when designating
National Forest System roads, National Forest System trails, and areas on National Forest
System lands pursuant to this subpart.
CFR Supplementary Information:
The Department believes that coordination with local governments is essential in designating a
system of motor vehicle routes and areas on NFS lands. The final rule requires coordination
with appropriate local government entities when designating routes and areas for motor
vehicle use and provides for designation decisions to be made by Forest Service officers at the
local level to ensure that they take local needs into account. Page 68272.
The Department believes that local evaluation and consideration of routes, with public
involvement and coordination with Federal, State, local and tribal governments, will lead to
better decisions and better compliance with them. Page 68279.
Section 212.53 of the final rule requires coordination with appropriate Federal, State, county
and other local governmental entities and tribal governments in implementing the final rule.
“Gateway communities” is a broad term encompassing county and local governments in the
vicinity of a National Forest. The Department believes that coordination with State, local, and
tribal governments is critical to the success of this final rule. Not only can their programs be
affected by designation of NFS roads, NFS trails and areas on NFS lands under the final rule, but
they often maintain their own networks of roads intertwined with the Forest Service’s system
of roads and trails. Page 68280.
Road Designation Criteria
212.55 Criteria for designation of roads, trails, and areas.
(a) General criteria for designation of National Forest System roads, National Forest System
trails, and areas on National Forest System lands. In designating National Forest System roads,
National Forest System trails, and areas on National Forest System lands for motor vehicle use,
the responsible official shall consider effects on National Forest System natural and cultural
resources, public safety, provision of recreational opportunities, access needs, conflicts among
uses of National Forest System lands, the need for maintenance and administration of roads,
trails, and areas that would arise if the uses under consideration are designated; and the
availability of resources for that maintenance and administration.
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(b) Specific criteria for designation of trails and areas. In addition to the criteria in paragraph (a)
of this section, in designating National Forest System trails and areas on National Forest System
lands, the responsible official shall consider effects on the following, with the objective of
minimizing:
(1) Damage to soil, watershed, vegetation, and other forest resources;
(2) Harassment of wildlife and significant disruption of wildlife habitats;
(3) Conflicts between motor vehicle use and existing or proposed recreational uses of
National Forest System lands or neighboring Federal lands; and
(4) Conflicts among different classes of motor vehicle uses of National Forest System lands or
neighboring Federal lands.
In addition, the responsible official shall consider:
(5) Compatibility of motor vehicle use with existing conditions in populated areas, taking into
account sound, emissions, and other factors.
(c) Specific criteria for designation of roads. In addition to the criteria in paragraph (a) of this
section, in designating National Forest System roads, the responsible official shall consider:
(1) Speed, volume, composition, and distribution of traffic on roads; and
(2) Compatibility of vehicle class with road geometry and road surfacing.
CFR Supplementary Information:
Provision of recreational opportunities and access needs are two of several criteria the
responsible official must consider under 212.55 of the final rule in designating routes for motor
vehicle use. Page 68271.
Road designation decisions will determine road management objectives and maintenance
levels, rather than vice versa. Page 68273.
Revision of Designations
212.54 Designations of National Forest System roads, National Forest System trails, and areas
on National Forest System lands pursuant to 212.51 may be revised as needed to meet
changing conditions. Revisions of designations shall be made in accordance with the
requirement for public involvement in 212.52, the requirements for coordination with
governmental entities in 212.53, and the criteria in 212.55.
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CFR Supplementary Information:
The Department believes that field officers need to be able to revise designations made
pursuant to the final rule to meet changing conditions. Section 212.54 of the final rule will
allow for revisions to designations to reflect changes in environmental conditions, recreation
demand and other factors identified through monitoring. Page 68280.
The Department has added language to 212.54 of the final rule to clarify that revision of
designations shall include coordination with Federal, State, county, and other local
governmental entities and tribal governments as provided under 212.53. Page 68281.
2. California Vehicle Code (CVC)
The five counties cite CVC Division 16.5 Off-Highway Vehicles, Provision 38001 to allow OHVs
on their unpaved county roads through the Lassen NF and on other county roads. The attached
Lassen County Ordinance is an example.
CVC 38001 states: “38001 (a) Except as otherwise provided, this division applies to off-highway
motor vehicles, as defined in Section 38006, on lands, other than a highway, that are open and
accessible to the public, including any land acquired, developed, operated, or maintained, in
whole or in part, with money from the Off-Highway Vehicle Trust Fund, except private lands
under the immediate control of the owner or his or her agent where permission is required and
has been granted to operate a motor vehicle. For purposes of this division, the term “highway”
does not include fire trails, logging roads, service roads regardless of surface composition, or
other roughly graded trails and roads upon which vehicular travel by the public is permitted.”
The Regional Forester (RF) states in his guidance letters all NFS passenger car roads
(maintenance level 3-5) are “highways” and, therefore, Combined Use requirements for
highways apply in accordance with CVC 38026. Mixed use is limited to three miles or less on
highways. The RF’s determination conflicts with the December 19, 2007 letter from the Deputy
Commissioner of California Highway Patrol (CHP) which said in part:
“We are not familiar with all the ML 3 Forest Service roadways, but if they are gravel or
other dirt or unpaved roads that have been operating as mixed use roadways for years, it
is our belief these roads would fall under the “roughly graded trails and roads upon which
vehicular travel by the public is permitted” portion of Section 38001 VC and would,
therefore, be eligible for your mixed-use definition.”
FS maintenance levels are irrelevant to the CHP and the public. The most distinguishing
characteristic of a road is its surface composition. Is it paved with asphalt, BST or concrete or
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not? When the public hears the word "highway," they understandably visualize an image of a
paved and busy roadway with higher traffic speeds. They do not think of unpaved Forest
Service roads in the backcountry as “highways.” No one does.
Nearly all LNF roads are logging, fire or service roads and fall under the exemption from a
“highway” in CVC 38001. The road descriptions in the Lassen’s own Environmental Impact
Statement for Travel Management also confirm this.
3. Regional Forester letter to the Forest Supervisors, dated 1/13/2009, re: Motorized Mixed
Use on National Forest Roads in the Pacific Southwest Region. (This is a “guidance”
memorandum. It does not have the force of law or regulation like the CFR. Forest supervisors
may consider and disregard this memo to meet their local conditions, but to do so will likely
jeopardize their career advancement).
The Regional Forester’s memo improperly superseded CFR direction and usurped the authority
of local field officers to designate mixed use roads on their administrative unit. The RF’s letter
should be replaced with another that affirms CFR direction, which clearly says Forest
Supervisors or District Rangers as the responsible officials for route designations on their unit.
The RF’s 2009 letter states:
“National forests should limit mixed use on Maintenance Level 3-5 roads to road segments that
do not exceed three miles and for which road reclassification is infeasible. If reclassification is
infeasible, the following direction applies:
Road Segments Less Than 3 Miles
If a national forest wishes to allow mixed use on a road segment that is less than 3 miles, the
mixed-use analysis completed by the national forest must be approved by the Regional
Engineer. If the Regional Engineer does not concur with the analysis completed by the national
forest, mixed use will not be allowed on the road segment. If the Regional Engineer concurs
with the analysis, the national forest will consult with the appropriate office of the California
Highway Patrol to determine whether it concurs with the analysis. See 36 CFR 212.5(a)(1) and
36 CFR 212.53. If the California Highway Patrol concurs with the national forest’s analysis,
mixed use may be allowed on the road segment. Additional information and details on
coordination with the California Highway Patrol is forthcoming. If the California Highway Patrol
does not concur with the analysis, and the Forest Supervisor still wishes to allow mixed use on
the road segment, the Forest Supervisor shall provide the Regional Forester’s Team with a
written analysis seeking approval to allow mixed use. The Regional Forester’s Team will
determine whether the national forest may allow mixed use on the road segment.
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Roads Segments Exceeding 3 Miles
In rare cases, the Regional Forester’s Team may approve exceptions to the three-mile limit for
mixed use on Maintenance Level 3 roads. If the Forest Supervisor wishes to allow mixed use on
a road segment that exceeds three miles, the Forest Supervisor shall provide the Regional
Engineer with a written analysis demonstrating that road reclassification is infeasible and that
allowing mixed use on the road segment is needed to meet resource and/or other management
objectives contained in the Forest Plan. If the Regional Engineer does not concur with the
national forest’s analysis, mixed use will not be allowed on the road segment. If the Regional
Engineer concurs with the analysis, the Regional Engineer shall seek approval from the Regional
Forester’s Team to allow mixed use on the road segment. After consulting with the Office of
the General Counsel, the Regional Forester’s Team will determine whether the national forest
may allow mixed use on the road segment.”
4. Guidelines for Engineering Analysis of Motorized Mixed Use on National Forest System
Roads (EM-7700-30) (These are national FS guidelines for completing road safety analyses
prior to designating roads for motorized mixed use. Each forest’s qualified engineer has the
discretion to use different factors or templates to complete road safety analyses. These
guidelines are meant to complement the CFR, which gives the local responsible official the
discretion to designate mixed use roads.)
EM-7700-30 states: “Qualified engineers may use these guidelines to analyze any NFS road
being considered for motorized mixed use. The qualified engineer will determine how detailed
the analysis is to be and may choose to do an evaluation based on factors in these guidelines or
other factors. The qualified engineer determines the factors to be considered for a specific
road, road segment, or road system being analyzed in consultation with recreation managers or
others familiar with operation of non-highway legal vehicles and with travel management
cooperators.
The qualified engineer may determine that an engineering report is required. Documentation
of engineering judgment without a full engineering report is subject to the discretion of the
qualified engineer using a simple form.”
Based on the Lassen’s accident history (one mixed use accident in the last 24 years), I
recommend the forest’s qualified engineer complete the simplified, 1 page engineering
judgment form for groupings of similar maintenance level 3 and 4 roads. There is low safety
risk on this forest with allowing OHV use on any unpaved road with a history of such use. Crash
probability is almost nil and crash severity is low due to lower speeds on these unpaved roads
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and driver expectations of the risks involved in a forest setting. The FS can enhance driver
safety by distributing maps and educational materials, installing informational road signs and
road number signs, removing brush, rock and dead trees/log hazards along roads and ditches,
and the application of other design features. These safety enhancements should be considered
regardless if street-legal highway travel continues without motorized mixed use.
5. Recommendations for Next Steps in the Planning Process:
Coordination is more than just soliciting comments from other governmental entities or making
presentations to County Boards of Supervisors or tribal councils. It involves face-to-face
meetings to clarify mutual goals and to resolve the serious differences that exist in
interpretation of the CVC and road management strategies. I recommend Lassen NF staff
convene a coordination council composed of representatives from the five counties. I’d also
include Modoc County. Purpose: Develop compatible county/FS road management strategies
for OHV travel.
Request California Highway Patrol Captain Joe Micheletti (at the Susanville Office) affirm CHP’s
interpretation of CVC “highways” and discuss with the coordination council.
Request a representative from the OHMVR Division to advise the coordination council.
Hire a neutral facilitator to guide coordination council meetings. Request assistance from
Congressman Doug LaMalfa’s office (Shane Starr) or Senator Ted Gaines office (Dave Meuer) to
find a facilitator, who can expedite the travel planning process and help the council “get to
yes.”
Meet with the Regional Forester Randy Moore to request he amend his 1/13/2009 letter, which
restricted all California Forest Supervisors and District Rangers from designating mixed use
roads on their unit. This is a major obstacle to achieving a rational travel management policy
that’s desired by the public and consistent with county road management. Allow preemption
of the CVC as needed. Mr. Moore should travel to the Lassen NF to meet with the coordination
council.
Analyze all requested mixed use roads from the counties (approximately 658 miles of roads).
Use county road safety analyses from Butte, Plumas, Shasta and Tehama Counties as a start
point for the Lassen’s safety analyses.
Amend the Regional Forester’s 8/21/2006 memo re: the designation of qualified engineers.
Engineering analyses (EM-7700-30) for proposed mixed use on maintenance level 3-5 roads do
8

not need further review by the Regional Engineer. Qualified engineers at the forest level are
competent professionals with greater knowledge of current, local road conditions and public
use on those roads than anyone at the regional office. Their engineering judgment should be
accepted, not questioned by another layer of FS review at the regional office.
Use the shorter engineering judgment form for groupings of similar roads.
Complete a Categorical Exclusion if no cause/effect relationship exists that results in
extraordinary circumstances. The FS roads requested for mixed use are all existing roads so it is
unlikely there will be new ground disturbance or new direct impacts from allowing OHV travel.
Alternatively, the Forest Supervisor could issue a Forest Order under 36 CFR 261.54(e)
authorizing OHVs with a State OHV sticker on unpaved Lassen NF roads.
At the May 22 and 23 meetings, Lassen NF staff indicated they would complete their road
safety analysis on proposed mixed use roads by January 2018. There was no indication when
they could start the environmental analysis (NEPA) to effectuate these designations. Without
this commitment, the public is in the dark when the Forest Supervisor will issue his NEPA
decision. The following table displays how previous dates to complete the road evaluations and
NEPA process were repeatedly pushed back until the project was finally cancelled. The public is
looking for Mr. Hays’ personal commitment to get the work done.
OHMVR Division planning grant funds are available to hire contractors to do engineering
analyses that the forest’s qualified engineer would then review/sign, and to complete NEPA. At
the May meetings, the Forest Supervisor mentioned FS staff could pulled off for wildfires or
other higher priority work. We have heard this comment many times - it is too often an excuse
for doing nothing. The Lassen NF can apply for OHMVR planning funds in March 2018.

9

Lassen NF SOPA Date for
Travel Mg’t NEPA 1/
October to December 2013
January to March 2014
April to June 2014
July to September 2014
October to December 2014
January to March 2015
April to June 2015
July to September 2014
October to December 2015
January 2016 to March 2016
April to June 2016
June to August 2016

Proposed Action Date
Feb-14
Mar-14
Sep-14
Sep-14
Jan-15
Apr-15
Oct-15
Oct-15
Oct-15
Jan-16
Cancelled
Removed from SOPA
list of projects

Decision Date
Oct-14
Nov-14
May-15
May-15
Jul-15
Oct-15
Apr-16
Apr-16
Apr-16
Sep-16
Cancelled

Implementation
Date
Oct-14
Nov-14
May-15
May-15
Jul-15
Oct-15
Apr-16
Apr-16
Apr-16
Dec-16
Cancelled

1/ SOPA = schedule of proposed actions where the Lassen NF publicly announces the start of the NEPA
process for any project and their expected milestones to complete it.
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Almanor Ranger District, Lassen National Forest

Introduction
The Almanor Ranger District (ALRD), Lassen National Forest (LNF), proposes to re-route and
reconstruct motorized trail segments, decommission the eliminated trail segments associated with
the re-reroutes, restore or improve dispersed recreation areas within the High Lakes semiprimitive motorized area, and develop a trailhead to accommodate a staging area.
We prepared this environmental assessment (EA) to determine whether implementation of the
activities described above may significantly affect the quality of the human environment and
thereby require the preparation of an environmental impact statement. By preparing this EA, we
are fulfilling agency policy and direction to comply with the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA). For more details of the modified proposed action, see the Modified Proposed Action and
Alternatives section of this document.

Proposed Project Location
The proposed project, hereafter referred to as the High Lakes Project, is located in the Mt. Hope
management area of the LNF (MA 47), Plumas County, California, Township 25 North, Range 5
East, Section 15 and Township 25 North, Range 6 East, Sections 19, 28, 29,and 30 (Figure 1).
Figure 1. Vicinity map for High Lakes Project

A portion of the project lies within an Inventoried Roadless Area (IRA). Management of IRAs
falls under the 2001 Roadless Area Conservation Rule, which limits road construction,
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reconstruction, and the cutting and removal of timber within the IRA. Motorized trails are
specifically exempted in the Roadless Rule. The Trail 611 re-routes, the Trail 613 re-route and a
portion of the Trail 605 re-route are in the IRA. The staging area is outside of the IRA. The High
Lakes Project Modified Proposed Action is consistent with IRA direction and the Roadless Rule.

Management Direction
The LNF Land and Resource Management Plan (LRMP) designates the High Lakes as an area for
semi-primitive motorized and semi-primitive non-motorized recreation use (LRMP 4-272). Semiprimitive motorized (SPM) and semi-primitive non-motorized (SPNM) are designations made
through the Recreation Opportunity Spectrum (ROS). ROS designations classify opportunities for
recreation and guide the stewardship and protection of resources and values. With a designation
of SPNM and SPM, rustic and rudimentary facilities are primarily for site protection. There is a
moderate (SPM) to high (SPNM) probability of experiencing solitude, closeness to nature,
tranquility, self-reliance, challenge, and risk. There are a minimum of site controls; restrictions
are present, but subtle. The LRMP includes guidance to provide OHV facilities such as staging
areas, trailheads with cleared parking, sanitation facilities, information signing, and trails (LRMP
p. 4-25).
The Lassen National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan (LRMP) directs forest
managers to implement Best Management Practices (BMPs) to meet water quality objectives and
to comply with Federal, State, regional, and local water quality regulations, requirements and
standards described in Water Quality Management for Forest System Lands in California, Best
Management Practices (USDA FS, 2010), and Soil and Water Conservation Handbook (USDA
FS, 2011). Managers are to maintain or improve riparian-dependent resources in and around
wetlands, stream corridors (including ephemeral and intermittent streams), lakes, seeps, springs
and wet meadows (Riparian Conservation Areas; LRMP, pp. 4-31 & 4-32). The Sierra Nevada
Forest Plan Amendment (SNFPA), 2004, provides guidance to maintain and restore the
hydrologic connectivity of streams, meadows, wetlands, and other special aquatic features by
identifying roads and trails that intercept, divert, or disrupt natural surface and subsurface flow
paths. Additionally the Aquatic Management Strategy (SNFPA 2004 ROD, p. 32) provides broad
goals for moving ecosystem conditions towards restoring and maintaining the physical, chemical,
and biological integrity of water resources. These goals include maintaining and restoring special
aquatic habitats (meadows, fens, and springs), watershed connectivity, watershed condition and
stream banks and shorelines. Forest managers are to implement corrective actions where
necessary to restore connectivity (SNFPA 2004 ROD, p. 63).

Need for the Proposal
The High Lakes area is used for recreation by diverse user-groups, and has become a popular area
for Off Highway Vehicle (OHV) enthusiasts. Use has increased during the last four decades since
the first OHV management plan for the area was signed, and the vehicles have changed, now
having much greater capability for traversing rugged terrain.
The High Lakes area receives on average more than 70 inches of precipitation annually. The high
precipitation produces extensive surface and subsurface water. There are abundant wetlands and
riparian vegetation in the area. Some trails travel through wet areas, adversely affecting riparian
vegetation, hydrologic connectivity, and contributing to sedimentation of the lakes and their
tributaries. Camping in the area is dispersed, and campsites are typically located within riparian
areas.
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An undeveloped area near the intersection of Forest roads 25N05 and 25N04 is used as a staging
and camping area for OHV recreation in High Lakes and as an access point to the Pacific Crest
Trail. Concentrated use without a toilet facility has resulted in sanitation concerns. Accelerated
erosion and compaction at this site has also occurred.

Trail Assessments
Trail condition assessments conducted in 2006 and 2014 identified five trail segments that are
impacting meadows and wet areas, resulting in impaired hydrologic function and sediment
delivery to streams and lakes. Some existing stream crossings are eroding and in poor condition.
Regular use has resulted in deep rutting, over-widened trails, and trail braiding. Several trail
segments travel through sensitive wet areas (Figures 2 – 5). Relocation or extensive trail
reconstruction out of these wet areas cannot be performed with routine maintenance.
Figure 2 shows a rutted crossing at the upper end of a wet meadow on Trail 605. Some users have
driven off the trail to avoid deep and slippery ruts. The user created route can be seen in the upper
left of the image. A need exists to restore degraded trail segments impacting riparian areas.
Direction is to re-route authorized system trails out of riparian areas when feasible. If the riparian
areas cannot be avoided, the trail should be designed to withstand projected use while
maintaining integrity of the riparian area. User created trails need to be blocked and stabilized or
rehabilitated.
Figure 2. Segment of Trail 605 proposed for re-route

Three segments on Trail 611 were identified in need of treatment. A section of Trail 611 that
travels along the edge of a steep stringer meadow is shown in Figure 3. This segment of trail
needs to be re-located to a drier, non-riparian site and the current segment decommissioned. The
proposed re-route (611-RR1) would place the trail in upland vegetation seen to the right in Figure
3. Trail segment 611-RR2 travels through a small meadow. Trail segment 611-RR3 borders a
small meadow and has drainage and erosion issues. A need for action to mitigate these resource
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impacts exists. Viable re-routes for these trail segments to move away from the affected riparian
areas were identified.
Figure 3. Trail 611 segment proposed for re-route 611-RR1 located on edge of meadow

Trail 613 traverses the western edge of both Long and Campbell Lakes. Much of the trail travels
through wet meadow. The scenery traveled by this trail is extremely important to the OHV users
visiting High Lakes. A need exists to protect water resources and hydrologic function of the
meadows while preserving the quality experience of this trail. The trail in foreground in Figure 4
shows drainage issues on the trail needing water control measures and a section needing
restoration of hydrologic connectivity in the distance. A segment of Trail 613 that lies between
Campbell and Long Lakes parallels an unnamed perennial creek within the creek’s Riparian
Conservation Area (RCA) and has a stream crossing in very poor condition above Long Lake.
This segment is a chronic source of sediment to the stream and lake. The most viable solution to
the problem is to reroute and decommission this segment.
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Figure 4. Segment of Trail 613 along Long Lake needing water control measures

Concentrated Use
Although off-trail use is prohibited, users have created an unauthorized play area consisting of
multiple user created trails, currently 0.7 acre in size, at the south end of Long Lake that is highly
compacted and devoid of vegetation within the RCA. Accelerated erosion from this play area is
contributing sediment to Long Lake. The play area needs to be closed and stabilized to reestablish
ground cover and reduce accelerated erosion. Steep user created trails within the play area are
shown in Figure 5.
Figure 5. Portion of play area near Long Lake needing stabilization

Motorized use in the dispersed campsites has reduced vegetation and increased compaction in
riparian areas as shown in Figure 6. Trails accessing camping areas have concentrated runoff and
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directed the flow into campsites. These factors have contributed to increased erosion and
sedimentation. Campfire rings are located in wet meadows bordering Long and Campbell Lakes
and are flooded at times. These fire rings need to be re-located farther from the lakes.
Figure 6. Fire ring poorly located next to Long Lake

Many campsites in the area are large and devoid of ground cover and vegetation. Long-term use
and lack of maintenance has allowed these sites to increase in size and encroach on riparian
vegetation. The lack of ground cover combined with compaction has accelerated erosion and
increased sedimentation in nearby lakes. Deferred maintenance of trails accessing the sites has
resulted in concentrated runoff within the campsites. Maintenance of many dispersed campsites in
the High Lakes is needed to provide for long term use of the sites while minimizing impacts to
riparian resources.

Staging Area
At present, the impacted area used for staging at the intersection of Forest roads 25N05 and
25N04 is undeveloped and unmanaged. It encompasses over three acres which are denuded of
vegetation, severely compacted, and a source of erosion and sedimentation (Figure 7). Offhighway vehicle use and camping in the vicinity is resulting in expanding impacted areas
including a small meadow at the road intersection. During wet weather, the ground at the staging
area becomes exceedingly soft and muddy, and continual use by motorized traffic causes severe
erosion and rutting. There are currently no toilet facilities at this location and human waste is
locally concentrated.
The area is used for both camping and staging for access to the High Lakes Area and the nearby
Pacific Crest Trail (PCT). Several factors have caused increased use in this area including greater
numbers of OHV enthusiasts and decreased use of camping in southern High Lakes after the
Storrie Fire burned through popular camping areas.
There is a need to address drainage and stabilization of this site and sanitation issues, while
providing for adequate parking and staging. Providing the facilities to accommodate the existing
use would discourage the spread of impacts to other areas and address the need to mitigate
currently degraded areas.
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Figure 7. Proposed High Lakes Staging Area location

Public Involvement and Tribal Consultation
The Lassen National Forest held a public open house in Chico, CA on September 16th, 2015 and
presented the project concept. The forest received numerous comments from the open house, and
these comments were used in the development of a Proposed Action. Approximately 99 scoping
letters and emails were mailed to adjacent property owners, federal, state and local agencies,
Native American tribes and interested individuals in February 2016, describing the Purposed and
Need and Proposed Action. The project was first listed in the Schedule of Proposed Actions
(SOPA) for the Lassen National Forest in April, 2016, and will continue to be displayed in the
SOPA with current information throughout the environmental analysis and decision making
process. Consultation with the USDI Fish and Wildlife Service and the California Central Valley
Regional Water Board was conducted. See Appendix C for a complete list of Agencies and
persons consulted.
Approximately eleven letters with scoping comments were received. Though no significant issues
were identified or additional alternatives generated as a result of public scoping, the Proposed
Action was modified in response to scoping comments. The comments received are included in
the project record maintained at the Almanor Ranger District office. The modifications to the
Proposed Action are described below.

Modified Proposed Action and Alternatives
Scoping comments and discussion identified the need to clarify portions or elements of the
actions proposed. Text has been added in italics to provide further information or clarifying
language. In addition, after reviewing scoping comments, the original proposed action has been
modified to reflect the following:
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Scoping identified the need to have vehicle parking near occupied campsites. Two non-system
routes were identified that access user preferred dispersed recreation areas within the High Lakes
Project area that are in need of maintenance (Figure 11). These two dispersed recreation areas at
the south ends of Long and Campbell Lakes are used for both overnight camping and day use.
With the modified proposed action these two routes would be added to the National Forest
Transportation system. Without adding these routes to the National Forest Transportation System,
there would be no authorized access to these areas.
Development of a design to include camping at the trailhead area showed it is infeasible to
include camping as part of the trailhead plan, and it is no longer part of the modified proposed
action. Forest health issues highlighted a need to remove as much as 90 percent to 100 percent of
the large, mature trees to develop motorized loops and adequate safe, designated camping sites.
The current availability of dispersed camping at the trailhead would continue.
The modified proposed action and the no action alternative were considered.

Modified Proposed Action – Alternative 1
The following modified proposed action for the High Lakes Project is designed to be consistent
with the 1992 Lassen National Forest Land and Resource Management Plan (LRMP) and 1993
Record of Decision (ROD), as amended by the Sierra Nevada Forest Plan Amendment (SNFPA)
Final Environmental Impact Statement (FEIS) and ROD (2004), and the Sierra Nevada Forests
Management Indicator Species Amendment (MIS) FEIS and ROD (2007), and the LNF
Motorized Travel Management ROD (2010).
The Almanor Ranger District proposes the following actions:
1. Reroute five trail segments out of impacted riparian areas (Figure 8 Overview Map). Normal
ground disturbance, including excavation that would occur with new trail construction is
expected.
a. Re-route Trail 613 segment between Long and Campbell Lakes in T25N 6E, sec.
30 (Figure 11 Central Re-route Map) The new trail construction proposed is
approximately 497 feet in length and located in upland vegetation; approximately
689 feet of the current trail would be decommissioned. One trail crossing of an
unnamed perennial stream at the north end of Long Lake would be
decommissioned (Figure 11 Central Re-route Map).
b. Re-route Trail 611 (611-RR1) out of stringer meadow in T25N R6E, sec. 30
(Figure 11 Central Re-route Map). The new trail construction proposed is
approximately 278 feet in length and located in upland vegetation; approximately
262 feet of the current trail would be decommissioned.
c. Re-route Trail 611 (611-RR 2) out of small meadow in T25N R6E, sec. 29
(Figure 10 East Re-route Map). The new trail construction would be
approximately 438 feet in length; approximately 378 feet of the current trail
would be decommissioned.
d. Re-route Trail 611 (611-RR 3) away from small meadow in T25N R6E, sec. 28
(Figure 10 East Re-route Map). The new trail construction would be
approximately 319 feet in length and located in upland vegetation; approximately
334 feet of the current trail would be decommissioned.
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e. Re-route Trail 605 out of wetland habitat in T25N R6E Sections 19 and 30
(Figure 11 Central Re-route Map). The new trail construction would be
approximately 961 feet in length and located in upland vegetation and would
include a forded water crossing. Construction of this crossing would involve
minor excavation of stream banks to install keyed rock on the banks to prevent
erosion from OHV traffic. Approximately 879 feet of the current trail and 230
feet of user-created trail would be decommissioned.
f.

Decommissioned trail segments, equipment staging areas and user-created trails
would be restored to natural conditions by blocking access, signage, loosening or
scarifying the soil, recontouring, filling deep ruts, seeding or planting with native
species, and/or covering with native forest material, and/or mulching with weedfree material.

g. Danger trees may be felled from the proposed re-routes, decommissioned trail
segments, and dispersed recreation areas to protect workers during
implementation as well as Forest visitors. Trees may also be felled for
construction of trail re-routes segments. Felled trees would be left in place or
placed for use as barriers.
2. Construct causeways on Trail 613 through wet areas adjacent to Campbell and Long Lakes
(Figure 11 Central Re-route Map). The causeway construction would involve shallow
excavation work within the trail prism. Approximately 337 feet of causeway would be
constructed near Campbell Lake and approximately 642 feet of causeway would be
constructed near Long Lake.
3. Restore or improve dispersed camping and recreation areas not meeting best management
practices. Actions include placement of barriers, erosion control measures, reestablishment of
natural vegetation, and tillage.
a. Restore an unauthorized play area approximately 0.7 acre in size located on the
southeast edge of Long Lake near the dam (“restoration area 1”).
b. Implement best management practices in dispersed campsites by controlling
vehicle access within the camping area and installing erosion prevention
measures.
4. Move three poorly sited camp fire rings that are close to Campbell and Long Lakes, and one
campfire ring from the Northeast end of Long Lake that would no longer be accessible by
OHV due to a proposed re-route. Relocated campfire rings would remain in the general
vicinity of the lakes.
5. Develop a trailhead staging area at the intersection of Forest roads 25N05 and 25N04 (Figure
9 West Area Map). The facility design would meet the Architectural Barriers Act (ABA) and
Forest Service Outdoor Recreation Accessibility Guidelines (FSORAG) design standards.
Parking for day and overnight use would be provided at the High Lakes staging area.
a. A vault toilet for public use would be constructed.
b. Gravel surfacing of parking and high use areas would be completed
(approximately 0.8 acre). Barriers would be used to clearly denote vehicular
access.
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c. Season of operation would typically be from mid-June through October annually.
d. Trees meeting the Hazard Tree Guidelines for Forest Service Facilities and Roads
in the Pacific Southwest Region (USDA 2012c) as adapted for this site would be
felled and left in place, placed for use as barriers, or may be removed as part of a
commercial timber sale. Slash and any understory vegetation removed would be
piled and burned.
e. Staging area would be designed to minimize the number of felled trees other than
danger trees.
f.

Approximately 3.4 acres of undeveloped, degraded areas would be restored and
stabilized (“restoration area 2” and “restoration area 3”). Restoration area 2 is
described as a play area. Related actions could include placement of barriers,
signage, planting of natural vegetation, reestablishment of natural drainage, and
tillage.

6. Add two unauthorized routes; 25630UC28, 201 feet in length and 25630UC9, 523 feet in
length (Figure 9 West Map) to the motorized trail system.

Integrated Design Features
Integrated design features (IDFs) are elements of the proposed action and project design that
would be applied in treatment areas in addition to current management direction, standards and
guidelines. These features are developed to reduce or avoid adverse environmental effects of the
proposed action on forest resources. The following IDFs would be applied in conjunction with
management actions proposed for the High Lakes project area:

Soil and Water Resources
Lands adjacent to streams, meadows, and other wetlands on the forest are land allocations
referred to as Riparian Conservation Areas (RCAs). RCAs are determined based on the horizontal
distance (ft.) from the feature’s edge. The RCA for Perennial and intermittent surface water
features that intersect High Lakes Project modified proposed actions are listed in Table 1. Actions
within these areas are designed to ensure that riparian conservation objectives (RCOs) are met. In
addition to the following project-specific restrictions on modified proposed actions (Table 1), all
applicable BMPs would be implemented.
Table 1. Summary of the all the Riparian Conservation Areas (RCAs) within the High Lakes Project
area
Riparian Conservation Area
(RCA) Type

Perennial Streams

Seasonally Flowing Streams
(Intermittent and Ephemeral)

RCA
Width
(ft.)

300

150

Surface Water Features

2 Unnamed Perennial Streams
(1 – Between Campbell and Long Lakes and the Outlet of
Long Lake; 2 – Upstream 0.2 miles of Morris Lake inlet*)
2 Unnamed Intermittent Streams (1 – Tributary to Long
Lake; 2 – Tributary to the Morris Lake inlet*)
Ephemeral scour channels (Along Campbell and Long
Lakes; Crossing 611 R1; Starting at the seasonal Pond at
611 R2; Starting at the staging area)
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Special Aquatic Features
(includes lakes, meadows,
wetlands and springs)

300

Other hydrological or
topographic depressions
without a defined channel:
RCA width and protection
measures determined through
project level analysis.

TBD

Campbell Lake
Long Lake
Seasonal Pond (611 R2)
4 unnamed meadows (605; 611 R1; 611 R3; Staging
Area)

1. Soil quality standards and appropriate best management practices (BMP) that protect forest
soils would be implemented for the entire project. Standards are described in Lassen National
Forest Land and Resource Management Plan (LRMP, 1993), the 2004 Sierra Nevada
Framework Plan Amendment ROD (2004), and the USFS Region 5 Soil Management
Supplement No. 2500-2012-1 (2012b). BMPs are described in the USFS Region 5 Water
Quality Management Handbook Amendment No. 2509.22-2011-1 (2011).
2. Ground disturbing activities would occur from about May 1 to about October 15 to avoid the
period of highest rainfall, stream flows, and erosion potential. During periods of inclement
weather, operations would be shut down until stream flows are sufficiently low and
soil/channel conditions are sufficiently dry and stable to allow construction to continue
without the threat of substantial soil compaction, erosion, sedimentation, or offsite sediment
transport.
3. Staging of materials and equipment will be limited to existing disturbed areas outside riparian
conservation areas where soils are already compacted and vegetation has been cleared. No
new disturbance will be created for staging and stockpile areas. After project completion,
these areas would be scarified, seeded, and mulched.
4. During rain events or over winter, straw wattles, silt fences, or hay bales will be installed
around the base of temporary stockpiles to intercept runoff and sediment draining from the
stockpiles. If necessary, the stockpiles will be further stabilized by mulching them with
available forest materials or an appropriate geotextile material. All spoils not used during
construction will be hauled to a designated location.
5. Appropriate erosion and sediment control BMPs will be applied to all disturbed ground
during temporary construction delays caused by inclement weather or other circumstances.
Measures would vary with conditions, but are likely to include (1) placement of readily
available mulch materials (e.g., pine needles, branches, coarse woody debris) and/or imported
mulch materials (e.g., certified weed-free rice straw) to protect disturbed surfaces from
raindrop impact, reduce runoff velocity, and reduce erosion; and/or (2) installation of straw
wattles, silt fences, and/or hay bales to reduce runoff velocity and intercept sediment; and/or
(3) installation of temporary water controls such as waterbars or rolling dips.
6. Soils lacking adequate ground cover because of disturbances caused by the modified
proposed action would be mulched with available forest materials, such as pine needles, tree
bark, and branches, or with imported mulch, such as certified weed-free straw. Areas denuded
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during construction will be actively revegetated with appropriate native plant species using
materials (i.e., seed, transplant plugs, pole cuttings) collected from local sources.
7. Ground disturbance would be minimized and confined to the existing or proposed trail prism,
and where restoration from user created trails is needed. All disturbed areas would be
mulched with native material or weed-free straw (e.g., rice straw) and seeded with native
grass species. During periods of inclement weather, excavation sites would have perimeter
containment installed around the site’s lower perimeter to contain any eroded material. Native
shrubs such as willows may be planted if stream channel or bank stability concerns are
identified.
8. Stream banks adjacent to and/or affected by the proposed re-routes, decommissioned trail
segments, and trail reconstruction in meadows will be stabilized and protected from erosion
using a combination of structural and biotechnical methods. The specific methods used will
vary depending on site conditions, but would likely include one or more of the following:
adjustment of stream bank slopes; installation of rock slope protection (riprap); installation of
biodegradable erosion control blankets; installation of willow wattles (live fascines); and/or
the use of pole cuttings, and seed collected from local sources to reestablish native stream
zone vegetation.
9. The goal during in-channel excavation is zero discharge. Wherever possible activities would
be delayed until flow has ceased or is at lowest flow.
10. Water drafting would occur from Campbell, Long, and Mud Lakes for work within the High
Lakes area. Drafting equipment would be located on existing trails and disperse campsites
that permit vehicle access. All drafting equipment would utilize appropriate screening devices
and use pumps with a low entry velocity to minimize the impact to aquatic organisms. A
hydrologist and/or fisheries biologist would monitor and approve the location, amount of
water, recommend any site mitigations if needed, and other site-specific constraints of any
water drafting sites.
11. All equipment refueling and maintenance activities will occur outside RCAs to minimize the
potential to adversely affect water quality and minimize risk to aquatic species.
12. Wastes and petroleum products used during construction will be collected and removed from
the project site in accordance with the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act regulations
and federal Occupational Safety and Health Administration standards.
13. There would be no crossing of stream channels by mechanical equipment except on existing
or newly constructed motorized trails.
Aquatic Resources
14. Tightly woven fiber netting or similar material will not be used for erosion control or other
purposes within potential suitable habitat for the Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frogs.
15. If work is completed within flowing watercourses, large mesh, non-plastic mono-filament
nets would be placed above and below the area to prevent aquatic organisms from entering
the project area during implementation. Nets would be removed from the watercourse
following project implementation. Net selection will be made so there is no chance of
entangling or trapping amphibians.
16. A fisheries biologist will visit the project areas prior to implementation to determine the
presence/absence of Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frogs.
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17. If SNYLF are observed during project implementation, activities will be stopped and

the Forest Service will contact the USFWS to reinitiate consultation.

Botany
Threatened, Endangered, Sensitive (TES) Plant Species
18. New occurrences of Threatened, Endangered, or Sensitive (TES) plant species discovered
before or during ground-disturbing activities would be protected through flag-and-avoid
methods.
Invasive Species
19. All off-highway equipment would be weed-free prior to entering the Forest. Staging of
equipment would be done in weed-free areas.
20. New small infestations identified during project implementation would be evaluated and
treated according to the species present and project constraints and avoided by project
activities.
21. Post-project monitoring for implementation and effectiveness of weed treatments and control
of new infestations would be conducted as soon as possible and for a period of two years after
completion of the project.
22. If project implementation calls for mulches or fills, they would be certified weed-free.
23. Revegetation activities associated with restoration actions would utilize native plant materials
and site-appropriate species.
Fuels
24. Piles would not be placed in a location that would result in the mortality of surrounding trees
when piles are ignited. Machine piles would be constructed on previously disturbed areas
with compacted soils.
25. All pile burning would be completed under an approved prescribed burn plan.
26. All burning of piles would be in compliance with California Ambient Air Quality Standards
(CAAQS).
Recreation
27. During implementation activities, routes and campsites not directly involved in construction
would be left open to the public and free of construction debris and materials.
28. Post signs at all entrance points on NFS lands to the High Lakes as well as at the junction of
FS road 25N05 and Humbug Summit and junction of 25N05 and Concow Road (FS road
25N04) advising public of project activities and start/end dates and times.
29. Keep FS road 25N04 that accesses the staging area and serves as a primary ingress to the
High Lakes passable at all times.
30. Restrict equipment operations in the High Lakes staging area to the hours of 8 AM to 7 PM.
31. At least 30 days in advance of operations, notify the public as well as the Lotts Lake
Homeowner’s Association of the expected operations and duration.
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32. At least 30 days in advance of operations, notify special use permit holders operating in the
project vicinity. Work with existing permit holders on scheduling project implementation
activities to minimize user conflicts.
Silviculture
33. Cut stumps of live conifers with a 14-inch stump diameter or larger would be treated with an
EPA-approved borate compound which is registered in California for the prevention of
annosum root disease. No EPA-approved borate would be applied within 25 feet of known
Sensitive and Special Interest Plants or within 25 feet of live streams and meadow/wetlands.
34. All sugar pine and western white pine identified as rust resistant or as a candidate for rust
resistance would be protected.
35. No tree or snag felling or skidding, or moving operations would be allowed from April 1
through June 30 to reduce damage to true fir stands when sap is flowing and bark is loose.
36. No danger tree would be felled unless it meets the danger tree guidelines described in
“Hazard Tree Guidelines for Forest Service Facilities and Roads in the Pacific Southwest
Region” (USDA, 2012c). Potential danger trees would be evaluated and rated for danger
levels and designated for harvest or felling only by qualified persons. A “qualified person” is
described as one who has knowledge, training, and experience in identifying danger trees.
Transportation
37. All unpaved roads used for hauling materials would receive dust abatement, grading, and
routine maintenance of roadway drainage structures.
38. A surface replacement deposit would be required on all surfaced NFS roads used for hauling
commercial materials.
39. Any drainage structure removed and/or damaged during hauling of materials and/or
equipment will be replaced after project is complete and before a winter shutdown.
40. Warning signage would be placed along haul routes meeting Manual of Uniform Traffic
Control Devices (MUTCD) standards during hauling operations.
Wildlife
American Marten
41. If a marten den site is identified within the project area, a 100 acre buffer consisting of the
highest quality habitat in a compact arrangement would be placed around the den site. A
marten limited operating period (LOP) from May 1st through July 31st would be placed
around marten den sites. The LOP may be waived if the wildlife biologist determines that the
specific action is unlikely to result in breeding disturbance considering the intensity, duration,
timing, and specific location.
Pacific Fisher
42. If a fisher den site is identified within the project area, a 700 acre limited operating period
(LOP) buffer (SNFPA 2004, P. 39) consisting of the highest quality habitat in a compact
arrangement would be placed around the den site. The limited operating period would be
from March 1 through June 30 (SNFPA 2004, p 61) for vegetation disturbance. The LOP may
be waived if the wildlife biologist determines that the action is unlikely to result in breeding
disturbance considering the intensity, duration, timing, and specific location.
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Willow Flycatcher
43. An LOP from May 1st to August 15th would be established for areas with suitable Willow
Flycatcher nesting habitat within 0.25 miles of ground-disturbing activity, unless surveys
indicate there is no nesting occurring.
Snags and Down Logs
44. Snags and live trees with existing wildlife use would not be disturbed or removed, except for
danger trees that need to be felled. Examples of wildlife use include large stick nests, large or
small cavities, or woodpecker excavations.
Heritage Resources
45. Federal laws, regulations and programmatic agreements between the Forest Service and the
Office of Historic Preservation for the protection of cultural resources would be followed.
Historic properties within the High Lakes Motorized Trail Reroutes and Staging Area
Improvement project area of potential effect would be protected during project
implementation utilizing the following measures.
46. Cultural resources eligible or potentially eligible for listing on the National Register of
Historic Places (NRHP) located within or adjacent to proposed trail reroutes and the staging
area shall be identified on the ground using flagging or permanent tags. No project activities
that compromise NRHP values shall occur within site boundaries.
47. NRHP eligible cultural resources located within the project are of potential effect, but not in
close proximity to identified treatment areas shall be protected from all indirect effects caused
by project related activities such as staging equipment, vehicles or materials within site
boundaries. The Forest Service project manager will be apprised of all site locations to ensure
protection from direct as well as indirect effects.
48. Linear sites such as historic ditches shall only be crossed by proposed trail reroutes in already
disturbed ditch segments. All crossings shall be made perpendicular to the alignment and
designated by heritage personnel.
49. Project manager shall walk historic property boundaries located within or near activity areas
with equipment operator before project implementation to insure protection.
50. Cultural resources located within or adjacent to treatment areas or trail reroutes shall be
monitored during and after project completion.
51. If cultural resources are identified during project implementation (unanticipated discovery)
all work will cease immediately in that area until the situation is reviewed and an assessment
and mitigation plan instituted to insure protection of the site.

No Action – Alternative 2
“No action”, in the context of environmental analysis, does not mean that no management
activities would take place. It means that the activities specifically proposed with the High Lakes
Project would not take place. Current and future management direction would continue. Re-routes
of five trail segments and trail reconstruction would not occur. Decommissioning of trail
segments related to the proposed re-routes would not occur. Two spurs in dispersed camping areas
would remain non-system trails and use of these spurs would not be authorized. Restoration of
two play areas would not occur. Improvements to the intersection of Forest Service Roads 25N05
and 25N04 currently used as a staging area would not occur.
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Environmental Impacts of the Modified Proposed
Action and Alternatives
This section summarizes the potential impacts of the modified proposed action and alternatives
for each impacted resource. The reports discussing the effects of the project are located in the
project record, and are hereby incorporated by reference (High Lakes Recreation Report 2017,
High Lakes Hydrology Report, 2017, High Lakes Aquatic Resource Report, 2017, High Lakes
Aquatics BEBA 2017, High Lakes SNYLF BA 2017, High Lakes RCO Consistency Analysis
2017, High Lakes MIS Report 2017, High Lakes Wildlife BE 2017, High Lakes Soils Report
2017, High Lakes Botany BEBA 2017, High Lakes IPSRA 2017, High Lakes Heritage Report
2016). Resources that were not impacted and therefore, not further analyzed include: Silviculture,
Fuels.

Recreation
Alternative 1 – Modified Proposed Action
Direct and Indirect Effects - Alternative 1
Direct and indirect effects to recreation are highly dependent on individual visitor preference and
resulting behavior. Some conclusions may be drawn, and are listed below.
Overall, the modified proposed action would allow for an improvement in recreation
opportunities, with short-term impacts to travel and dispersed camping during implementation.
While some opportunities for dispersed camping could change based on visitor preference of their
actual campsite location, and additional opportunities could increase for those visitors who decide
to camp at or near the staging area because of the addition of a vault toilet at the staging area, it is
expected that typical use patterns would continue. The ROS of SPM and SPNM would not
change for the area because facilities and improvements would align with the guidance for those
ROS classes, and the natural-appearing condition of the area would be improved.
Fire Ring Relocations
Because these fire ring locations have such a long history of use associated with them, many
visitors are likely to feel displaced from their traditional sites when the rings are relocated. Some
may attempt to reach them anyway by vehicle unless sufficient barricades are put in place. In
addition, visitors may use the lakeshore sites for much of their camping regardless of the campfire
ring location. Though dispersed camping is not dictated by the location of a ring, the placement of
a ring typically draws campers to that spot. However, because the location of some rings are near
meadows and the dispersed camping areas are occasionally flooded, these sites are not always
available or desirable for camping.
Many visitors of dispersed camping areas prefer to camp near lakes. A study conducted in
designated wilderness (Christensen and Cole) found that in all five areas studied, most visitors
preferred camping within 200 feet of a lake. Appeals were successful in convincing over half of
the campers to move farther away from lakeshores. Ecological appeals were more persuasive than
social appeals. Another study (Canon, 1979) found that no backcountry users fully complied with
rules designed to promote campsite dispersion and to avoid recurrent use of particular sites. Users
indicated that convenience was an important determinant of their site selections.
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Because rehabilitation directly designed to prevent camping would occur, the four places that
traditionally had rings located there would lose their physical appearance of a campsite. Barriers,
reestablishment of native vegetation, and other rehabilitation would reduce the likelihood of
drawing people to those areas. However, it is impossible to completely control camping without
designating sites. Visitors may seek out other locations near the lakes for camping. In these areas,
people who want campfires would likely construct new rings, and these areas may see a
proliferation of these new, user-created rock fire rings. The use of these areas would be dependent
on how attractive the new fire ring locations would be, and their distance from the lakes. The
exception would likely be the site located on the north end of Long Lake. Once the trail reroute
was completed in that area, most visitors would not make the effort to camp in that location.
Visitors who are not as dependent on a constructed fire ring would continue to camp in other
dispersed areas without being displaced. Sanitation issues would still continue in areas proximate
to lakes, but could be reduced slightly by the construction of a staging area and vault toilet at the
intersection of Forest roads 25N04 and 25N05.
Designation of spur routes
People would continue to have access to the areas they have enjoyed in the past and this
recreation opportunity would not be precluded. People would still be able to drive within a few
feet of their dispersed campsite, thus alleviating concerns heard in public scoping regarding being
out of sight of their vehicles and the potential for theft and vandalism. Use of the sites accessed
by the spurs would continue as they have in the past. No conflicts between recreational uses or
different types of vehicles are expected to occur because the “spurs” have been used regularly for
decades. However, there would be a continuing need for maintenance on these designated routes,
similar to other system trails in the area. This is not expected to be prohibitive or a need that
would be unable to be met, because the new designated routes are relatively short.
Trail Reroutes
There would be a temporary impact to recreational opportunities for visitors from the
construction activities due to the noise of machinery/equipment and to the full-day occupancy of
the site by trail workers. The impact would last for at least one season. Most of the time, visitors
could still use the existing trails during the project, though on some occasions they might have to
use an alternate route due to temporary closures (for example, while causeway work is being
completed on Trail 613, visitors may need to use Trail 614 to reach their destination).
The proposed trail re-routes are generally limited to short segments and because no system trails
would be closed, there would be no permanent decommissioning or reduction in access.
Unauthorized social trails would be rehabilitated, which would result in a more scenic
appearance, but could also be tempting for visitors to re-open unless there were no sign of their
previous existence. Correcting the problem areas on the existing trails and providing a safer and
sustainable route would encourage users to stay on the trail instead of creating new access routes.
The main impact to visitors is the reroute of Trail #613. This reroute would no longer allow for
vehicle access to the north end of Long Lake on the east side of the perennial creek. The lake can
be accessed in other locations, but dispersed camping accessed by vehicle will not be available
for use in that area. This action would improve the trail system but would serve to concentrate
campers in other areas of Long Lake.
Closing the OHV play area would improve the overall scenic and ecological qualities of the area.
Those visitors who enjoy the challenge of hill climbing may attempt to create a different play area
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in another location on their own, unless education, enforcement, and adequate barriers are
implemented.
In general, the proposed trail reroutes would have a long-term positive effect on opportunities for
recreation. With the repair and reroute of the trail segments, the public would enjoy a more
sustainable access to the High Lakes area. The attractiveness of the area would increase without
the trail braiding that is currently occurring.
Staging area
Upgrading the existing area would result in a change in experience for those who like the current
undeveloped nature, but would correct the unsanitary and deteriorating conditions there that may
cause visitors to avoid the area. Adding a vault toilet could assist in improving sanitation issues at
the lakes if visitors used it and/or camped in that area instead of at lakes. The presence of a toilet
could attract additional camping parties to this area who wanted that convenience. However,
adding a toilet without designated camping that limits numbers of campers could mean frequent
pumping would be needed, depending on the amount of dispersed camping that occurs. If
maintenance does not keep up with demand, unsanitary conditions could resume at this location.
A portion of the current staging area (2.5 acres) would be restored and stabilized. People who are
used to using the entire area for parking, dispersed camping, and staging would be more confined
to the smaller footprint. Since use is not highly concentrated in this area and there are other
locations, especially for dispersed camping, the effect is expected to be minor.
Visitor behavior is highly dependent on social norms. The potential for destructive behavior,
including vandalism or trespass onto adjacent private property could increase at the intersection
of Forest roads 25N05 and 25N04 if use increases, unless this area is adequately signed, patrolled,
and/or barricaded. However, due to the remote location, difficulty of access, and short length of
season, it is not expected that a major increase in visitation would occur due to the construction of
a small minimally-developed staging area.
There would be some visitor displacement while construction of the trailhead/staging area
occurred. This would affect people who normally camp or stage trailers or other equipment at the
intersection. Equipment noise, placement of gravel, dust, or delays from vehicles on access roads,
lingering smoke from burn piles, and the presence of workers would all occur in this area. The
removal of danger trees would not affect visitors who use the area for staging only except during
actual tree removal, but would affect people who use the area for camping. During those times
they would likely not be able to use the area and would be displaced to other locations. These
would all be temporary impacts, limited to the construction period.

Cumulative Effects – Alternative 1
Past, Present, and Reasonably Foreseeable Activities Relevant to Cumulative Effects
Analysis
Cumulative impacts result from the incremental impact of the action when added to other past,
present and reasonably foreseeable future actions. Actions contributing to the cumulative effects
to the recreation resource include past timber harvest and treatments that likely resulted in
temporary, but not permanent, displacement and delays to access for visitors. Adding this
modified proposed action, though temporary displacement would likely occur in site specific
areas, would not cause a substantial cumulative effect, mostly because most treatments occurred
several years ago. Future trail maintenance of system trails, when combined with the actions
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under this alternative, would have a beneficial cumulative effect to recreation by providing a
more natural appearing, sustainable trail system in the area. The effects of improved access due to
the paving of the Skyway would be less under this alternative because trails and dispersed
camping areas would be more sustainable and the staging area with a vault toilet would offer
alternatives to absorb additional use.

Alternative 2 – No Action
Under this alternative, no re-routes or changes in dispersed camping areas would occur. The
staging area would not be improved or stabilized.
Taking no action would not immediately change existing recreation opportunities in the area. The
setting characterization of a predominately natural or natural-appearing environment that is the
desired condition for these ROS classes is not currently being met due to visitor use impacts,
particularly on some of the trails, in the play area and at the staging area. Over time, deterioration
of trails would continue, directly impacting recreation opportunities. Some trails may become
completely impassible, resulting in more concentrated use in some areas but less in others. People
attempting to reach the areas they wish to see would likely still attempt to find motorized ways to
do so, resulting in more damage to meadows and widening of existing trails. Eventually some
areas could become inaccessible. The play area would continue to be used and could expand in
size.
The unauthorized spur routes to dispersed camping sites south of Campbell and Long Lakes
would not be designated as available for motorized vehicle access. Currently visitors drive these
spur routes. Under travel management regulations, the only legal parking is one car length from a
system road or trail. If unauthorized routes are not added to the National Forest Transportation
System (NFTS) and designated, motor vehicle use on these routes would be prohibited (36 CFR
261.13) and legal motorized vehicle access to dispersed recreation activities would be precluded.
Visitors who prefer the convenience and safety of having their vehicles close to their camp would
be displaced. Conflicts could develop between users if there was competition for remaining
dispersed sites. There would be no need for maintenance of these spurs, but to ensure compliance,
barriers would need to be constructed and maintained to prevent vehicle access.
In the short term, dispersed camping areas would continue to be used as they have been with no
reduction or change in opportunity. Sanitation issues would continue at the lakes and at the
intersection of Forest roads 25N05 and 25N04 and erosion and compaction from driving and
camping near lakeshores would continue. Over time, some users may be discouraged from
visiting due to the deteriorating conditions. The staging area would not be developed, and could
become increasingly uninhabitable and unattractive to visitors if an increase in use occurs. If the
present rate of use continues, conditions are likely to remain the same in this area.
In the long term, some of the management objectives for the ROS of semi primitive nonmotorized and semi primitive motorized classes would not be met. Users would still be able to
experience remoteness and solitude and no new facilities would be constructed. However, by
taking no action to correct the deteriorating trail conditions and degraded conditions at the
dispersed campsites and staging area, primitive recreational activities may be limited in the
future.
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Water Resources
Alternative 1 – Modified Proposed Action
Direct and Indirect Effects - Alternative 1
The direct and indirect effects would be within the immediate drainages (HUC 16 or smaller)
with the exception of disturbance from trail construction equipment traffic. Effects from
construction equipment traffic would extend beyond immediate small drainages of the proposed
activities, but be confined to the trail prisms and would be minor.
Re-routes
Ground disturbing activity would reduce existing vegetation and increase erosion within the new
trail segment re-routes prism. Approximately 2,500 feet of new trail segments would be
constructed. The design trail tread width of these trail segments would be eight feet. The trail
prism with shoulders would be ten feet in width. Where the trail is located on side slopes, the
disturbance width would increase depending on the steepness of the side slope and the percent
bench required. The new trail sections would result in newly created impermeable surfaces that
would be a source of surface runoff. The proposed trail re-route segments are located in upland
vegetation. Stream crossings would be as perpendicular to the stream course as possible. Water
control as specified in USFS trail construction standards would result in less erosion, less
alteration of hydroconnectivity, and less sediment transport than occurs on the existing trails in
the High Lakes Project. Use of BMPs and integrated design features included in this project used
in conjunction with the modified proposed actions would result in improving conditions in the
project area and making the trail system more sustainable. Resource indicators and the effects of
Alternative 1 are displayed in Table 2. A list of best management practices is included in
Appendix E of the hydrology report. Sediment delivery is highest in the first years after
construction (Reid and Dunne, 1984). With proper planning, design, construction, and
maintenance a trail can exhibit little erosion in an area that is naturally more sensitive to erosion;
while a poorly planned, designed, constructed, or maintained trail may erode in an area that is not
naturally prone to erosion (California State Parks, 2008).
One perennial stream crossing would be constructed on the 605 Trail re-reroute segment. This
would be a forded crossing. Bank hardening by installation of rock and removal of fallen
vegetation that is diverting flow would occur to stabilize the streambanks and prevent accelerated
erosion from OHV traffic.
Decommissioning
The decommission trail segments would result in a temporary increase in sediment, but would be
mitigated to the extent possible with BMPs and the integrated design features. The erosion and
sediment would rapidly decrease and likely be lower than existing erosion within one year. The
decommissioned trail segments would also reduce existing vegetation that would occur
intermittently along the trail segment in the short term, but increase each year as vegetation fully
colonizes. The amount of disturbance from the activities is dependent on the width of the existing
disturbance (current trail prism) and earth movement needed to re-contour the decommissioned
trail prism.
Segments of the 605 through the meadows are deeply rutted and have lowered the water table.
Decommissioning these segments would fill these rutted areas and raise the local water table. The
613 trail segment proposed for decommissioning travels through the RCA. One trail crossing that
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is in poor condition would be closed. A second crossing adjacent to the segment would remain
open for campsite access at Campbell Lake and likely result in less OHV traffic at this crossing.
Decommissioning of the 611-1 re-route would allow recovery of meadow vegetation impacted by
the current trail and improve hydrologic function along the meadow edge. Hydrologic function
may be described as the ability to sustain favorable conditions of water flow in terms of water
quality, quantity, and timing. The 611-2 re-route would remove the trail from a seasonal pond
exhibiting vernal pool traits. Decommissioning of trail segments 605 would restore hydrologic
function to the upper meadow/wetland systems.
Although trail re-routes would temporarily increase sediment delivery, longer-term benefits
would be properly designed trails located out of sensitive areas. All trail segments that would be
decommissioned would result in protection of RCA. New trail construction would be designed
according to USFS trail standards and incorporate USFS BMP resulting in less sediment delivery
to surface water and hydrologic intercept.
Reconstruction (causeways)
The 613 trail reconstruction would likely result in temporary (less than 2 years) sediment
transport to Long and Campbell Lake where the trail is within the lakeshore RCA where an
adequate riparian vegetation buffer does not exist. Construction of causeways would restore
hydrologic function to meadow/wetland systems.
Addition of user created trails to the NFTS
Two non-system trails located in two long-term dispersed group camping areas would be added to
the NFTS. These trails provide vehicular access to user preferred camping in the area. These trails
currently are a source of erosion and sediment. Addition of these trails to the NFTS would include
maintenance and installation of water control features, and barrier placement to identify the
vehicle route. This would reduce erosion and sediment that is occurring while providing
continued access to these popular sites.
Staging Area
Gravel surfacing would reduce erosion and sediment transport off-site. Drainage and energy
dissipation BMPs would be installed to slow surface water velocity to disperse flow and prevent
scouring. The toilet would reduce existing sanitation concerns and accommodate future use.
Restoration of Play Areas
Disturbance to install barriers would occur in the road prism. Minimal sedimentation from barrier
installation would occur and would persist less than one season.
Restore or Improve Dispersed Camping Areas
The implementation of BMPs in user preferred campsites in the vicinity of Long and Campbell
Lake would reduce erosion and off-site sediment transport. In addition, these BMPs would reduce
impacts to riparian vegetation and perhaps encourage increased vegetation, thereby reducing onsite erosion and sediment transport into surface waters.
Outside Project Area
The existing forest transportation system would be utilized to provide access to the project area.
Construction equipment traffic for the project could increase wear on the road and trail surfaces
and result in increased dust over ambient levels on access routes to the project area. To mitigate
the impact dust abatement and other standard road/trail maintenance would be performed. Effects
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to water resources from the additional traffic during project implementation on these routes is
expected to be minimal.
Table 2. Resource Indicators and Measures for Alternative 1 Direct/indirect Effects
Resource
Element

Resource Indicator
(Quantify if
possible)

Measure
(Quantify if possible)

Alternative 1
Direct/Indirect Effects

Hydrologic
function in
meadows and wet
areas

Hydroconnectivity –
subsurface flow

Feet of trail with improved
hydrologic function in
meadow/wetland.

Restore hydrologic function
on trail segments 613
(causeways), 605, 611-1
(1,770 feet)

Riparian function

Risk of sediment
delivery and
streamside
groundcover

Length of trails in RCA

Reduce length of trails in
RCA by 2,400 feet.

Hydrologic
intercept

Erosion, sediment
transport, diverted
flow from
hydrologically
connected roads

Rills in trail tread, Number
and length of runoff intercept
on trails

All trail work would reduce
hydrologic interception

Water quality
(bacteria)

Human Waste

Piles of toilet paper

Water quality
(sediment)

Soil Erosion, Ground
cover

Evidence of rills and gullies,
percent ground cover, # of
crossings eliminated or
improved

Water Quality
(petroleum
products)

Spills

Occurrence, residue

No change

Consistency Analysis

All proposed actions are
compliant with RCO
requirements. See
consistency analysis for
details of the analysis.

Water, riparian,
and aquatic
resources

RCO

Improper disposal of human
waste at the staging area
would be reduced
Reduced occurrence of rills
and gullies; increased
ground cover; two crossings
eliminated; two crossings
improved.

Cumulative Watershed Effects
Although the ground disturbance from Alternative 1 would result in a temporary incremental
increase in sediment production when added to existing use, the project would result in a net loss
of sediment production that would likely be realized within one to two years.

Alternative 2 – No Action
Direct and Indirect Effects
Re-routes
The 605 trail segment would continue to have two severely degraded stream crossings actively
eroding. The trail would continue to impair two wet meadows by rutting, denuding vegetation,
impairing subsurface flow, and lowering the water table where the trail travels through the
meadows.
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The 611-1 re-route segment would continue to erode and provide sediment to the stream channel
and the segment would remain in the RCA. Subsurface flow would continue to be interrupted.
The 611-2 trail segment would continue through the RCA and seasonal pond showing wetland
vernal pool characteristics.
The 611-3 trail segment would remain in the RCA and continue to erode.
The 613 trail segment would remain in the RCA. The water crossing of the unnamed perennial
stream above Long Lake would remain in poor condition. The trail on the right bank would
continue to erode and be a source of sediment to the perennial channel, Long Lake, and
downstream surface waters.
Reconstruction (causeways)
The reconstruction segments of 613 would not occur. The trail would continue to impair
subsurface flow, intercept and divert surface and subsurface flow. The trail would remain over
widened in the meadow with off-trail tracks. The trail would continue to cause erosion and
sediment transport.
Addition of user created trails to the NFTS
Vehicular use of these non-system trails would continue to be unauthorized. These spurs would
continue to erode and be a source of sediment.
Staging Area
This site would continue to degrade, probably at an increased rate because of increasing trends
with OHV popularity. Erosion and sediment transport offsite would continue. The area of
denuded vegetation would likely increase. Sanitation issues would continue and possibly become
more pronounced.
Restoration of Play Areas
Both play areas would likely continue to be utilized, increase in size, and experience accelerated
erosion. Further denuding of vegetation would occur.
Dispersed Camping Areas
Continued and increased use of dispersed camping areas would expand areas denuded of
vegetation, contributing to erosion and increasing sedimentation to streams and lakes.

Aquatic Resources
Sierra Nevada Yellow Legged Frog (Rana sierrae)
The Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog (SNYLF) is federally-listed as an endangered species (75
FR 24255; April 29, 2014) under the Endangered Species Act. This species is endemic to the
northern and central Sierra Nevada and adjacent Nevada ranging from north of the Feather River
(including the Plumas and southern edge of the Lassen National Forests) south to the Monarch
Divide on the west side of the Sierra Nevada crest (Sierra National Forest) and near Independence
Creek on the east side of the Sierra Nevada crest (Inyo National Forest). This species inhabits a
variety of habitats including lakes, ponds, tarns, wet meadows, and streams from near 4,500 ft. to
12,000 ft. Breeding occurs in the spring, from April to July depending on elevation, as soon as the
ice on the lakes, ponds, and streams recedes. SNYLF tadpoles may overwinter two to three times
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before metamorphosing. Due to their long larval life stage breeding sites must remain a
permanent water source year round. After metamorphosis, SNYLF can remain juveniles for up to
four years before reaching sexual maturity.
No extant populations of SNYLF are currently known to exist on the LNF, however the northern
extent of their historic range falls under the jurisdiction of the LNF. The only (remnant)
population of the species discovered in recent times on the LNF was in a remote lake (Oliver) and
associated pond in 2005, in the Jackass Creek Subwatershed. Three subsequent surveys
conducted by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) had no positive detections,
thus the population is believed to be extirpated.

Potential Suitable Habitat and Designated Critical Habitat
The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service defined potential suitable habitat for the SNYLF in the final
rule for listing of this species (75 FR 24255; April 29, 2014) and summarized the definition in
2013 Proposed Rule for listing (USDI FWS 2013). Potential suitable habitat (PSH) consists of
permanent water bodies or those hydrologically connected with permanent water such as wet
meadows, lakes, streams, rivers, tarns, perennial creeks, permanent plunge pools within
intermittent creeks, and pools, such as a body of impounded water contained above a natural dam.
PSH includes adjacent areas, up to a distance of 82 feet. Additionally, when water bodies occur
within 984 feet of one another, suitable habitat for dispersal and movement included the overland
areas between lake shorelines. Any project that falls within the historic range of the species must
evaluate the potential effects not only on the species, but to potential suitable habitat.
The Designated Critical Habitat (DCH) for the SNYLF was released in August 26, 2016 (81 FR
59046) with an effective date of September 26, 2016. The FWS has designated 1,082,146 acres of
habitat, including high elevation (greater than 4,500’) lakes, ponds, and streams, in California, of
which 2520.25 acres are under the LNF jurisdiction. Within the five subwatersheds that may be
affected by the High Lakes project, there is DCH within two of those subwatersheds (Chambers
Creek and Murphy Creek). A polygon was provided by the FWS that encompasses entire
watersheds, however, only the potential suitable habitat within this polygon is used to analyze
effects to DCH. Approximately 1,720 acres of designated Critical Habitat falls within the High
Lakes Project area. However, not all that area would be considered potential suitable habitat.
Approximately 124 acres of PSH and DCH is found within this area.

Black Juga (Juga nigrina)
The black juga is an aquatic mollusk occupying perennial stream and spring habitat and is
recognized as a Forest Service sensitive species. General suitable habitat for this species has been
identified as perennial streams and springs with prominent channel substrate being comprised of
boulders/cobble, gravel, sand, and mud. Habitat for black juga is threatened by excessive
sedimentation resulting from various land management activities. Increased sedimentation may
result in smothering of suitable channel substrate, increased stress and mortality, and impairment
of egg-laying or survival of eggs and young

Alternative 1 – Modified Proposed Action
Direct Effects to Sierra Nevada Yellow Legged Frog and Black Juga
All the activities proposed under the High Lakes Project would require equipment and/or OHVs
to complete the modified proposed actions. Assuming that SNYLF is present within the PSH,
there is a small, potential risk that equipment and/or OHVs would crush or injure individuals.
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Although, SNYLF are small and sometimes hard to detect, they are highly aquatic animals and it
has been observed that SNYLF will likely remain near shore during the late summer.
Construction would likely occur during May-October, so there would be temporal overlap
between the period that SNYLF migrate to/from different habitats and the construction window.
Therefore, a potential for animals to be struck by equipment and OHVs exists if SNYLF are
present. However, due to the absence of detections within the past 11+ years and the presence of
known predators within the project area, SNYLF presence is not likely and the risk of mortality
through project actions is discountable.
Water drafting may occur during construction of the re-routes or in the proposed restoration area.
As noted by IDF #10, water drafting would only occur in Campbell, Long, and Mud Lakes. These
locations are permanent water sources and hold large amounts of water. There should be minimal
effects in water quantity from drafting from these locations. An aquatic biologist would visit the
location prior to implementation to determine if SNYLF are present (IDF #16) and discontinue
the use of any drafting sites if SNYLF are found. Other mitigation measures include following
BMPs (BMP 2.5; USDA FS PSR 2011) and the use of appropriate screening devices and low
velocity pumps (IDF #10). Additionally, surveys from these areas have determined that predatory
species occur within all three locations, reducing the probability of SNYLF being present.
However, if the species is present, there would be a low risk of mortality/injury of individuals and
a low risk that there would be direct alterations to PSH from this action.
The potential for direct effects from equipment and water drafting should be insignificant based
on the integrated design features and BMPs. Furthermore, the potential of impacts are reduced by
the likelihood that SNYLF are not present given the lack of detections on the Forest since 2005
and the occurrence of predatory species. Therefore, actions proposed within the High Lakes
Project have a low risk of directly effecting SNYLF and/or their PSH.
There is low potential for direct effects to the black juga from the modified proposed actions
because only a few actions are proposed within perennial stream channels. It is possible that
equipment or an OHV within the channel may crush or injure individuals (if present) at various
life stages. However, the potential adverse effects from equipment and OHVs should be
insignificant based on the minimal area of potential impact as well as the short duration for
implementation.

Indirect Effects
The three risks associated with project activities which may indirectly affect SNYLF or their PSH
include: 1) increased sedimentation as a result of ground disturbance, 2) changes to hydrology,
and 3) chemical contamination. Activities proposed under alternative 1 would have a low to
moderate risk to SNYLF from sedimentation, changes to hydrology, and potential chemical
contamination. The indirect effects from the modified proposed actions in the High Lakes Project
which may affect black juga or its habitat, is sedimentation through the various ground disturbing
activities.
Effects to Sediment
There would be a low to moderate risk of increased sedimentation to SNYLF PSH and black juga
habitat within the High Lakes Project area. The adverse effects of sedimentation would be shortterm, with long-term beneficial effects of reducing the chronic sources of sediment.
Implementation of integrated design features coupled with BMPs would aid in preventing
sedimentation from reaching levels that would significantly harm SNYLF or lead to a significant
decline in PSH. This is also true for black juga and their associated habitat. Effects from the
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modified proposed action would likely not affect the PSH outside of the project area within the 5
subwatersheds analyzed.
Effects to Hydrology
There would be a low risk that the modified proposed actions would alter the hydrology that
could indirectly effect PSH within the High Lakes Project area. Implementation of integrated
design features coupled with BMPs would aid in preventing major changes to hydrology during
water drafting, installing and adding the culvert to the landscape. The effects of the modified
proposed action would be negligible and would likely not harm SNYLF or lead to a significant
decline in PSH.
Effects from Chemical Contamination
There would be a low risk of chemical contamination within the PSH located in High Lakes
Project area. Implementation of integrated design features would aid in preventing chemicals
from significantly harming SNYLF or leading to a significant decline in PSH for these species.
The effects from the modified proposed actions would not affect the PSH outside of the project
area within the 5 watersheds analyzed.
Effects to Sierra Nevada Yellow-legged Frog Designated Critical Habitat
The primary constituent elements of the DCH for SNYLF are: 1) aquatic habitat for breeding and
rearing; 2) aquatic non-breeding habitat; and, 3) upland areas that provide for feeding or
movement up to 25 meters from the bank. The habitat considered as potential suitable habitat for
the direct/indirect analysis would also be categorized as DCH and the same area was used in
evaluation of the effects to critical habitat. The rule designating critical habitat (81 FR 20352;
August 26, 2016) listed actions that could affect the habitat. These actions include:
1. Actions that significantly alter water chemistry or temperature. The project would
improve water chemistry conditions. By making these improvements we would reduce
the potential for adverse effects to the water chemistry by reducing sources of chronic
sediment. There would be short-term effects because of watershed and floodplain
disturbances in constructing the re-routes, decommissioning old trail segments,
constructing a forded crossing, and adding user-created trails to the trail system, but there
would be a long-term beneficial effect. During implementation there is a low to moderate
risk that chemicals would spill within these habitats. There are no actions that would
affect water temperature.
2. Actions that would significantly increase sediment deposition within the stream channel,
lake, or other aquatic feature, or disturb riparian foraging and dispersal habitat. This
project is designed to decrease sediment deposition into stream channels, lakes, and
meadows by re-routing trails out of areas of concern and constructing trails with
improved drainage features. By making these improvements we are lessening the
potential for adverse effects of sediment by reducing sources of chronic sediment. There
would be short-term effects because of watershed and floodplain disturbances in
constructing the re-routes, decommissioning old trail segments, constructing a forded
crossing, and adding user-created trails to the trail system, but there would be a long-term
beneficial effect.
3. Actions that would significantly alter channel or lake morphology, geometry, or water
availability. Trail reconstruction and construction of the re-routes would incorporate
drainage structures, therefore, providing proper drainage routes for water to be carried
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down and off the trail. The construction of a forded crossing at the stream crossing along
re-route 605, would slightly modify the channel but is an improvement over having users
drive directly in the channel.
4. Actions that would significantly reduce or limit the availability of breeding or
overwintering aquatic habitat for the SNYLF. Breeding and overwintering habitat would
not be reduced or limited by the modified proposed action.

Cumulative Effects
There were no direct and indirect effects in the Philbrook Reservoir and Murphy Creek
subwatersheds to SNYLF or black juga, therefore, there are no cumulative effects within those
two watersheds. The cumulative effects boundary for the High Lakes Project encompasses the
Rock Creek, Chambers Creek, and Upper Chips Creek Subwatershed.
The direct and indirect effects of Alternative 1, when combined with cumulative effects of other
activities in the Rocks Creek, Chambers Creek, and Upper Chips Creek Subwatersheds could
potentially effect SNYLF, black juga, their associated habitat. The primary concern would be the
indirect effects of sedimentation. The amount of the non-Federal lands within these watersheds is
approximately 469 acres. Assumptions can be based on information from previous activities and
it could be predicted that these activities could include timber harvest and recreation. The
remaining 16,924 acres of these watersheds are on National Forest System lands. The primary
activities within these watersheds include recreation, fuels treatments, hazard tree removal, and
grazing.
A cumulative watershed effects (CWE) analysis was completed for the past, present and
reasonably foreseeable activities within the project area (USDA FS LNF 2016, High Lakes
Hydrology Report). The CWE model used in this analysis was the equivalent roaded acre (ERA),
which compares the current level of watershed disturbance to the potential disturbance using a
Threshold of Concern (TOC). Based on the CWE results, project activities would have a
negligible to low risk of sedimentation within the three subwatersheds, as the ERA percent TOC
does not change between no action and alternative 1. Therefore, the project actions when
combined with the cumulative actions, would have a negligible risk on the black juga and SNYLF
and their associated habitats. Additionally, implementation of BMPs and IDFs would reduce the
risk of sediment being transported to PSH in the project area or PSH within the 3 subwatersheds
analyzed. Based on this information, there would be an insignificant risk of cumulative effects on
sediment affecting black juga and its habitat, and SNYLF or PSH.

Determinations for Federally-listed Species
The determination for Alternative 1 proposed in the High Lakes Project is may affect, not likely
to adversely affect Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog. The reasoning for this determination is
that extensive surveys over the past 25+ years have determined presence at only one lake,
approximately one mile from the project area. The last detection at Oliver Lake occurred in 2005,
and subsequent surveys have not determined presence on the Lassen National Forest. Mitigation
measures would reduce or eliminate direct and indirect effects to SNYLF, if undetected
individuals exist within the project area. Furthermore, while there is a small risk of short-term
increase in sedimentation, long-term benefits (reduced sedimentation and restored hydrologic
function) are expected. While there is some risk that potential suitable habitat would be altered,
the determination was made that the High Lakes Project may affect, but is not likely to adversely
affect Sierra Nevada yellow-legged frog Designated Critical Habitat based on the 0.38 acres
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that would be effected for short duration. These effects should be reduced over time, resulting in a
long-term benefit.

Alternative 2 - No Action
Direct Effects
Under Alternative 2, no project actions would occur. The only direct effects that would be
expected from Alternative 2 is a continued potential for vehicles to strike SNYLF and black juga
in the areas where the user created trails would not be blocked. There would be a low to moderate
risk of direct effects to the black juga, SNYLF, and habitat under Alternative 2.

Indirect Effects
Because no actions would occur under Alternative 2, there is a potential for indirect effects to
black juga, SNYLF and PSH as the motorized trails, staging area, play area and user-created
routes would continue to produce sediment and alter hydrology. If sediment continues to be
produced, this would degrade and potentially reduce the amount of SNYLF PSH and black juga
habitat within project area and subwatersheds. The altered hydrology could also adversely affect
the quality of the PSH. There would be a moderate risk that SNYLF and PSH would be affected
from the continued management with no actions addressing the chronic sediment sources and the
altered hydrology.

Cumulative Effects
There are no cumulative effects expected because there are no actions proposed that would
overlap in space and time with any other actions occurring within the spatial and temporal
bounding of this analysis.

Terrestrial Wildlife
No threatened, endangered, proposed or candidate species or critical habitat were identified for
the proposed High Lakes Project; therefore, only Forest Service Sensitive species were analyzed.
Of the wildlife species on the Regional Forester’s Sensitive Species list for the Lassen National
Forest, Almanor Ranger District only those with suitable habitat that occur within the range of the
project area were analyzed in detail.

Alternative 1 – Modified Proposed Action
Direct and Indirect Effects of the Modified Proposed Action
California Spotted Owl/Northern Goshawk
Areas that would be directly or indirectly affected by the proposed activities do not currently
contain the habitat elements of California spotted owl (CSO) or northern goshawk (NGO)
nesting/reproductive habitat, but could offer some minor level of foraging habitat. The analysis
area is high elevation, predominantly red fir forest type. The trail re-routes, restoration areas, and
staging area are all between 6,000 ft. to 6,400 ft. in elevation. These areas are likely too high in
elevation with more of a red fir component as to be considered suitable CSO or NGO nesting
habitat. The higher elevation, red fir dominated forests are not typically used by CSO or NGO for
nesting, likely because of the higher risk of heavy snows in early spring and the subsequent
deleterious effect on nesting efforts (North et al. 2000, Franklin et al 2000). So while there are
records indicating that goshawks and CSO may occasionally nest in a red fir they are likely using
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red fir pockets that may occur within a mixed conifer stand in the transition zone between forest
types rather than a predominantly red fir stand.
Therefore, it is unlikely that either species utilizes the analysis area in any meaningful way due to
its forest type and high elevation. However, on the off chance that they were to occur, effects
from the project would be disturbance oriented from noise during implementation and/or smoke
from pile burning in the fall, and would not impact the availability or abundance of suitable
nesting or foraging habitat or prey availability for CSO or NGO.
Meaningful effects to CSO or NGO from the proposed project are not expected for the following
reasons: 1) no reproductive habitat would be impacted by the treatments, 2) the very small scale
of the project (less than 10 acres) and its associated footprint relative to the abundance of suitable
habitat for both species available in the project area, analysis area, Almanor RD, and the Lassen
NF, 3) there are no known CSO or NGO PACs or observations within the analysis area; the
nearest CSO PAC is approximately two miles (straight line ) from the westernmost edge of the
project area boundary and nearest NGO nest and associated PAC (46-2 Coon Hollow) is
approximately 3.0 miles west of the staging area and approximately 6.0 miles west of the areas
with proposed trail re-routes, and 4) the high elevation combined with the predominantly red fir
forest type of the vast majority of the analysis area, substantially reduces the likelihood that either
a CSO or NGO utilize this area for reproduction.
Pacific Fisher/American Marten
No meaningful impacts to suitable marten or fisher habitat are expected from the modified
proposed actions, as less than a total of 10 acres of suitable marten or fisher habitat occurs within
the treatment areas. The areas that will be directly affected by treatment are primarily narrow,
linear openings approximately 10 to12 feet wide that wind through openings underneath the
forest canopy as well as areas of dense canopy. Large trees (greater than 30” DBH) are not
targeted for removal. Each trail re-route segment and the staging area will potentially have hazard
trees that require felling, though not all sections of each trail reroute would be affected. The exact
number of trees that would need to be felled along the trail reroutes would be determined based
on the assessment of danger trees at the time of implementation and is unknown at this time.
The potential for direct effects to fisher or marten from the proposed activities would primarily be
in the form of disturbance, either from noise and general disruption during implementation, or
from the felling of danger trees along the proposed re-routes and staging area.
Willow Flycatcher
While surveys for willow flycatchers have not had positive detections in the project area, this
does not rule out the potential for future population expansion into the area since the Lassen NF
does contain other willow flycatcher breeding territories that could be source populations if
suitable conditions exist. The presence of suitable habitat throughout the High Lakes area may
provide for future opportunities for occupancy.
Because no willow flycatchers were detected during protocol surveys of the analysis area (and
project area), the likelihood that the proposed activities would have direct effects on individual
willow flycatchers is substantially reduced.
Areas proposed for decommissioning and restoration are in closest proximity to potentially
suitable habitat and may have a slight chance of disturbance on a short term basis to any
undetected willow flycatchers if present. However, these areas are currently in a degraded
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condition, thus the need to re-route the trail and restore the area. It is, therefore, much less likely
that a willow flycatcher nest would be located in these sites, given the current condition of the
habitat in these particular areas plus the higher level of OHV use that these trails receive would
discourage nesting. If the species was to occur in the High Lakes area, there is a much higher
likelihood that they would select other nearby areas of riparian vegetation that are much less
degraded and disturbed. The timing of activities, during the dry season after snow has melted and
roads have dried, also contributes to a reduction in the potential for disturbance as this would be
outside the majority of the sensitive reproductive season.
The proposed trail reroutes and staging area are not located within suitable habitat and will
therefore have no direct or indirect negative effects to willow flycatchers or their habitat.
Other proposed activities, i.e. hazard tree removal, piling and burning, would not have the
potential to negatively affect willow flycatchers or their habitats as these activities do not occur in
or near suitable habitat.
As described above, restoration projects that improve the hydrology of riparian areas, such as the
modified proposed action, are recommended within the Conservation Assessment for the
promotion of willow flycatchers and their habitat. By implementing trail reroutes, route closures
and barriers to riparian areas, and redirecting recreational activities away from sensitive habitats,
the proposed activities would restore habitats that are limited on the landscape and of high value
to numerous species, including willow flycatchers.
Bald Eagle
Direct effects to bald eagles from the proposed activities are unlikely because the timing of
implementation, after the snow has melted and the roads have dried, avoids disturbances during
the vast majority of the more sensitive periods of the reproductive season (January through July).
Also, negative effects are reduced because adult and fully fledged bald eagles are highly mobile,
so that when foraging or dispersing across the landscape during the non-reproductive season they
can easily avoid activities that create disturbance.
Effects to potential bald eagle nesting habitat could occur if potential nest trees or pilot trees are
identified as hazard trees and are felled. However, there are no known nests in any of the
treatment areas. The treatment areas have had a high level of field review from various project
specialists during project planning, including biologists. Bald eagle nests are generally
conspicuous; if an eagle nest had been present in these areas it most likely would have been
detected and its location recorded. In addition, the vast majority of bald eagle nests in this region
are built in large green trees, often the largest in the stand, and not snags. Large green trees are
not targeted for removal. If a nest is identified in a tree within a proposed trail reroute or other
treatment area, it will not be felled unless it poses an imminent threat to human safety. It is
therefore highly unlikely that a tree with a nest would be felled for this project.
Snags are desirable structures for eagles to use as perches/pilot trees, especially if located in close
proximity to a lake, but are also often identified as hazards. If snags or trees pose a threat to the
trail reroutes, or other areas of concentrated human use, they will be felled, resulting in a loss of a
potentially valuable bald eagle structure. Though effects to bald eagles from removing potential
pilot trees in the trail reroute areas would be negligible due to the small amount of area and
trees/snags affected relative to the overall availability of snags and large trees across the project
and analysis area.
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While there is a small chance of indirect effects to bald eagle habitat if snags or green trees that
could be used by eagles need to be felled during project implementation, effects to bald eagles
would be negligible. Direct effects are also unlikely due to a lack of nests in the treatment areas
and the timing of the project outside most of the sensitive reproductive season. In addition, adult
bald eagles are highly mobile and capable of moving away from a disturbance occurring outside
of the reproductive season or away from a nest. No meaningful or population level effects to bald
eagles from the proposed project activities are expected.

Cumulative Effects
There are no cumulative effects expected because there are no actions proposed that would
overlap in space and time with any other actions occurring within the spatial and temporal
bounding of this analysis.

Alternative 2 – No Action
Direct and Indirect Effects of the Modified Proposed Action
California Spotted Owl/Northern Goshawk
Under Alternative 2, no project actions would occur and therefore no direct effects to either CSO
or NGO. There are also no indirect effects to CSO or NGO habitat expected from a lack of
proposed activities since proposed treatments do not influence the condition, abundance or
availability of CSO or NGO habitat or prey.
Pacific Fisher/American Martin
Under Alternative 2 (No Action), no project actions would occur and therefore no direct effects to
either fisher or marten would occur. There are also no indirect effects to fisher or marten habitat
expected from a lack of proposed activities since proposed treatments do not influence the
condition, abundance or availability of marten or fisher habitat or prey.
Willow Flycatcher
Under Alternative 2, no project actions would occur and therefore no direct effects to willow
flycatchers would occur. Indirect effects from a lack of restoration treatment to highly eroded
trails and other OHV use areas would lead to even further degradation of these areas.
Portions of the project area have high potential for willow flycatcher habitat improvement and for
the possibility of future occupancy of these areas by this species. Without riparian and meadow
habitat improvements, the currently degraded condition of these high potential sites would
worsen. Current conditions would be perpetuated through the unrestricted use and degradation of
sensitive riparian, aquatic and meadow habitats.
Bald Eagles
Under the No Action alternative no actions would occur and so no trees or snags would be
removed as hazards. Under the No Action alternative, there is no risk of negative direct or indirect
effects to bald eagles.

Cumulative Effects
There are no cumulative effects expected because there are no actions proposed that would
overlap in space and time with any other actions occurring within the spatial and temporal
bounding of this analysis.
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Determinations
Because the project area is either outside the species’ geographic or elevational range, lacks
suitable habitat or lacks essential habitat components in the project area, the determination is that
the action alternative would have No Effect on the following Forest Service Sensitive species:
California wolverine, Sierra Nevada red fox, great gray owl, greater sandhill crane, yellow rail,
Shasta hesperian snail, pallid bat, fringed myotis, Townsend’s big-eared bat, northwestern pond
turtle and western bumble bee.
As discussed in the Direct/Indirect Effects section for each of the species listed below, the
Proposed Action would have no meaningful negative or population level effects to the FS
Sensitive species analyzed above or their habitats. Negligible effects from potential short term
disturbance or beneficial effects from habitat restoration are possible. Therefore, the
determination is that Alternative 1 may affect individuals of the following Forest Service
Sensitive species, but is not likely to result in a trend towards federal listing or a loss of
viability:
California spotted owl, northern goshawk, American marten, Pacific fisher, willow flycatcher,
and bald eagle.
Alternative 2 ( Action) would have No Effect to any of the following FS Sensitive species:
California wolverine, Sierra Nevada red fox, great gray owl, greater sandhill crane, yellow rail,
Shasta hesperian snail, pallid bat, fringed myotis, Townsend’s big-eared bat, northwestern pond
turtle, western bumble bee, California spotted owl, northern goshawk, American marten, Pacific
fisher, willow flycatcher, and bald eagle.

Management Indicator Species
Management Indicator Species (MIS) for the LNF are identified in the 2007 Sierra Nevada Forest
Management Indicator Species (SNF MIS) Amendment (USDA Forest Service 2007). The
habitats and ecosystem components and associated MIS analyzed for this project were selected
from this list of MIS. The following MIS and their associated habitats were analyzed for the
project: aquatic macroinvertebrates, greater sage-grouse (Centrocercus urophasianus), Fox
sparrow (Passerella iliaca), mule deer (Odocoileus hemionus), yellow warbler (Dendroica
petechial), Mountain quail (Oreortyx pictus), California spotted owl (Stirx occidentalis
occidentalis), American marten (Martes Americana), northern flying squirrel (Glaucomys
sabrinus), hairy woodpecker (Picoides villosus), and Pacific tree frog (Pseudacris regilla).
Detailed analysis was conducted for species that were determined to potentially be affected either
directly or indirectly by the modified proposed action. The MIS selected for project-level MIS
analysis for the High Lakes Project are: aquatic macroinvertebrates, yellow warbler (Dendroica
petechial), Mountain quail (Oreortyx pictus), and hairy woodpecker (Picoides villosus).

Alternative 1 – Modified Proposed Action
Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative Effects of the Modified Proposed Action
Aquatic Macroinvertebrates (Lacustrine/Riverine Habitat)
Aquatic or Benthic Macroinvertebrates (BMI) were selected as the MIS for riverine and
lacustrine habitat in the Sierra Nevada. BMI have been demonstrated to be very useful as
indicators of water quality and aquatic habitat condition (Resh and Price 1984; Karr et al. 1986;
Hughes and Larsen 1987; Resh and Rosenberg 1989). They are sensitive to changes in water
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chemistry, temperature, and physical habitat; aquatic factors of particular importance are: flow,
sedimentation, and water surface shade.
The modified proposed action for trail improvements would not directly affect streamflow. Water
drafting needed to implement the modified proposed action would be permitted at Long,
Campbell, and Mud Lakes. Water drafting could result in minimal effects to water quantity at
these locations. There would likely be no effects to water surface shade.
There is a moderate risk of indirect effects from increased sediment. Any adverse effects from the
modified proposed action on sedimentation would likely be short-term in nature, and have a
beneficial effect over the long-term. There would be no reduction in the amount of habitat
available and a very low risk of reducing the quality of habitat available in the 0.42 miles of lotic
or 21.94 acres of lentic habitat.
There would be a low risk of adverse cumulative effects on the habitat factors analyzed. This is
because there are no additional projects directly in the area that would add to the effects of water
surface shade and stream flow. There is a motorized trail maintenance project that is proposed to
improve the trails in the vicinity and this could lead to a reduction in sediment transported to the
lakes and streams included in this analysis.
Yellow Warbler (Riparian Habitat)
The yellow warbler was selected as the MIS for riparian habitat in the Sierra Nevada. This
species is usually found in riparian deciduous habitats in summer (cottonwoods, willows, alders,
and other small trees and shrubs typical of low, open-canopy riparian woodland). Yellow warbler
is dependent on both meadow and non-meadow riparian habitat in the Sierra Nevada.
One objective of the project is to improve meadows and reduce erosion and sedimentation;
therefore, the project would have beneficial effects to yellow warbler habitat where this habitat
type is being negatively influenced by the current trail system. The beneficial effects to yellow
warbler habitat are expected to occur over time as hydrologic function returns to the damaged
areas and riparian and meadow systems recover. The proposed staging area would have no effect
on the yellow warbler habitat, as none occurs in the vicinity of this part of the project.
The proposed treatments are intended to improve conditions for riparian vegetation and recover
habitat from past damage where ongoing degradation is occurring. With the intent and mitigation
measures of the modified proposed action alternative it is expected that the High Lakes project
would contribute to a positive cumulative effect to riparian habitat in the project area. Impacts
from the modified proposed action are expected to be ultimately beneficial to the hydrologic
function within the riparian habitat. It is expected that the benefits derived from the restoration of
riparian and meadow habitats currently being degraded from off road vehicle use and recreational
activities will help to offset impacts from other activities occurring in the area. The alternative
would not change the yellow warbler population trends at the bioregional level.
Mountain Quail (Mid-Seral Coniferous Forest Habitat)
The mountain quail was selected as the MIS for mid-seral coniferous forest (ponderosa pine,
Sierran mixed-conifer, white fir, red fir, and eastside pine) habitat in the Sierra Nevada. The
mountain quail is found particularly on steep slopes, in open, brush stands of conifer and
deciduous forest and woodland, and chaparral. It may gather at water sources in the summer, and
broods are seldom found more than 0.5 miles from water. Project-level effects analysis centers on
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acres of early seral and mid-seral coniferous forest habitat, changes in CWHR tree size class, tree
canopy closure, and changes in understory shrub canopy closure.
There are less than 5 acres of change within the Mid Seral coniferous forest habitat type resulting
from the modified proposed action. This level of change is extremely small, relative to the
amount of available habitat in the project area and the Almanor district. Changes to this small
amount of habitat is negligible and would have no impact on the overall availability of mountain
quail habitat. Because the project area is already currently used for off road recreation, and new
or increased use is not anticipated as a result of the modified proposed action, no additional
indirect effects from OHV trail use are expected.
Because of the negligible amount of habitat affected by the modified proposed action, and the
subsequent lack of meaningful direct or indirect effects to MIS habitat, there are no cumulative
effects from the actions either. Changes to this small amount of habitat is inconsequential and
would have no impact on the overall availability of mountain quail habitat in the analysis area or
the Forest.
Hairy woodpecker (Snags in Green Forest Ecosystem Component)
The hairy woodpecker was selected as the MIS for the ecosystem component of snags in green
forests. Medium (diameter breast height between 15 to 30 inches) and large (diameter breast
height greater than 30 inches) snags are most important. The hairy woodpecker uses stands of
large, mature trees and snags of sparse to intermediate density; cover is also provided by tree
cavities (CDFG 2005). Mature timber and dead snags or trees of moderate to large size are
apparently more important than tree species (Siegel and DeSante 1999).
Some snags may need to be felled for public safety but the large snags would remain on the
landscape as large downed wood. Due to the small scale of the project, it is likely that relatively
few snags would need to be cut. The area surrounding the modified proposed action has had no
timber management and subsequently has had no harvest and no snag removal. Therefore,
abundant snags of all size and decay classes occur across the area. In addition, portions of the
Storrie and Chips fires are adjacent to the project area, which have provided additional large
pulses of snags and downed wood. While the project may remove a small number of snags for
public and worker safety, there will be no change to the availability or abundance of this MIS
habitat type as a result of the project.
No changes to the availability or abundance of this MIS habitat type are expected; therefore, no
cumulative effects are expected from the modified proposed action. Other actions that occur in
the project area include off road vehicle use, recreational activities and a limited amount of
livestock grazing. None of these actions influence the availability of snags in green forest within
this bounding or across the Almanor district. There are no actions that would overlap in space and
time that would result in additive effects to this habitat type. There is no private land within the
analysis area. Removing medium sized snags within less than 10 acres of coniferous forest habitat
where over 2 million acres of this habitat exists, would have no effect to the population or alter
the existing trend in the ecosystem component at the project or bioregional scale.
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Alternative 2 – No Action
Direct, Indirect, and Cumulative Effects of No Action Alternative
Aquatic Macroinvertebrates (Lacustrine/Riverine Habitat)
Although there are no actions proposed under Alternative 2, there is a potential for adverse effects
on stream flow because three stream crossings would remain continue to degrade.
Although no actions would occur under Alternative 2, there is a future maintenance project which
would likely include some maintenance on parts of those trail segments planned for
decommissioning within the modified proposed action, resulting in some improvement in
sedimentation. These improvements would help to repair some damage within the RCAs and
potentially lessen the effects to stream flow and sedimentation. There is a potential for adverse
effects of sedimentation because the chronic sediment sources would continue to transport
sediment to the 0.42 miles of stream and the 21.94 acres of lake. Water surface shade would not
be effected.
Yellow Warbler (Riparian Habitat)
The no action alternative would result in a continuation of the trending damage to riparian habitat
resulting in a reduced potential of habitat recovery. The treatment, or lack thereof, of this small
amount of habitat is inconsequential and would have no impact on the overall availability of
yellow warbler habitat in the project area or the Forest.
Mountain Quail (Mid-Seral Coniferous Forest Habitat)
No meaningful effects to Mid Seral habitat are expected from a lack of treatment within this
habitat type due to the negligible amount of this habitat within the treated areas. The treatment, or
lack thereof, of this small amount of habitat is inconsequential and would have no impact on the
overall availability of mountain quail habitat in the project area or the Forest
Snags in Green Forest Ecosystem Component (Hairy woodpecker)
No meaningful effects to snags in green forest habitat are expected from a lack of treatment
within this habitat type, due to the negligible amount of this habitat within the treated areas.
The treatment, or lack thereof, of this small amount of habitat is inconsequential and would have
no impact on the overall availability of hairy woodpecker habitat in the project area or the Forest.

Soils
Soils in the High Lakes Project treatment areas formed from basalt, metasedimentary and
metavolcanic rock parent materials or their alluvium. There are serpentine formations in the
vicinity, one in particular is upslope of the 613 trail, which is proposed for construction of a new
segment, causeway construction, and decommissioning of an old segment. This serpentine
formation is known to include deposits of asbestos (Figure 11, High Lakes Project Central Area
Map) It is possible that asbestos fibers are present where activities are planned for the 613 trail.
Maps have identified known serpentine formations so that appropriate mitigative actions should
be employed to protect workers during implementation.
The soils have loamy textures with varying percentages of rock fragments, mostly cobble or
gravel size. The predominant soils are the Sheld family, Sattley series, Lithic Xerumbrepts, and
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Aquolls. All of these soils are typical for this area and do not present any unusual problems for
management. With the exception of Aquolls, all are well-drained and deep to moderately-deep
upland soils. Aquolls are soils found in low-gradient, low-lying areas such as meadows and
riparian areas, having silt loam textures and a seasonal water table from 1 to 6 feet. These soils
are found where decommissioning and causeways are planned, and also a portion of the staging
area. Late summer is the preferred season for ground-disturbing activities on the Aquolls, when
soils are dry.

Alternative 1 – Modified Proposed Action
Direct and Indirect Effects of the Modified Proposed Action
The following actions are proposed for Alternative 1. Each treatment is analyzed for its direct and
indirect effects on soil productivity.
Trail Reroutes
This action would construct approximately 2,493 feet of new trail segments to replace the old trail
segments that are causing resource damage. Construction of new trail segments would remove
approximately 0.6 acre of land from vegetative production assuming a 10 foot trail prism. This
reduction in productive land would be offset by the decommissioning of the old trail segments
which would return to vegetative productivity in the long term.
Staging Area
Proposed activities for the staging area would improve parking at the north entrance to the High
Lakes area. Approximately 0.8 acre of area currently used for parking would be properly drained
and a gravel surface added. Because this area is already used for parking no net loss in soil
productivity would result. Parking lot improvements would reduce offsite sediment movement.
Adjacent to the parking area, approximately 2.5 acres with soil degraded by vehicle traffic would
be restored and blocked from further traffic. Ground cover and treatments to soil would reduce
erosion and assist in hastening the recovery of soil productivity.
Decommissioning
This action would decommission approximately 2,781 feet of trail segments that go through wet
meadows and other riparian areas. Decommissioning of trails would return approximately 0.6
acres of land to vegetative productivity.
Restoration of Play Areas
Two areas of concentrated use off-trail would be blocked and restored. The restoration of these
denuded, compacted play areas would return approximately 1.6 acres to vegetative productivity.
Improvement of Dispersed Camping Areas
Campsites in the vicinities of Long and Campbell Lakes would be brought up to the standards of
USFS best management practices (BMPs) for improvement of water quality. While these areas
would remain primarily used for camping, there would be an increase in vegetative soil cover and
a subsequent, though small, improvement in soil productivity.
Causeways
The causeways are trail improvements installed on the existing trail near Campbell and Long
Lakes. They consist of rock and geotextile materials. Because these structures would occupy the
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existing trail, no change in productive soil acres is expected. Improved conditions for meadow
vegetation is expected due to enhanced hydrologic function.
Net Results
The activities planned in the Project modified proposed action include restoration of detrimentally
disturbed soil and new detrimental disturbance in the form of new trail routes. The net result
would be a reduction in detrimentally disturbed area of 4.1 acres.

Cumulative effects of the Modified Proposed Action
Past actions are reflected in the current condition of the soil resource as assessed under Affected
Environment of the Soils Report. The ongoing and reasonably foreseeable actions relevant to the
soils resource are those treatments proposed in the modified proposed action and analyzed under
Direct Effects and Indirect Effects. OHV use will continue, but the effects from dispersed
recreation, primarily OHV use, would be reduced as a result of the modified proposed action.
Grazing in the area will continue but with the small number of cows over a wide area effects to
soils are very minimal within the footprint of this project. Trail maintenance is planned for the
High Lakes area in general, but outside of the footprint of the High Lakes Project analyzed here.
There are no other separate future actions planned or foreseen in the treatment areas proposed in
the High Lakes Project. The cumulative effect of past, ongoing and reasonably foreseeable future
actions is the net reduction in detrimentally disturbed soil described under direct and indirect
effects.

Alternative 2 – No Action
Direct and Indirect Effects of No Action Alternative
No direct adverse effects on soils would be expected with Alternative 2 because no grounddisturbing activities would occur. However, indirect effects would result from continued and
likely worsening detrimental impacts on soil productivity. These effects include continued
chronic erosion on and off of trails, and the widening and therefore worsening effect of OHV
vehicles on soils in unauthorized play areas and the staging area.

Cumulative Effect of No Action Alternative
Under the no action alternative the future maintenance project would likely include some
maintenance on parts of those trail segments planned for decommissioning in Alternative 1,
resulting in some improvement in soil productivity. So while it is likely that some improvement
would be realized in the future with no action, the trails would still be in wet areas and soil
productivity would continue to degrade.

Sensitive Plants
There are no known occurrences of Region 5 Sensitive plant species within the project area.
Therefore, there will be no direct, indirect, or cumulative effects from implementation of the High
Lakes Project to any Region 5 Sensitive plant species from either Alternative.

Cultural Resources
For the purpose of this analysis, any properties that have not been evaluated for NRHP eligibility
are considered to be potentially eligible historic properties and are treated as eligible properties
(i.e., Historic Properties). Cultural properties that have been evaluated and do not qualify for
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listing on the NRHP are considered ineligible resources; such sites generally do not require
further protection or mitigation.

Alternative 1 – Modified Proposed Action
Four historic properties fall within the High Lakes project area. Two of these properties have been
evaluated and determined ineligible for placement on the National Register of Historic Places and
will not be managed for this project. Two historic ditches that have not been evaluated exist
where portions of the 605 and 611 trails would be decommissioned. These trail sites currently
cross the two historic ditches and have previously compromised the integrity of these historic
properties within the trail prisms. Proposed decommissioning activities would be limited to work
within the already disturbed trail prism at these locations and not would not impact the ditch
segments outside the existing trail prism.

Alternative 2 – No Action
The No Action alternative would not cause any direct effects to the historic properties identified
in the High Lakes project area, as no activities are planned. Indirect effects may occur using this
alternative as users are more likely to leave the established trail at locations that are poorly suited
or impassable. These user created trails outside the established road prism seriously increase the
likelihood of damaging effects to historic properties located adjacent.
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Appendix A. Project Area Maps
Figure 8 High Lakes Project Overview Map
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Figure 9 High Lakes Project West Area Map
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Figure 10 High Lakes Project East Area Map
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Figure 11 High Lakes Project Central Area
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Appendix B. Monitoring
Objectives
1. Early detection of actual or potential water-quality problems associated with current
management activities.
2. Documentation and correction of known deficiencies in BMP implementation.
3. Assessment of long-term (3 to 5 years) effectiveness of water-quality protection measures.
1. Hillslope monitoring of current management activities and corrective actions:
a. All projects with potential to adversely affect water quality will have BMP implementation
monitoring using a “checklist” approach. BMP implementation checklists will document whether,
and when, the site-specific BMPs specified in NEPA analyses were implemented. These
checklists will be the primary systematic means for early detection of potential water-quality
problems, and will be completed early enough to allow corrective actions to be taken, if needed,
prior to any significant rainfall or snowmelt throughout the duration of the project. Checklists will
be completed several times during the life of most projects, including prior to ground-disturbing
activities, prior to winter periods, and at the completion of the project. Forest Service watershed
staff will develop the checklists based on BMPs identified in NEPA documents. Forest Service
project staff (fisheries, recreation, engineering, etc.) will complete the checklists and the project
hydrologist will coordinate and review the checklists to ensure that any deficiencies are corrected
effectively.
b. Forests will conduct G-Y-R Trail Condition Monitoring as described in Revised OHV Trail
Monitoring Form (GYR Form) and Training Guide, USDA-Forest Service, Pacific SW Region,
July 30, 2004, to identify trails and watercourse crossings in need of maintenance and to prioritize
maintenance activities.
c. Forests will evaluate all watercourse crossings rated “red” during the G-Y-R Trail Condition
Monitoring in consultation with a qualified watershed specialist.
d. Forests will schedule G-Y-R Trail Condition Monitoring so high-risk and high-maintenance
trails are monitored annually; schedule the monitoring of stable trails less frequently, but not less
than every 3 years.
e. Forests will monitor the effectiveness of the OHV BMPs using the established Pacific
Southwest Region BMP effectiveness monitoring program.
f. During routine inspections of OHV trails and while conducting photo point monitoring, use a
standardized form to document and report newly created unauthorized OHV use, and trail
segments with potential water-quality impacts. Photo points for the modified proposed actions
should be identified before project implementation.
g. Conduct trail patrols to the extent allowed by weather, safety, and trail conditions after major
storms to detect and correct trail drainage problems that could affect water quality.
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Schedule of Proposed Actions (SOPA)
This report contains the best available information at the time of publication. Questions may be directed to the Project Contact.

Report Contents (click to jump to a section):
- Projects Occurring in more than one Region (excluding Nationwide)
- Lassen National Forest, Forestwide (excluding Projects occurring in more than one Forest)
- Lassen National Forest, Almanor Ranger District
- Lassen National Forest, Eagle Lake Ranger District
- Lassen National Forest, Hat Creek Ranger District

Projects Occurring in more than one Region (excluding Nationwide)
Project Name
Sierra Nevada Forest Plan
Amendment (SNFPA)
EIS

Project Purpose
- Land management planning

Planning Status
On Hold

Decision
N/A

Expected
Implementation
N/A

Project Contact
Donald Yasuda
916-640-1168
dyasuda@fs.fed.us

Description: Prepare a narrowly focused analysis to comply with two orders issued by the Eastern District
Court of California on November 4, 2009. Correct the 2004 SNFPA Final SEIS to address range of alternatives
and analytical consistency issues.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/r5/snfpa/2010seis
Location: UNIT - Carson Ranger District, Bridgeport Ranger District, Eldorado National Forest All Units, Inyo
National Forest All Units, Lassen National Forest All Units, Modoc National Forest All Units, Plumas National
Forest All Units, Sequoia National Forest All Units, Sierra National Forest All Units, Stanislaus National Forest
All Units, Tahoe National Forest All Units, Lake Tahoe Basin Mgt Unit. STATE - California, Nevada. COUNTY Douglas, Esmeralda, Mineral, Alpine, Amador, Butte, Calaveras, El Dorado, Fresno, Inyo, Kern, Lassen,
Madera, Mariposa, Modoc, Mono, Nevada, Placer, Plumas, Shasta, Sierra, Siskiyou, Tulare, Tuolumne, Yuba.
LEGAL - Along the Sierra Nevada Range, from the Oregon/California border south to Lake Isabella as well as
lands in western Nevada. Sierra Nevada National Forests
Back To Top
Lassen National Forest, Forestwide (excluding Projects occurring in more than one Forest)
Project Name
Lassen National Forest
Over-Snow Vehicle(OSV)
Use Designation
EIS

Project Purpose
- Road management
- Recreation management

   *UPDATED*

Planning Status
In Progress
DEIS NOA in
Federal Register
01/29/2016
Est. FEIS NOA in
Federal Register
12/2017

Decision
Expected:
04/2018

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Expected
Implementation
04/2018

Project Contact
Chris Obrien
530-252-6698
cjobrien@fs.fed.us

Description: The Forest Service is evaluating its existing management of OSV use on the Lassen National
Forest (LNF). The goal of this proposed project is to designate LNF system roads, trails, and areas where OSV
use will be allowed, restricted or prohibited.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=45832
Location: UNIT - Lassen National Forest All Units. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen. LEGAL - Not
Applicable Forest wide existing miles of groomed OSV trails and open cross country areas of the LNF which
receive adequate snowfall for OSV use to occur.
Rust Resistant Sugar Pine
Pheromone Treatment
CE

- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)

In Progress
Scoping Start
03/28/2017

Expected:
04/2017

05/2017

Greg Mayer
530-336-5521
gmayer@fs.fed.us

Description: Treat ~80 rust resistant sugar pine trees to repel mountain pine beetles using an environmentally
friendly synthetic anti-aggregation pheromone. Dollups of up to 70 g of SPLAT Verb will be manually applied

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110506[6/21/2017 4:02:09 PM]

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) ~6' up each tree bole.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=51437
Location: UNIT - Lassen National Forest All Units. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Lassen, Plumas,
Shasta, Tehama. LEGAL - Not Applicable Dispersed across Hat Creek, Eagle Lake and Almanor Ranger
Districts of the Lassen National Forest
Back To Top
Lassen National Forest, Almanor Ranger District
Project Name
Chips Creek Bridge
CE
   *UPDATED*

Project Purpose
- Recreation management

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Planning Status
In Progress
Scoping Start
08/30/2016

Decision
Expected:
07/2017

Expected
Implementation
08/2017

Project Contact
Janie Ackley
530-258-5165
jackley@fs.fed.us

Description: The project is intended to re-establish a safe, sustainable trail crossing over Chips Creek along
the Pacific Crest National Scenic Trail for hikers and stock users.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=46543
Location: UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - sec. 7, T. 25 N.,
R. 6 E., MDM In the Almanor Ranger District, Lassen National Forest, where the PCT crosses Chips Creek
southeast of the Poison Springs trailhead.

High Lakes Motorized Trail
Re-routes and Staging Area
Improvements
EA
   *UPDATED*

- Watershed management
- Special area management
- Recreation management

In Progress
Comment Period
06/14/2017

Expected:
10/2017

10/2017

Douglas Peters
530-252-6456
dwpeters@fs.fed.us

Description: Re-route and reconstruct motorized trail segments, decommission the eliminated trail segments,
restore or improve dispersed recreation areas within Inventoried Roadless Area; develop a staging area
outside Inventoried Roadless Area.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=48739
Location: UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
High Lakes area east of Philbrook Lake

Jones Meadow Fuels
Reduction
EA

- Fuels management
- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)

   *UPDATED*

Developing
Proposal
Est. Comment
Period
'

Expected:
10/2017

10/2017

Jennifer Erickson
530-258-5141
jlerickson@fs.fed.us

Description: Project proposes to improve defensibility of the Jones Meadow Community by removing surface
fuels & snags to reduce potential fire behavior, reduce hazards to fire fighters, improve stand health & reduce
the threat of wildfire in the project area.
Location: UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte. LEGAL - T25N, R5E, Section
32. Mount Diablo Meridian Jones Meadow is 18 mi NE of the town of Paradise and roughly 3 mi from the edge
of the 2000 Storrie Fire perimeter. The project is located within the Mt Hope Management Area (47).
Little Bear Forest Health
Restoration Project
EA
   *UPDATED*

- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)
- Research

Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
07/2017

Expected:
12/2017

04/2018

Laura Corral
530-258-5156
lcorral@fs.fed.us

Description: Little Bear Restoration is proposed to increase forest health and diversity with variable thinning
and fuels treatments. This project includes research proposals for future management activities and was
**originally part of the Grizzly Project.
Location: UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T27N, R6E,
Sections 27 & 34; T26N, R6E, Sections 2,11,25,26,36. Approximately 6 miles West of Butt Valley Reservoir &
Approximately 5 miles South of Soldier Meadows.

Ridge Project
CE

- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)

In Progress
Scoping Start

Expected:
05/2017

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110506[6/21/2017 4:02:09 PM]

08/2017

Susan Wilcox
530-257-4188, ext. 886

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) - Special area management

10/20/2016

swilcox@fs.fed.us

Description: Begin post-fire restoration in Inventoried Roadless Area to help promote a diversity of habitats
that have been lost. Activities include re-establishment of native conifers with reforestation methods. Fuels
treatments are no longer proposed.
Location: UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T25N,R6E,Sec
32-35; T26N,R6E,Sec 2-6 and 9-11 MDBM East of Saucer Lake on Soda Ridge, in Soda Ridge IRA of
Management Area 45, on Almanor Ranger District
Rocks Restoration
EA
   *UPDATED*

- Forest products
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
- Watershed management
- Fuels management

In Progress
Scoping Start
02/28/2017
Est. Comment
Period
09/2017

Expected:
03/2018

06/2018

Janel McCurdy
559-920-3831
janelmccurdy@fs.fed.us

Description: The Rocks Restoration project proposes fuels reduction, vegetation management, aspen and
meadow habitat improvement, and reforestation of some moderate to high severity burned areas.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=49830
Location: UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Plumas. LEGAL - sec. 25, 26,
35, 36 T26N, R5E; sec.4, 7-10, 17-22, 25, 26, 29-31 T26N, R6E Southwest of Humbug Valley, located in Butt
Creek (MA 37), Jonesville (MA 44), and Soda Ridge (MA45) mgmt. areas.
Scotts John Quarry
EA

- Watershed management
- Road management

   *UPDATED*

In Progress
Scoping Start
05/30/2017
Est. Comment
Period
07/2017

Expected:
09/2017

09/2017

Laura Corral
530-258-5156
lcorral@fs.fed.us

Description: Develop a quarry for localized source of rock gravel for road maintenance and watershed
improvements. An area of ~10 acres would be excavated for extraction, stockpiling and crushing of rock
material. **Originally part of Grizzly Restoration Project.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=51438
Location: UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte. LEGAL - T26N, R5E, Section
17 Approximately 1-1/2 miles East of the town of Jonesville.
Back To Top
Lassen National Forest, Eagle Lake Ranger District
Project Name
Diamond Mountain
Watershed Restoration and
WUI Project
EA
   *UPDATED*

Project Purpose
- Fuels management
- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)
- Road management
- Forest products
- Watershed management

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Planning Status
In Progress
Scoping Start
05/23/2017
Est. Comment
Period
08/2017

Decision
Expected:
12/2017

Expected
Implementation
06/2018

Project Contact
Bobette Jones
530-257-4188
bobettejones@fs.fed.us

Description: Project objectives are fuels reduction, and forest and watershed restoration. Activities include
meadow and hardwood enhancement, variable density thinning, fuel reduction, prescribed burning, watershed
improvements, and transportation system mgt.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=50770
Location: UNIT - Eagle Lake Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen. LEGAL T29N,R11E,Sec31,32; T28N,R11E,Sec1-7,11; T28N,R12E,Sec4-8,9-15; T29N,R12E,Sec34 Eagle Lake
Ranger District; Diamond Management Area
Dyer Mountain
Communication Site
Development

- Special use management

Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start

Expected:
09/2017

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110506[6/21/2017 4:02:09 PM]

09/2017

Nancy Barrera
530-258-5107
nbarrera@fs.fed.us

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) CE

07/2017

   *UPDATED*

Description: Plumas County Sheriff's office propose to construct and develop a communications tower and
prefabricated communications vault for the operation and maintenance of emergency radio communication
equipment, at the current Dyer Mountain Lookout location.
Location: UNIT - Eagle Lake Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen. LEGAL T28N,R08E,Section 36 Eagle Lake Ranger District, Dyer Mountain Communication Site. The exact location on
the .96 acre parcel of the project will be determined once the historic evaluation is completed.

LMUD Master Permit
Issuance
CE
   *UPDATED*

- Special use management

Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
07/2017

Expected:
09/2017

10/2017

Nancy Barrera
530-258-5107
nbarrera@fs.fed.us

Description: Consolidating and reissuing LUMD's three existing use permits, for power lines and facilities,
under a single master permit. There will be no change in scope or intensity of existing authorized activities, and
no ground disturbance will occur.
Location: UNIT - Eagle Lake Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen. LEGAL T32N,R10E,Sec33; T33N,R11E,Sec29; T31N,R10E,Sec10,14,21; T31N,R11E,Sec7,18;
T31N,R10E,Sec14,15,16; T29N,R10E,Sec21,28,29. The permit will cover multiple locations across the Eagle
Lake Ranger District including: Spalding, Eagle Nest, Eagle Lake Campgrounds, Hamilton Mountain,
Westwood to Susanville line.

North Eagle Lake, Champs
Flat, and Lower Pine Creek
Allotments Grazing Mgt.
Project
EA

- Grazing management

Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
06/2017

Expected:
02/2018

05/2018

Kirsten Pasero
530-252-5854
kpasero@fs.fed.us

Description: Grazing allotment management plans.
Location: UNIT - Eagle Lake Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen. LEGAL - T32N and
T33N,R9E and R10E,MDM (West of Eagle Lake, CA; North, East and South of Logan Mtn. area) North half of
the Eagle Lake Ranger District.

Spalding Transfer Station
Reissuance
CE
   *UPDATED*

- Special use management

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
08/2017
Actual:
06/15/2017

09/2017

Nancy Barrera
530-258-5107
nbarrera@fs.fed.us

Description: Replace an existing expired special use authorization for the continued operation and
maintenance of the Spalding Transfer Station, with no change in the authorized facilities, and no increase in
the scope and intensity of activities.
Location: UNIT - Eagle Lake Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen. LEGAL T32N,R11E,Section7 Eagle Lake Ranger District. Eagle Management Unit. Brockman Flat Sub-watershed.
Spalding Transfer Station is located south of the community of Spalding.
Back To Top

Lassen National Forest, Hat Creek Ranger District
Project Name
Bailey Creek Aquatic
Organism Passage (AOP)
Project
CE

Project Purpose
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
- Road management
- Watershed management

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Planning Status
Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
04/2017

Decision
Expected:
05/2017

Expected
Implementation
05/2019

Project Contact
Shawn Wheelock
530-336-3340
swheelock@fs.fed.us

Description: Two existing culverts on the North & South Forks of Bailey Creek will be replaced with bridges to
eliminate barriers to the passage of aquatic organisms and damage to road crossing when rivers are at high
stage.
Location: UNIT - Hat Creek Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Shasta. LEGAL - T31N,R3E,S34
Lassen NF 17 Road to the west of Lassen Volcanic National Park
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Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Citizens Utility Company
Aerial Telephone Line
project
CE

- Special use management

Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
04/2017

Expected:
05/2017

06/2017

Kimberly Ganz
530-336-3383
kganz@fs.fed.us

Description: Authorize Citizens Communications Co. of CA (Frontier) to install an overhead phone cable from
a utility pole on National Forest System Lands to a utility pole on Big Springs Estates. Aerial cable is ~300'long
w/aerial phone line 6' below power line.
Location: UNIT - Hat Creek Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Shasta. LEGAL - T32N, R4E,
Section 12, NE1/4 The existing utility pole is located ~3 mi SW of Old Station, CA. The pole lies E of SR44/89
and W of Hat Creek near Big Springs Estates Subdivision on the Lassen National Forest in Eastern Shasta
Co.
Hat Creek Rim Hang Glider
& Paraglider Project
CE

- Special area management

Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
04/2017

Expected:
05/2017

06/2017

Kimberly Ganz
530-336-3383
kganz@fs.fed.us

Description: Hat Creek Pilots Association (HCPA) requests a special use authorization for an established
recreation special use of the Hat Creek Rim for hang gliding and paragliding launches and associated landing
zones.
Location: UNIT - Hat Creek Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Shasta. LEGAL - T34N, R5E,
Sections 4, 5, 9 & 16 MDM On the Hat Creek Ranger District along the Hat Creek Rim and Murken Bench
area and near the rural communities of Fall River Mills, Burney and Hat Creek.
Plum Restoration Project
EA

- Road management
- Forest products
- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
- Watershed management
- Fuels management

Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
04/2017

Expected:
05/2018

05/2018

Greg Mayer
530-336-5521
gmayer@fs.fed.us

Description: This restoration project will encompass: surface fuels treatment for fire hazard reduction; thinning
for ponderosa pine, silver sage, meadow and aspen enhancements; noxious weed treatments; and road
improvements.
Location: UNIT - Hat Creek Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen, Shasta. LEGAL Townships 32, 33 & 34 North, Ranges 5 & 6 East, various sections, Mount Diablo Baseline & Meridian The
project area is located E. of Hwy 89 at the top of the Hat Creek Rim (approx. 1-1/2 miles E. of the town of Old
Station), N. of Hwy 44 to Forest Road 34N49 and E. to the Butte Creek Rim.
Soldier Mountain Lookout
Permit Issuance
CE
   *UPDATED*

- Special use management

Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
07/2017

Expected:
09/2017

09/2017

Nancy Barrera
530-258-5107
nbarrera@fs.fed.us

Description: Special use permit issuance for the operation of a fire detection lookout and communication
uses.
Location: UNIT - Hat Creek Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Shasta. LEGAL - T37N, R3E, Sec
1 (SE 1/4 - NE 1/4) Soldier Mountain Lookout is approx. 4 miles NE of "the Pines" off Hwy 89 and approx. 6
miles NW of Fall River Mills.
Back To Top

In accordance with Federal civil rights law and U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) civil rights regulations and policies, the USDA, its Agencies, offices,
and employees, and institutions participating in or administering USDA programs are prohibited from discriminating based on race, color, national origin,
religion, sex, gender identity (including gender expression), sexual orientation, disability, age, marital status, family/parental status, income derived from a
public assistance program, political beliefs, or reprisal or retaliation for prior civil rights activity, in any program or activity conducted or funded by USDA (not
all bases apply to all programs). Remedies and complaint filing deadlines vary by program or incident.
Persons with disabilities who require alternative means of communication for program information (e.g., Braille, large print, audiotape, American Sign

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110506[6/21/2017 4:02:09 PM]

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Language, etc.) should contact the responsible Agency or USDA’s TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TTY) or contact USDA through the
Federal Relay Service at (800) 877-8339. Additionally, program information may be made available in languages other than English.
To file a program discrimination complaint, complete the USDA Program Discrimination Complaint Form, AD-3027, found online at
http://www.ascr.usda.gov/complaint_filing_cust.html and at any USDA office or write a letter addressed to USDA and provide in the letter all of the
information requested in the form. To request a copy of the complaint form, call (866) 632-9992. Submit your completed form or letter to USDA by:
(1) mail: U.S. Department of Agriculture Office of the Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights 1400 Independence Avenue, SW Washington, D.C. 20250-9410;
(2) fax: (202) 690-7442; or
(3) email: program.intake@usda.gov.
This report contains the best available information at the time of publication. Questions may be directed to the Project Contact.
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Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) -

Schedule of Proposed Actions (SOPA)
This report contains the best available information at the time of publication. Questions may be directed to the Project Contact.

Report Contents (click to jump to a section):
- Projects Occurring in more than one Region (excluding Nationwide)
- R5 - Pacific Southwest Region, Occurring in more than one Forest (excluding Regionwide)
- Plumas National Forest, Forestwide (excluding Projects occurring in more than one Forest)
- Plumas National Forest, Occurring in more than one District (excluding Forestwide)
- Plumas National Forest, Beckwourth Ranger District
- Plumas National Forest, Feather River Ranger District
- Plumas National Forest, Mt. Hough Ranger District

Projects Occurring in more than one Region (excluding Nationwide)
Project Name
Sierra Nevada Forest Plan
Amendment (SNFPA)
EIS

Project Purpose
- Land management planning

Planning Status
On Hold

Decision
N/A

Expected
Implementation
N/A

Project Contact
Donald Yasuda
916-640-1168
dyasuda@fs.fed.us

Description: Prepare a narrowly focused analysis to comply with two orders issued by the Eastern District
Court of California on November 4, 2009. Correct the 2004 SNFPA Final SEIS to address range of alternatives
and analytical consistency issues.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/r5/snfpa/2010seis
Location: UNIT - Carson Ranger District, Bridgeport Ranger District, Eldorado National Forest All Units, Inyo
National Forest All Units, Lassen National Forest All Units, Modoc National Forest All Units, Plumas National
Forest All Units, Sequoia National Forest All Units, Sierra National Forest All Units, Stanislaus National Forest
All Units, Tahoe National Forest All Units, Lake Tahoe Basin Mgt Unit. STATE - California, Nevada. COUNTY Douglas, Esmeralda, Mineral, Alpine, Amador, Butte, Calaveras, El Dorado, Fresno, Inyo, Kern, Lassen,
Madera, Mariposa, Modoc, Mono, Nevada, Placer, Plumas, Shasta, Sierra, Siskiyou, Tulare, Tuolumne, Yuba.
LEGAL - Along the Sierra Nevada Range, from the Oregon/California border south to Lake Isabella as well as
lands in western Nevada. Sierra Nevada National Forests
Back To Top
R5 - Pacific Southwest Region, Occurring in more than one Forest (excluding Regionwide)
Project Name
Mammoth Base Area Land
Exchange
EIS

Project Purpose
- Land ownership
management

Planning Status
In Progress
NOI in Federal
Register
08/23/2016
Est. DEIS NOA in
Federal Register
05/2017

Decision
Expected:
09/2018

Expected
Implementation
09/2018

Project Contact
Janelle Walker
760-924-5523
janellelwalker@fs.fed.us

Description: Exchange of approximately 30.6 acres of National Forest System land, currently under special
use authorization to Mammoth Mountain Ski Area, located near the Main Lodge north of Highway 203 for
approximately 1317.5 acres of land in California.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=30428
Location: UNIT - Mammoth Ranger District, White Mountain Ranger District, Mt. Hough Ranger District, Mi-Wok
Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Inyo, Mono, Plumas, Tuolumne. LEGAL - Land to be exchanged
is located in T.3S, R. 27E., Sec 30, MDM. Proposal includes the addition of non-federal parcels to the Inyo,
Plumas, and Stanislaus National Forests in California The area near Main Lodge, Mammoth Mountain Ski Area
would be exchanged for up to 12 non Federal parcels in Inyo, Mono, Plumas and Tuolumne Counties.
Back To Top
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Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Plumas National Forest, Forestwide (excluding Projects occurring in more than one
Forest)
Project Name
Plumas National Forest
Over-Snow Vehicle (OSV)
Use Designation
EIS

Project Purpose
- Recreation management

Planning Status
In Progress
NOI in Federal
Register
09/29/2015
Est. DEIS NOA in
Federal Register
02/2017

Decision
Expected:
12/2017

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Expected
Implementation
02/2018

Project Contact
Katherine Carpenter
530-283-7742
kacarpenter@fs.fed.us

Description: Designate over-snow vehicle (OSV) use on National Forest System roads and trails and areas on
National Forest System lands as allowed, restricted, or prohibited. Identify trails for snow grooming for OSV use
would be conducted.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=47124
Location: UNIT - Plumas National Forest All Units. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Lassen, Plumas,
Sierra, Yuba. LEGAL - Not Applicable National Forest System lands administer by the Plumas National Forest
(forest-wide).
Back To Top
Plumas National Forest, Occurring in more than one District (excluding Forestwide)
Project Name
Moonlight Fire Invasive
Plant Treatment Project
EA

Project Purpose
- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)

Planning Status
In Progress
Comment Period
01/11/2017

Decision
Expected:
08/2017

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Expected
Implementation
09/2017

Project Contact
John Slown
406-329-3749
jslown@fs.fed.us

Description: Integrated pest management of up to 500 acres of invasive plant infested areas per year, using
herbicides on up to 250 acres per year.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=46877
Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District, Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY Plumas. LEGAL - T26NR10E; T26NR11E; T26NR12E T27NR10E; T27NR11E:; T27NR12E; T27NR13E
T28NR10E;T28NR11E;T28NR12E; T28NR13E; Many Sections, Mount Diablo Base Meridian The project area
encompasses watersheds affected by the 2007 Moonlight Fire and ranges approximately 15 to 27 air miles
northeast of Quincy, Plumas County, California.
In Progress
Comment Period
06/07/2017

Expected:
08/2017

09/2017

Kyla Sabo
530-836-7157
kylasabo@fs.fed.us

Moonlight Range Allotment
Project
EA

- Grazing management

   *UPDATED*

Description: Mount Hough Range Allotments in and around Lone Rock Creek, Lights Creek, and Antelope
Lake. Four allotments are included: Lone Rock, Lights Creek, Antelope, and Antelope Lake.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=41559
Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District, Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY Plumas. LEGAL - portions of sections in T27N R12E Mt Hough Ranger District
Back To Top

Plumas National Forest, Beckwourth Ranger District
Project Name
Cradle Valley Forest Health
Project
CE

Project Purpose
- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Planning Status
In Progress
Scoping Start
02/01/2016

Decision
Expected:
04/2017

Expected
Implementation
05/2017

Project Contact
Mary Kliejunas
530-836-7159
mkliejunas@fs.fed.us

Description: To reduce the risk of insect or disease infestation and improve wildlife habitat across 2348-acres.
Project activities include conifer removal, road obliteration, streambank stabilization, native planting, removal of
in-stream structures.
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Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=48318
Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen, Plumas. LEGAL - T27N,
R13E, many sections and T28N, R13E, Sections 33 & 34 off of the Janesville Grade to Forest Road 28N01 in
the Cradle Valley area. This project is located on the far northeastern edge of the Beckwourth Ranger District.
Crocker Multi-Purpose Trail
Project
CE
   *UPDATED*

- Recreation management

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
05/2017
Actual:
05/15/2017

06/2017

Gretchen Jehle
530-836-7157
gjehle@fs.fed.us

Description: The Beckwourth Ranger District proposes to provide OHV access to existing National Forest
System motorized trails. The paving of County Road 111 has resulted in a loss of access.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=49709
Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Township 24
North, Range 14 East, Section 16 The project area is near Red Clover Valley, approximately 8 miles north of
Portola in Plumas County, California.

Feather River Inn Water
System
CE

- Special use management

In Progress
Scoping Start
04/01/2015

Expected:
09/2017

10/2017

Robert Hawkins
916-849-8037
rhhawkins@fs.fed.us

Description: Re-Issue a 30 year special use authorization to Schomac, Inc. for the Feather River Inn water
system. The water system includes two diversion structures, a storage tank, waterlines and road and trail
access.
Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Section 3, T. 22
N., R. 12 E., Mt Diablo Meridian The water system is located along Bonta Creek just north of the National Forest
boundary and the Feather River Inn.
Lakes Basin Project
EA
   *UPDATED*

- Recreation management
- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)
- Fuels management
- Forest products

In Progress
Scoping Start
12/16/2015
Est. Comment
Period
08/2017

Expected:
11/2017

12/2017

Kyla Sabo
530-836-7157
kylasabo@fs.fed.us

Description: Improve forest health and reduce hazards around recreation sites. Activities include mechanical
thinning, grapple piling, mastication, hand thinning and underburning.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=40964
Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas, Sierra. LEGAL - Not
Applicable Lakes Basin recreation area
Mills Peak Trail North
CE

- Recreation management
- Road management

In Progress
Scoping Start
06/24/2016

Expected:
04/2017

06/2017

Francisco Castillo
530-836-7123
franciscojcastillo@fs.fed.us

Description: Construct approximately 1.6 miles of trail and adding 0.5 miles of user-created trail to the National
Forest System (NFS) along the Mills Peak Trail (12E45). The goal is to improve safety by providing a trail
separate from NFS road 22N42.
Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - The project area
is located in Township 22 North, Range 12 East, sections 27, 33, and 34, Mount Diablo Meridian of Plumas
County, California. The project area is approximately 1 mile southeast of Graeagle in Plumas, County California.
The proposed trails are adjacent to and north of Mills Peak.
Mills Peak Trail South
CE

- Recreation management

In Progress
Scoping Start
09/27/2016

Expected:
05/2017

06/2017

Francisco Castillo
530-836-7123
franciscojcastillo@fs.fed.us

Description: Construct 0.95 mile of new non-motorized trail and add 2.8 miles of existing user-created trails to
the National Forest Trail System. The new trails would connect the existing Mills Peak Trail to the Round Lake
Trailhead.
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Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Trail system would connect the Mills Peak Trail to the Round Lake Trailhead.
Mohawk Vista Forest
Health Project
CE
   *UPDATED*

- Fuels management
- Watershed management
- Forest products
- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
06/2017
Actual:
06/09/2017

06/2017

Stephen Kraft
530-836-7163
skraft@fs.fed.us

Description: Reduce the extent of insect & disease infestations and hazardous fuels. Proposed vegetation
treatments include: mechanical thin; hand thin & pile; grapple pile; masticate; prescribed burn; decommission
roads; treat invasive plants.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=49768
Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T22N, R12E, in
all or portions of Sections 2,3,11,12 and 14, Mt. Diablo Base Meridian, Plumas County, CA. Located
approximately 0.7-miles northeast of Hwy. 70 via Mohawk Vista Drive.
In Progress
Comment Period
04/08/2015

Expected:
06/2017

06/2017

Michael Friend
530-836-7167
mjfriend@fs.fed.us

Rush Skeleton Weed
Project
EA

- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)

   *UPDATED*

Description: Rush skeleton weed would be sprayed with aminocyclopyrachlor chlorsulfuron (e.g. Perspective)or
aminopyralid triclopyr (e.g. Capstone or Milestone Plus) or a combination of these herbicides with A surfactant
(e.g. methylated seed oil) and dye.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=43804
Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T22N, R11E,
Sec. 1, SE 1/4 of NE 1/4. Eureka Creek at Discovery Mine and adjacent to National Forest System road
23N37, approximately 3 air miles northwest of the Beckwourth Ranger Station. T22N, R11E, Sec. 1, SE 1/4 of
NE 1/4.

Six Waterline SUP Renewal - Special use management
CE

Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
03/2017

Expected:
04/2017

05/2017

Laura Gray
530-836-7157
lgray@fs.fed.us

Description: Re-authorize the ongoing routine maintenance and operation of six (6) individual water systems
used for domestic and/or irrigation purposes. No new improvements or changes in operations are being
proposed.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=49887
Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - PLSS
Description: T23N, R15E, Sec12; T26N, R15E, Sec14; T22N, R12E, Sec34; T23N, R11E, Sec2; T26N, R15E,
Sec10 and; T26N, R13E, Sec8 of Mt Diablo Base Meridian, Plumas County, CA. The small water systems are
located on National Forest System land adjacent to private property at various locations across the Beckwourth
Ranger District.
Two Rivers Soccer Camp
Permit Re-issue
CE

- Special use management

In Progress
Scoping Start
05/01/2015

Expected:
08/2017

09/2017

Debra Fryberger-Eby
530-836-7120
dfrybergereby@fs.fed.us

Description: Re-issue a 20 year permit to Two Rivers Soccer Camp for the following uses: bridge, road,
parking area, portion of a soccer field, water transmission lines, storage tank and spring boxes.
Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Sections 30, 31,
32, T. 22 N., R. 12E., Mt. Diablo Meridian Two Rivers Soccer Camp is located near Blairsden, California.
Back To Top
Plumas National Forest, Feather River Ranger District
Project Name
2017 Slapjack DFPZ

Project Purpose
- Fuels management

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Planning Status
Analysis

Decision
Expected:

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110511[6/21/2017 4:06:23 PM]

Expected
Implementation
04/2017

Project Contact
Jason Vermillion

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Maintenance Units
CE
   *NEW LISTING*

Completed

04/2017
Actual:
04/05/2017

530-532-7434
jvermillion@fs.fed.us

Description: Re-entering 152 previously commercial thinned acres to perform maintenance treatments.
Mastication of shrubs and trees greater than 18 inches tall and up to 6 inched dbh and incidental trees up to 10
inches dbh to remove ladder and surface fuels.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=51616
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Yuba. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Challenge Experimental Forest nearby Challenge, California

2018 OHV Ground
Operations & Maintenance
CE
   *UPDATED*

- Recreation management

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
05/2017
Actual:
04/27/2017

05/2017

Mary Sullivan
530-532-7460
mcsullivan@fs.fed.us

Description: We propose to perform a number of maintenance activities to repair a faulty vault toilet at the
LaPorte warming hut and to perform maintenance to OHV trails on the district.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=51433
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Plumas. LEGAL - Not
Applicable LaPorte, California

21N16 Sly Creek Road
Emergency Repairs
CE
   *NEW LISTING*

- Watershed management
- Road management

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
06/2017
Actual:
06/08/2017

06/2017

Herman Wendell
530-532-7466
hwendell@fs.fed.us

Description: Replace failed water control structures and riprap to restore more natural flows and allow road
damage repairs using rock fill, aggregate road base, and asphalt. Install willow bundles at toe of riprap &
sediment and erosion control near lake shore.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=51843
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Sly Creek Road, west of Sly Creek Reservoir and north of Lost Creek Reservoir.

22N49 Detour Green Tree
Project
CE
   *NEW LISTING*

- Road management
- Forest products

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
06/2017
Actual:
06/06/2017

06/2017

Herman Wendell
530-532-7466
hwendell@fs.fed.us

Description: Due to emergency severe weather events, road damage along the Oro-Quincy Highway at
Mountain House, has rendered the road unpassable. 22N49 will need to be used as a detour to protect public
safety and provide access. Cutting green and hazard trees.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=51842
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Detour north and around Mountain House, California on the 22N49 Road.

Brush Creek Roadside
Salvage
CE
   *UPDATED*

- Forest products
- Fuels management

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
04/2017
Actual:
04/27/2017

04/2017

Eric Murphy
530-532-8922
ejmurphy@fs.fed.us

Description: We propose to remove, using conventional tractor logging methods, dead, dying, and structurally
damaged trees that present an imminent safety hazard and risk to forest visitors, employees, and facilities as a
result of drought induced tree mortality.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=50579
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte. LEGAL - Mount Diablo
Meridian, T. 21N., R. 6E., sections 4, 18, and 19; T. 22N., R. 6E., sections 16, 28, 29, and 33. Nearby the
community of Brush Creek, within the Brush Creek DFPZ and along portions of 4-Mile Ridge Road.

Bullards Bar Fire

- Vegetation management

In Progress

Expected:

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110511[6/21/2017 4:06:23 PM]

10/2017

Clay Davis

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Restoration
CE
   *UPDATED*

(other than forest products)
- Watershed management
- Fuels management
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
- Recreation management
- Road management

Scoping Start
05/31/2017

09/2017

907-747-4225
clayrdavis@fs.fed.us

Description: We propose to restore resources damaged by the Bullards Fire through a combination of fuels
reduction, Scotch broom control, tree planting, wetland habitat development, water storage, trail construction,
and road sign replacement activities.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=51420
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Yuba. LEGAL - Mt Diablo
Meridian, T. 18 N., R. 7 E., parts of sections 14, 15, 22-26 Nearby Bullards Bar Reservoir about 4-5 miles East
Northeast of Dobbins, California
Challenge - Community
Protection Fuel Reduction
(CPFR)
EA

- Fuels management

   *UPDATED*

In Progress
Scoping Start
08/09/2016
Est. Comment
Period
02/2018

Expected:
06/2018

07/2018

Jason Vermillion
530-532-7434
jvermillion@fs.fed.us

Description: This wildland urban interface (WUI) project is designed to reduce the risks of wildfire around the
communities of Challenge and Woodleaf, California; enhance firefighter safety; remove hazardous trees along
roads; and improve forest resiliency.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=49695
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Yuba. LEGAL - Not
Applicable Wildland urban interface in and around the communities of Challenge and Woodleaf, California.
In Progress
Scoping Start
03/28/2017

Expected:
09/2017

05/2018

Donna Duncan
530-283-7614
dmduncan@fs.fed.us

FRRD Abandoned Mine
Closures - 2017
CE

- Minerals and Geology

   *UPDATED*

Description: These abandoned mines currently pose a safety and health risk to the public. There are open
adits and shafts surrounded by unstable rock and trash at some sites. The purpose is to improve the health,
safety, and resource condition of these sites.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=51423
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Plumas, Yuba. LEGAL Not Applicable Abandoned mining claims in Butte, Plumas, and Yuba Counties

Five-Year Recreation Event - Special use management
Special Use Permits
CE
   *UPDATED*

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
04/2017
Actual:
04/05/2017

04/2017

Michelle Ahearn
530.532.7447
mahearn02@fs.fed.us

Description: Propose to issue five-year recreation event permits for three separate annual events. Paradise
Irrigation District Kids' Fishing Day; Under the Sun Events Adventure Run; Newman Memorial Foundation
Fishing Derby.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=51535
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Plumas. LEGAL - Not
Applicable Paradise Lake and Little Grass Valley Reservoir

Gibsonville Healthy Forest
Restoration Project
EA
   *UPDATED*

- Fuels management
- Heritage resource
management
- Forest products

On Hold

N/A

N/A

Clay Davis
530 532-8940
clayrdavis@fs.fed.us

Description: Using a variety of vegetation treatments including sale of merchantable timber and biomass to
reduce risk of catastrophic wildfire, release aspen, restore meadows and other wetlands, and to restore and
protect the historic Gibsonville townsite.

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110511[6/21/2017 4:06:23 PM]

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=47960
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas, Sierra. LEGAL - Not
Applicable In and around the historic Gibsonville, California townsite.
HDH/Millet Mining Plan Of
Operations
EA
   *UPDATED*

- Minerals and Geology

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
05/2017
Actual:
04/17/2017

05/2017

Donna Duncan
530 532-7461
dmduncan@fs.fed.us

Description: Placer mining. Panning, sluicing, dredging. Use of non-system road.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=36938
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Sierra. LEGAL - T20N, R9E, Sec
10, 15, 16 Feather River Ranger District, Plumas national Forest, along Canyon Creek

Hawkeye Tunnel Mining
Plan of Operations
CE
   *NEW LISTING*

- Minerals and Geology

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
06/2017
Actual:
05/30/2017

07/2017

Donna Duncan
530-283-7614
dmduncan@fs.fed.us

Description: Incidental surface activities linked to underground exploration of the Hawkeye Tunnel including,
deposit of mining operational waste materials from the adit, manual processing of minerals through a sluice box,
limited water withdrawal, and occupancy.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=51692
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Sierra. LEGAL - Not Applicable
The Hawkeye Tunnel is an existing mine adit located within the Winkeye Consolidated mining claims in the
Howland Flat area.

Hughes Wetland
Development and
Maintenance
CE
   *UPDATED*

- Watershed management
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants

In Progress
Scoping Start
03/28/2017

Expected:
09/2017

10/2017

Tina Hopkins
530-283-7819
thopkins@fs.fed.us

Description: Propose to protect, maintain and enhance existing habitat conditions and provide additional
breeding habitat for the California red-legged frog by constructing ponds, remove invasive species, and other
activities in designated critical habitat.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=51541
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Hughes Place within the French Creek watershed has been designated as critical Habitat for the California RedLegged Frog.

Last Chance Mining Plan of - Minerals and Geology
Operations
EA
   *UPDATED*

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
05/2017
Actual:
04/17/2017

05/2017

Donna Duncan
530-532-7461
dmduncan@fs.fed.us

Description: Placer mining along Slate Creek. Dredging, panning and sluicing. Use of non-system road and
gated access.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=36937
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas, Sierra. LEGAL - T21N,
R9E, Sec 11 Feather River Ranger District, slate creek

Little Grass Valley
Lakeshore Trail Bridge
Replacement
CE
   *UPDATED*

- Recreation management

In Progress
Scoping Start
09/29/2016

Expected:
06/2017

05/2018

Mary Sullivan
530-532-7460
mcsullivan@fs.fed.us

Description: Replace a damaged wooden foot bridge on the non-motorized Little Grass Valley Lakeshore Trail.
Bridge is approximately 4 feet wide by 45 feet long. The damaged bridge was previously removed for public
safety.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=50389
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T. 22N., R.

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110511[6/21/2017 4:06:23 PM]

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) 9E., section 34 Lakeshore Trail at Little Grass Valley, between Little Beaver Campground and Maidu Boat
Ramp crossing unnamed stream.
Pearson Mine Plan of
Operations
EA
   *UPDATED*

- Minerals and Geology

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
05/2017
Actual:
04/17/2017

05/2017

Donna Duncan
530-283-7614
dmduncan@fs.fed.us

Description: Underground exploration in existing mines, using explosives (with proper permit) and rock drills
underground, and a skip loader outside the portals as well as to maintain the old access road. No processing on
site. Camp trailer for overnight stays.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=44952
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Sierra. LEGAL - T22N, R10E,
Sec 32 one mile North of Howland Flat

Regular Baptist Camp
Waterlines Special Use
CE
   *UPDATED*

- Special use management

Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
04/2018

Expected:
05/2018

05/2018

Mary Sullivan
530-532-7460
mcsullivan@fs.fed.us

Description: Authorize holder to operate, maintain, and upgrade existing waterlines across NFS lands to
adjoining private camp through issuance of a 20 year Special Use permit.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=50386
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Sierra. LEGAL - Portions of T.
22N., R. 10E., section 20 NFS lands north of Delahunty Lake, adjacent to private lands known as Pilot Lake
Camp.
Back To Top

Plumas National Forest, Mt. Hough Ranger District
Project Name
Butterfly Twain Fuels
Reduction and Landscape
Restoration Project
EA
   *UPDATED*

Project Purpose
- Watershed management
- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
- Fuels management
- Forest products
- Road management

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Planning Status
In Progress
Comment Period
02/08/2017

Decision
Expected:
08/2017

Expected
Implementation
09/2017

Project Contact
David Kinateder
530-283-7673
djkinateder@fs.fed.us

Description: Reduce hazardous fuels; improve forest health; restore plant and wildlife habitat; improve
transportation system and soil and water quality; and reduce invasive plants.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=47559
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Approximately 4 miles northwest of Quincy, California, between the communities of Butterfly Valley and Twain
in Plumas County, California.
Claremont Watershed
Improvement Project
CE

- Fuels management
- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)
- Watershed management
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants

On Hold

N/A

N/A

Kelby Gardiner
530-283-7686
kgardiner@fs.fed.us

Description: Remove encroaching conifers from aspen and meadow habitats (hand pile and burn material),
unclassified road obliteration, and non-motorized trail construction/reconstruction.
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Meadow Valley area southeast to the Claremont area. Sec 4,9,10,13 of T23NR8E; sec 1,6,11,12,17,18 of
T23NR9E; sec 6,7,8 of T23NR10E; sec 12,24,25 of T24NR8E; sec 30 of T24R9E; sec 31 of T25NR9E MDBM
Clustered Lady's Slipper

- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants

In Progress

Expected:

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110511[6/21/2017 4:06:23 PM]

07/2017

Christine Handler

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Orchid and Serpentine
Rare Plant Community
Conservation Project
CE
   *NEW LISTING*

- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)

Scoping Start
04/06/2017

06/2017

559-920-2188
cahandler@fs.fed.us

Description: Vegetation and fuels treatments to restore and maintain conditions for clustered lady's slipper
orchids and for rare plant communities associated with serpentine-derived soils.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=51631
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T25N, R7E
Sections 2, 6, 8,11, 12, 13, 24, and 36; T25N, R8E, Sections 9, 19, 20, 25, 30, and 31; T26N, R7E, Sections 14,
15, 19, 22, 25, 29, 30, 31, and 32; and T26N, R8E Sections 15, 21, 22, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, and 33 Mount Diablo
Principal Meridian This project is located within and near areas that have been affected by the Storrie, Rich and
Chips Wildfires on the Mt. Hough Ranger District
In Progress
Comment Period
05/24/2017

Expected:
08/2017

08/2017

Tina Hopkins
530-283-7819
thopkins@fs.fed.us

Feather River Aquatic
Organism Passage Project
EA

- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
- Road management
- Watershed management

   *UPDATED*

Description: USFS in partnership with CA Department of Transportation is proposing to replace 5 culverts
along Highway 70 in order to improve passage for aquatic species (fish, amphibians, and reptiles) so they can
access previously blocked tributaries.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=50615
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Plumas. LEGAL - Not
Applicable Highway 70 at post miles(PM) 42.06 (Mill Creek), 42.21 (unnamed tributary), 46.44 (Bear Ranch
Creek), 23.67 (Rush Creek) and 31.82 (Soda Creek).

Four Corners OHV Play
Area Rehab Project
CE

- Recreation management

Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
03/2017

Expected:
05/2017

05/2017

Dani Swantic
530-836-7142
dswantic@fs.fed.us

Description: Rehabilitate the Four Corners OHV Play Area
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T 24N, R 10 E,
Section 4 Four Corners OHV Play Area is located approximately 5 miles from Quincy off of County Rd. 403, also
known as Mt. Hough Rd.
Franks Valley Forest Health - Fuels management
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
Project
- Vegetation management
CE
(other than forest products)
- Forest products

Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
03/2017

Expected:
12/2017

08/2018

Kristin Winford
530 283-7683
klwinford@fs.fed.us

Description: Improve forest health, wildlife habitat, Baker Cypress habitat and reduce fire risk around seasonal
residences in Frank's Valley.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=51526
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T26N R11E and
R12E Located along Beardsley Grade north of Genesee Valley and southwest of Antelope Lake.
Golden Potato Placer
Mining Exploration Project
CE

- Minerals and Geology

In Progress
Scoping Start
03/06/2017

Expected:
05/2017

05/2017

Leslie Edlund
530-283-7650
ledlund@fs.fed.us

Description: Excavation of several test pits using a Kubota BX 25D mini-backhoe. Material from the test pits
would be processed through a highbanker using water pumped form Greenhorn Creek. Intermittent camping in a
self- contained recreational vehicle.
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
The proposed project is located along Greenhorn Creek, 5 miles east of Quincy, California, in Plumas County.
Legal location is T24N, R10E, Section 26, MDBM.
Gopher Gold Mineral
Exploration Project
CE

- Minerals and Geology

In Progress
Scoping Start
10/19/2016

Expected:
06/2017

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110511[6/21/2017 4:06:23 PM]

06/2018

Leslie Edlund
530-283-7650
ledlund@fs.fed.us

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Description: Excavation of several test pits to explore for mineral content. Construction of .2 miles of new road
to access the site. Processing would be completed using a trommel with water pumped from a nearby pond.
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
The project is approximately 5 miles west of Quincy, near the closed Gopher Hill Landfill. Legal location is T24N,
R8E, Section 12, MDBM.
Greenhorn Creek Guest
Ranch Outfitting and
Guiding Permit reissue
CE

- Recreation management

In Progress
Scoping Start
12/26/2012

Expected:
06/2017

07/2017

Elizabeth Sousa
530-283-7622
esousa@fs.fed.us

Description: Reissue a 10 year O&G Permit for horseback rides and an assigned campsite on Nat Forest Sys
land. This is the same operation as the past 10 years, with approximately 39 miles of trail and the majority of the
rides with 8 miles of the Ranch
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T24 R10,R11
T23R10 R11 T24 R12 Mt. Hough Ranger District and Little Summit Lake on Beckwourth Ranger District

Haycock's Gold Mining
Exploration Project
CE

- Minerals and Geology

In Progress
Scoping Start
10/19/2016

Expected:
06/2017

05/2018

Leslie Edlund
530-283-7650
ledlund@fs.fed.us

Description: Excavation of 5 trenches to extract material for processing to discover mineral potential at the site.
Material will be processed through a highbanker using water from a nearby pond.
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
The project is located just east of the Gopher Hill landfill, west of Quincy, California. legal location is T24N, R8E,
SW 1/4 of Section 7.
Haycock's Reserve Mineral
Exploration Project
CE

- Minerals and Geology

In Progress
Scoping Start
10/24/2016

Expected:
06/2017

06/2018

Leslie Edlund
530-283-7650
ledlund@fs.fed.us

Description: Excavation of 1 test trench to obtain mineral material. Material would be processed through a
trommel using water from a nearby pond. .2 miles of road will be constructed to access the processing area.
Settling ponds will used for water discharge.
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
The project is located approximately 6 miles from Quincy, CA. Access is through the closed Gopher Hill landfill.
Legal location is T24N, R8E, SE 1/4 of Section 12, MDBM.
Indian Creek Watershed
Road Maintenance and
Smith Creek Stream
Restoration Project
CE

- Road management
- Watershed management

In Progress
Scoping Start
01/05/2017

Expected:
07/2017

08/2017

Christine Handler
559-920-2188
cahandler@fs.fed.us

Description: The project includes road maintenance, non-system road obliteration, and stream channel
restoration in areas affected by the Moonlight Fire and post-fire flooding.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=50687
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
The project area includes the Indian Creek and Pierce Creek drainage on the Mt. Hough Ranger District and
Smith Creek at the NFS 28N03 crossings.

Lucky Chance and B&P
Mining Exploration Project
EA

- Minerals and Geology

In Progress
Comment Period
01/18/2017

Expected:
05/2017

05/2017

Leslie Edlund
530-283-7650
ledlund@fs.fed.us

Description: The Plan would authorize excavation of material from an existing pit with a rubber tired backhoe
and/or excavator to remove mineral material for processing. Processing to recover ore deposits would occur on
site using a trommel.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=50338
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
South of County Road 306 in Seneca, CA along the north side of the North Fork Feather River.
Misery Bar Placer

- Minerals and Geology

In Progress

Expected:

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110511[6/21/2017 4:06:23 PM]

07/2017

Leslie Edlund

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Exploration Project
CE
   *NEW LISTING*

Scoping Start
03/10/2017

06/2017

530-283-7650
ledlund@fs.fed.us

Description: Excavation of 30-40 cubic yards of material with hand tools. Material would be processed through
a highbanker or sluice box to recover minerals. The Plan of Operations would authorize use of .36 miles of nonsystem road and a gate.
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Project is along the East Branch of the North Fork of the Feather River, just west of Rich Bar. Access is along a
non-system road off of Hwy 70. Legal location is T25N, R7E, Section 21.

Moonlight Aquatic
Organism Passage Project
CE

- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
- Road management
- Watershed management

In Progress
Scoping Start
09/21/2016

Expected:
07/2017

08/2017

Christine Handler
559-920-2188
cahandler@fs.fed.us

Description: This project proposes to replace five existing culverts with stream crossings that are aquatic
organism passages in the Moonlight Fire area.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=50253
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Sections 16 and
17of T26N R12E and sections 24, 25, and 35 of T27N, R11E Mount Diablo Base Meridian (MDBM) Located
within the Moonlight Fire area in the northwest corner of the Mt. Hough Ranger District, on national forest
system roads 29N43 (also known as Antelope Road), 27N09, 27N47, and 27N45A.
Moonlight Fire Area
Restoration Project
EA

- Forest products
- Road management
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
- Fuels management
- Watershed management
- Recreation management
- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)

In Progress
Scoping Start
08/10/2016
Est. Comment
Period
05/2017

Expected:
12/2017

05/2018

Christine Handler
559-920-2188
cahandler@fs.fed.us

Description: The project would restore the 2007 Moonlight Fire burned area by: reducing the post-fire effects to
vegetation, watersheds, and recreation and enhancing resiliency to future fires, droughts, insect and disease
infestations, and climate change.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=49421
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Portions of T26N,
R10E; T26N, R11E; T26N, R12E; T27N, R10E; T27N, R11E; T27N, R12E; T27N, R13E; T28N, R10E; T28N,
R11E; and T28N, R12E, Mount Diablo Base Meridian. National forest system lands on the Plumas National
Forest, Mount Hough Ranger District, approximately five to 15 miles north and east of Taylorville, California and
20 to 30 miles northeast of Quincy
Moonlight Off-Channel
Water Sources
CE
   *UPDATED*

- Watershed management
- Road management

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
05/2017
Actual:
04/20/2017

06/2017

Lisa Whitcomb
414-332-0871
lwhitcomb@fs.fed.us

Description: Installation of up to eight off-channel water sources to reduce impacts to stream channels while
providing water for road maintenance and fire suppression activities
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=47995
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Within the Moonlight Fire area in the northwest corner of the Mt. Hough District on Forest Roads 27N09, 27N51,
27N10, 27N45, 29N43, 27N30, and 28N03
Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
05/2017

Expected:
09/2017

09/2017

Colin Dillingham
530-283-7687
cdillingham@fs.fed.us

Moonlight fire fuels
reduction in owl and
goshawk habitats project
CE

- Fuels management
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants

   *NEW LISTING*

Description: Restore wildlife habitat by reducing fuels, re-introducing fire, enhance Weber's milk vetch and
remove non-system roads that cause disturbance to wildlife.

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110511[6/21/2017 4:06:23 PM]

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=51753
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T27N, R10E,
sections 33 and 35, T26N, R11E, Sections 29-30, T26N, R10E, Section 34, T25N, R10E, Sections 2-3, 10-11,
15 Located adjacent to community of Taylorsville and surrounding Indian Valley.
Partner Mining Exploration
Project
EA

- Minerals and Geology

In Progress
Scoping Start
12/15/2016
Est. Comment
Period
05/2017

Expected:
09/2017

10/2017

Leslie Edlund
530-283-7650
ledlund@fs.fed.us

Description: Excavation of 20' x 20' pit within the river channel. Processing of material through a power sluice.
Larger boulders would be moved out of the river with a derrick and choker system. Duration of the plan would
be 3 years.
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T26N, R7E,
Section 24, MDBM. North Fork of the Feather River, southwest of Seneca and northeast of Belden, CA. Legal
location T26N, R7E, SE 1/4 of Section 24, MDBM.
Ridge Placer Mining
Exploration
EA

- Minerals and Geology

   *UPDATED*

In Progress
Scoping Start
02/02/2017
Est. Comment
Period
06/2017

Expected:
09/2017

09/2017

Leslie Edlund
530-283-7650
ledlund@fs.fed.us

Description: Excavation of mineral material from 2 test trenches using a front end loader. Material to be
processed through a trommel and sluice. Water is piped to a 7000 gallon tank for use in processing, and is
discharged to a rock area for percolation.
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Project location is along the North Fork Feather River in Seneca, CA. Legal location T26N, R8E, SE 1/4 of
Section 16, MDBM.
In Progress
Scoping Start
05/11/2017

Expected:
09/2017

09/2017

Leslie Edlund
530-283-7650
ledlund@fs.fed.us

Silverado Placer Mining
Exploration
CE

- Minerals and Geology

   *NEW LISTING*

Description: Excavation of up to 18 test pits along the stream terraces of Silver Creek. A backhoe and mini
excavator would be used to remove material for processing through a trommel. Water from Silver Creek would
be used to wash material.
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Project is located north and west of Meadow Valley, along Silver Creek. Access is from Silver Creek Road to
NFS Road 24N56. Legal location is T24N, R8E, Sections 16, 21 and 22.

Spanish Crest Mining
Exploration
CE

- Minerals and Geology

Cancelled

N/A

N/A

Donna Duncan
530-283-7614
dmduncan@fs.fed.us

   *UPDATED*

Description: Excavation of two test pits with a Bobcat track loader. Material will be stockpiled next to the holes,
then processed through a sluice. Water will be pumped from an existing pond.
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Four miles northwest of Meadow Valley, CA, near Mulligan Slide.

Storrie Fire Restoration:
Storrie Fire Access
Improvement Project
(HYDS72)
CE
   *UPDATED*

- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)
- Road management
- Watershed management

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
04/2017
Actual:
04/27/2017

05/2017

Kurt Sable
530-283-7641
ksable@fs.fed.us

Description: Remove hazard trees along 5.8 miles of NFS 26N26 and the first 1.2 miles of26N26A, conduct
general road maintenance, replace culverts and construct an off site water source along Mosquito Creek.

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110511[6/21/2017 4:06:23 PM]

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=48770
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Township 25N,
Range 7E, sections 6,7, 8, 17, 18, 19, Township 26N Range 7E, section 31 and for water site Township 26N
Range 7E, section 15 (MDBM). Township 26N Range 8E, sections 5 and 6, and Townshi Hazard tree removal
and road work would occur on the entire 26N26 system (9.6 miles). The water drafting site is located where NFS
26N33D crosses the Middle Branch of Mosquito Creek.
Storrie and Rich Fire Area
Watershed Improvement
and Forest Road 26N67
Re-alignment Project
EA
   *NEW LISTING*

- Watershed management
- Recreation management
- Road management

In Progress
Scoping Start
05/02/2017
Est. Comment
Period
08/2017

Expected:
01/2018

05/2018

Christine Handler
559-920-2188
cahandler@fs.fed.us

Description: We are proposing road realignment of Forest Road 26N67 and road decommissioning to reduce
sedimentation of streams that resulted from changed hydrological conditions following the Storrie, Rich, and
Chips Fires.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=51655
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T26 N, R7E,
Sections 10, 15, 16, 17, and 25; and T26N, R8E Sections 8, 17, 30, 31, 32, and 35, Mount Diablo Principal
Meridian Near the south end of the Butt Valley Reservoir, approximately 10 to 12 air miles west southwest of
Greenville, California, and 14 to 16 air miles north north of Quincy, California.
Back To Top

In accordance with Federal civil rights law and U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) civil rights regulations and policies, the USDA, its Agencies, offices,
and employees, and institutions participating in or administering USDA programs are prohibited from discriminating based on race, color, national origin,
religion, sex, gender identity (including gender expression), sexual orientation, disability, age, marital status, family/parental status, income derived from a
public assistance program, political beliefs, or reprisal or retaliation for prior civil rights activity, in any program or activity conducted or funded by USDA (not
all bases apply to all programs). Remedies and complaint filing deadlines vary by program or incident.
Persons with disabilities who require alternative means of communication for program information (e.g., Braille, large print, audiotape, American Sign
Language, etc.) should contact the responsible Agency or USDA’s TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TTY) or contact USDA through the
Federal Relay Service at (800) 877-8339. Additionally, program information may be made available in languages other than English.
To file a program discrimination complaint, complete the USDA Program Discrimination Complaint Form, AD-3027, found online at
http://www.ascr.usda.gov/complaint_filing_cust.html and at any USDA office or write a letter addressed to USDA and provide in the letter all of the
information requested in the form. To request a copy of the complaint form, call (866) 632-9992. Submit your completed form or letter to USDA by:
(1) mail: U.S. Department of Agriculture Office of the Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights 1400 Independence Avenue, SW Washington, D.C. 20250-9410;
(2) fax: (202) 690-7442; or
(3) email: program.intake@usda.gov.
This report contains the best available information at the time of publication. Questions may be directed to the Project Contact.

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110511[6/21/2017 4:06:23 PM]

Trail Fundamentals
Workshop
July 15-16, 2017
Little Grass Valley Recreation Area
Plumas National Forest
La Porte, CA
This 2 day free workshop will provide volunteers an
introduction to trail fundamentals and basic maintenance
techniques. The course will run from 9 AM- 4 PM each day.
The course is for those committed to volunteering with
Plumas National Forest –Feather River District. Course will
involve a mix of field and classroom sessions at Little
Grass Valley Recreation Area

For course information and sign-up (required) contact the
Butte County Resource Conservation District:
bc-rcd@carcd.org
(530) 534-0112 Extension 122
The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs and activities on the basis of
race, color, national origin, age, disability, and where applicable, sex, marital status, familial status, parental status,
religion, sexual orientation, genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or part of an individual's income
is derived from any public assistance. (Not all prohibited bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who
require alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, audiotape, etc.) should contact
USDA's TARGET Center at 202-720-2600 (voice and TDD).

