BUTTE COUNTY FOREST ADVISORY COMMITTEE

August 24, 2020—5:00 P.M. Meeting via ZOOM
Minutes
1.00

Call to order – Butte County Public Works Facility, Via ZOOM

2.00

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

2.01

Roll Call – Members: Nick Repanich, Thad Walker, Teri Faulkner, Dan Taverner, Peggy Moak
(Puterbaugh absent)
Alternates: Vance Severin, Carolyn Denero, Holly Jorgensen (voting Alt),
Invited Guests: Dan Efseaff,(Director, Paradise Recreation and Park District); Dave Steindorf
(American Whitewater); Jim Houtman (Butte County Fire Safe Council); Taylor Nilsson (Butte County
Fire Safe Council), Russell Nickerson,(District Ranger, Almanor Ranger District, Lassen National
Forest), Barbara Drake (Deputy Forest Supervisor, PNF), David Brillenz (District Ranger, Feather River
Ranger District (FRRD), Plumas National Forest); Clay Davis (NEPA Planner, FRRD); Madison Hatfield
(Congressman LaMalfa’s Representative); Dennis Schmidt (Director of Public Works); Paula Daneluk
(Director of Development Services)
Public: Donna Yutsy, John Stonebraker, Dave Willoughby, Laurie McBride, Chris Rauen, Kevin Wright,
Abigail Whittaker, Jim Earley,

2.02

Self-introduction of Forest Advisory Committee Members, Alternates, Guests, and Public – 5 Min.

3.00

Consent Agenda

3.01

Review and approve minutes of 7-27-20 – 5 Min. M-Thad, 2nd Teri, unanimous approval 5-0

4.01

Paradise Recreation & Park District Magalia and Paradise Lake Loop Trails Project – Dan Efseaff, DirectorRepresents areas from Forest Ranch down to just outside of Chico to Concow/Yankee Hill. There is a lack of
designated trails in Butte County based on territory covered and population. This proposal is to have
interconnected trails, one of the most popular recreational activities. Paradise Lake is an anchor site for trails
program, PRPD recently took it over. Linking established parks, old rail line may be utilized. Create 20 mile
multi use trail. Collaboration and grant funding critical to success. This is a preliminary plan, and
stakeholders, partners and the public will be involved in planning efforts as they move forward. (see attached)

4.02

Coordinating Committee August Meeting results: The Poe Relicensing Recreational Trail Letter from PG&E
was shared and discussed. PG&E sent the letter to FERC asking to be relieved of the obligation to build a
recreational trail along the Feather River as they believe it is not feasible. Dave Steindorf of American
Whitewater shared history and the current situation. Barbara Drake, Deputy Forest Supervisor for the Plumas
National Forest, expressed the USFS support for the recreational trail, as have several other members of the
stakeholder group meeting with PG&E. Motion: Recommendation to Board to object to PG&E request for
waiver and collaborate with American Whitewater and USFS on related letter or notice (Taverner) 2nd
Faulkner, Approved 4-1 (Walker abstained) See Public Comments, below

4.03

Butte County Fire Safe Council: Biomass Facility Presentation – Jim Houtman, Taylor Nilsson presented two
options being considered for biomass to power, 3 MW 70-80 Bone dry tones (BDT) utilized per day, thinning
1000 acres annually and creating 10-12 jobs. OR Biomass to hydrogen, 40 BDT per day, profit goes back to
BCFSC for ongoing projects, also creates 10-12 jobs. Can be located anywhere, can go to a micro-grid, no
connection with PGE needed. Transportation costs are high at 84 miles to nearest facility right now, so local
project would reduce costs substantially, lower emissions, 800 -1000 acres per year thinned. Timeline: 24
months to implement. (see attached)

4.04

4.05

Forest Projects Review – Current Quarter: Discussion & required FAC action for USFS projects affecting
Butte County residents’ forest management, recreational, environmental, socio-economic interests(Chair)
-

Lassen NF Almanor Ranger District- Russell Nickerson (District Ranger): Report and Q & A on
prescribed fire plans, pending, proposed and modified projects, SOPA and Non-SOPA – 20 Min
o MVUM Status 25N05 road to Lotts T is included in mixed use plan. Decision December 2020
o Campground Closures – status on COVID-19? Hwy 32 corridor mostly closed , others are being
serviced and are open
o Volunteer Agreements Canceled in Almanor RD – did not get new agreements in place in April
due to COVID19, and plan to start again in 2021. Rec officer should be in place soon
o Trails Project for hiking/biking Soda Ridge, Soda Creek, Peacock Ridge trails cleanup
happening, Student Conservation Group, some down toward Ishi Wilderness, Belden Trail
o Fires Update – Almanor had 9 fires, biggest in Ishi Wilderness at 1.5 acres. Sent engines down
to Butte County Philbrook area to help Cal Fire, then to Susanville to Sheep Fire Cal Fire.
o Project approval focus is on getting a decision on OSV as top priority for Region

-

Plumas NF Feather River Ranger District, David Brillenz (District Ranger) or Clay Davis (District
Planner): Report and Q & A on pending, proposed and modified projects, SOPA and Non-SOPA and
Collaborator’s Meeting Update – 20 Min. Dave Brillenz
o PNF French Creek II CE Project – Discussion
o Campground Closures – status on COVID-19- stable, keeping sanitation protocols in place,
masks, keeping cases low w staff, campgrounds not staffed as well, new visitors. Closing the
majority after Labor Day weekend. Doubling trash pickup contracts. Seeing large items dropped
off near trash receptacles. Animals getting to sacks of trash left near receptacles. When they
open up, they open toilets first. Campground use is more than double usual numbers. Illegal
campfires are out there, improperly doused campfires.
o Fires Update – 25 strikes, Allen Flat fire human caused, controlled pretty quickly. Larger fires are
near Quincy, PNF busy. Supported Butte Lightning Complex and other PNF fires.
o Focus for 9-24 meeting not yet determined, suggestions desired, send to Clay Davis.
Presentation on 34 North Mapping on SPI lands? Update: 9-24 meeting canceled due to Bear
Fire (see attached synopsis of activities to date)

New Business–Considerations for upcoming meetings: Next meeting is September 28, 2020 - ZOOM, 5:00
PM
•
•
•

4.06

Access to evacuation routes, traffic studies, in the event of wildfire (CalFire, PW, BCFSC, Nick R.) To
include all rural foothill areas
South Feather Water & Sewer District - Recreation and Water Projects
Fish & Wildlife

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

Abigail Whittaker of the Northern California Regional Land Trust shared that Conservation
Easements in Philbrook area still pending, but should fall into place soon.

•

Dan Taverner shared that a grant application for funding for specific projects is pending from the joint
chiefs/ NRCS and USFS.

•

Article on Aggressive tree-thinning agreement signed by Gov. Newsome shared, provided by Frank
Stewart

Public Comment on Poe Recreational Trail: On Tue, Aug 18, 2020 at 2:45 PM Mike Taylor
<ljmftaylor68@gmail.com> wrote: Thad: I will be unable to attend the Land Use Coordinating Committee
meeting today. The following are my comments regarding the feasibility study and comments made by PG&E
on July 20. During Poe project relicensing I encountered trail fragments of various length and condition each
time I dropped down from the Bardees Bar Road to the Feather River. It became clear that a trail used for
mining access ran at one time from the vicinity of the junction of the Bardees Bar Road and the Windy Gap
access road downstream to a place named Yankee Bar. Downstream of Yankee Bar three ditches were
located that extended trail access to a point below the Poe Powerhouse Road. In all approximately three
miles of historic trail and associated ditches were located. After retirement, another retiree and I brushed,

logged out, removed slough and, in places, reconstructed trail fragments eventually completing a nearly
continuous trail of around three miles in length that ranged from 2 to 3 feet in width. The existing trail was
wider in some areas. The trail exists. It is not a conceptual trail as PG&E asserts. There are nearly three
miles of walkable conceptual trail. Granted the trail is not continuous, has some workable engineering
challenges and will require several thousand feet of new construction to the Poe Powerhouse Road but
conceptual it is not. PG&E has described the merely obvious challenges but has not adequately evaluated
each. Without knowing cultural resource and foothill yellow legged frog habitat locations along with any
necessary mitigation, it is premature to state that the trail is not feasible. The same may be said regarding
access across private land. Stating that the trail is not feasible without further evaluation does not make it so.
The clearest justification for the Poe trail is the second paragraph on page 11 of the July 2020 BCRCD Poe
Hiking Trail Feasibility Study.
Mike Taylor

Paradise Recreation and Park District

Trails Map

Future phases will connect to Sterling City, creating
a regional trail along the historic grade.

Trail will connect to Paradise Lake, with a variety of
recreational amenities such as a playground,
boat ramp, fishing, and additional trails.

New trailhead and parking area.

New trail at Coutolenc Park will connect to existing gravel roads.
Connecting trails will provide neighborhood
access to the loop trail.

Both Paradise Lake and Magalia Reservoir are important
drinking water sources and creation of designed trails
instead of informal ones will improve water quality.

Trail will allow access to existing road and
trail system to public lands.

Lakeridge Park (in Development) - Provides easy
community access to a trailhead to the loop trail system.

Trail can connect to existing trails (not marked) on the
POA greenbelt and Upper Ridge Nature Preserve.

Future bridge construction will
accomodate bike path.

The Yellowstone Kelly Trail follows the Butte County Railway
and opened in 2018. Future phases will connect to Chico.
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245 Market Street
San Francisco, CA 94105

Mailing Address:
Mail Code N11D
P.O. Box 770000
San Francisco, CA 94177

July 30, 2020
Via Electronic Submittal (E-File)
Ms. Kimberly D. Bose, Secretary
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission
888 First Street, N. E.
Washington, D.C. 20426
Re:

Poe Hydroelectric Project, FERC No. 2107-CA
Article 407 – Hiking Trail Feasibility Study

Dear Secretary Bose:
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E) respectfully submits this letter and the final Poe Hiking
Trail Feasibility Study, attached hereto as Attachment A (Feasibility Study), to the Federal Energy
Regulatory Commission (FERC) to satisfy the requirements of Article 407 of the Poe Hydroelectric
Project (Project) license1 (FERC No. 2107). The Feasibility Study reassesses the feasibility of the
Bardees Bar Trail and assesses the recreation (and other) benefits and challenges of constructing
and maintaining an all-weather Poe Hiking Trail. The Feasibility Study also assesses the potential
routes for a Poe Hiking Trail, provides recommended specifications for route segments and ancill ary
infrastructure (e.g., trailheads), and provides generic cost estimates. The Feasibility Study
concludes, without reconciling identified challenges and PG&E actual costs, that a trail constructed
according to its recommended specifications would provide a valuable recreational trail experience.
PG&E has reviewed the Feasibility Study and determined that a number of the challenges identified
in the study render an all-weather hiking trail infeasible. PG&E has reviewed the reassessment of
the potential Bardees Bar Trail and concludes that such a trail continues to be infeasible because the
costs are high, and the recreational use and value of the trail are low. Similarly, PG&E has
concluded that the potential Poe Hiking Trail is infeasible because of the location of segments of the
trail on private land, potential adverse environmental impacts, and lack of evidence of demand for
such a trail. In addition, the cost of the Poe Hiking Trail is significant, and the cost is not in proportion
with the limited benefits identified in the Feasibility Study. Based on PG&E’s rev iew of the Feasibility
Study, stakeholder comments on the draft Feasibility Study, adverse impacts on private properties,
and the significant cost for PG&E to construct and maintain the trail, PG&E has determined that
neither the potential Bardees Bar Trail nor the Poe Hiking Trail are feasible. As a result, PG&E is not
submitting a construction schedule with this filing.
I.

Background

On December 17, 2018, FERC issued the License Order for the Project. On April 18, 2019, FERC
issued the Order Granting Rehearing (Order Granting Rehearing, collectively with the License Order,
the License) for the Project, which, among other things, included a new Article 407, requiring PG&E
to conduct a hiking trail feasibility study, to compare the results of the study with previously-provided

1

Pacific Gas and Electric Co., 165 FERC ¶ 62,172 (2018), as amended on rehearing, 167 FERC ¶ 61,047
(2019).
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information, and, if feasible, to include a trail construction schedule in the Recreation Plan. Article
407 provides as follows:
Article 407. Hiking Trail Feasibility Study. Within 9 months of license issuance, the licensee
must conduct a feasibility study on improving an existing abandoned trail between Bardees Bar
and the Poe powerhouse road and compare the results of this study with the information
provided in PG&E’s September 2006 feasibility report on modifying the abandoned construction
road, upstream of Bardees Bar, for use as a trail; and if feasible, based on the results of the
study, include in the Recreation Plan a schedule for constructing an all-weather hiking trail in
one of the two locations.
On October 22, 2019, and March 9, 2020, FERC approved PG&E’s requests to extend the deadline
set forth in Article 407 of the License. The deadline to submit a trail feasibility study and a schedule
for constructing the trail, if determined to be feasible, is July 31, 2020.
II.

Feasibility Study

Article 407 of the License directs PG&E to conduct a feasibility study on improving an existing
abandoned trail between Bardees Bar and the Project Powerhouse Road. During 2019, PG&E
contracted with the Butte County Resource Conservation District (RCD) to conduct the Feasibility
Study, which would include alternatives and preliminary cost estimates. The RCD provided a dr aft
Feasibility Study on November 11, 2019, and PG&E provided comments and reviewed and shared
the draft study with stakeholders in December 2019. PG&E also worked with RCD to resolve
inadequacies in the preliminary cost estimates included in the draft Fe asibility Study. PG&E received
written and additional verbal comments from stakeholders at a January 23, 2020 stakeholder
meeting. Since that time, PG&E engaged with stakeholders and RCD to resolve and address the
comments prior to making this submission to FERC.
Attached, as Attachment A, is the final Feasibility Study prepared by RCD. The Feasibility Study
concludes as follows:
While there are a number of difficult challenges associated with the construction and
maintenance of the Poe Hiking Trail the backdrop is stunning and allows for a valuable
recreational trail experience that provides amazing vistas and access to the North Fork of the
Feather River. Currently there are a limited number of managed recreational trails in a county
where new recreational opportunities can serve as a catalyst for economic growth and
improvement in the quality of life for Butte County residents.
This conclusion does not address the feasibility of development of the trail by PG&E at the proposed
location. PG&E is providing this letter to describe additional requirements for trail development that
are necessary for a comprehensive perspective on trail development and to support PG&E’s
conclusion that an all-weather trail located upstream or downstream from Bardees Bar is infeasible.
III.

Comparison of Results of Feasibility Study with Information Provided in PG&E’s
September 2006 Feasibility Report

Article 407 of the License Order directs PG&E to compare the results of the Feasibility Study with the
information provided in PG&E’s September 2006 feasibility report on modifying the abandoned
construction road, located upstream of Bardees Bar, for use as a trail (Bardees Bar Trail
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Assessment, 2006 Report). As described in the Feasibility Study, RCD compared the Bardees Bar
Trail Assessment to the proposed Poe Hiking Trail and concluded that development of Bardees Bar
Trail, which would be an approximately 7,531 f oot-long trail, would have a high cost, the trail would
see low estimated use, and the trail would provide low recreational value. (See page 4 of Feasibility
Study). The Bardees Bar Trail is therefore not recommended for development.
IV.

Construction of the Poe Hiking Trail is Infeasible

As described in detail below, PG&E has determined that construction of the Poe Hiking Trail as a
component of the Poe Hydroelectric Project is not feasible because the minor incremental benefits to
recreation do not justify the substantial costs to construct and operate such a trail, and would unsettle
FERC’s balancing of interests under Federal Power Act Section 10(a) heavily in favor of recreation to
the detriment of other interests, including PG&E’s interest in cost-effectively operating the Project,
private property interests, and environmental resources.
As a preliminary matter, the Feasibility Study acknowledges that there is no existing trail between
Bardees Bar Road and the Project Powerhouse Road, and the proposed alignment of the trail does
not correspond with any existing or historic trail. Development of an all-weather hiking trail would
require far more than simply repairing or rebuilding an existing trail. Indeed, the Feasibility Study
estimates that “trail construction” would be required for approximately 80% of the concep tual trail’s 3mile-long alignment. The remaining 20% of the conceptual alignment was identified as “existing trail
that is suitable for recreational use” after necessary improvements are made. As a result, it is clear
that construction of the hiking trail would be a significant undertaking.
As outlined herein, the incremental recreation benefits of the trail do not support the substantial cost
to construct the hiking trail and the potential adverse impacts on private landowners and
environmental resources.
A. Adverse Impacts on Private Property
The proposed alignment of the hiking trail recommended in the Feasibility Study crosses two
private properties and the impacts to these properties were not evaluated during the licensing
process. At a minimum, before FERC could consider including such lands within the Project
boundary, notice and an opportunity for hearing would need to be provided to these landowners
during an amendment proceeding. The position of these landowners regarding pu blic uses on
their lands is unclear. Further, it is unclear whether these private landowners would consent to
construction and access activities that may be necessary to construct and maintain the hiking
trail.
B. Adverse Impacts on Environmental Resources
The Feasibility Study does not assess the potential environmental impacts associated with
construction of the hiking trail and does not consider additional costs associated with
compliance with existing plans included in the License or management plans and standards of
federal land management agencies. For example, the potential for Project recreation-related
effects on archaeological sites is recognized in the License, and it is likely that additional
cultural resource issues would need to be addressed to comply with Section 106 of the National
Historic Preservation Act in order to construct and maintain the trail. The proposed trail
alignment is topographically constrained and there would be limited opportunities, if any, for
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avoidance of identified resources, which avoidance is required by Condition 8 in Appendix A of
the License. Further, ongoing public use of the trail would require management of long-term
use, which would need to be a component of the Project’s Historic Properties Management
Plan (HPMP).
Similarly, the proposed trail alignment includes several stream crossings, which are
environmentally sensitive and provide habitat for Foothill Yellow Legged Frog (FYLF), which
may occur in the Project area. Construction in these areas could impact sensitive resources
and avoidance of these impacts is preferred. As the stream crossings are a required
component of the trail construction, the mitigation requirements for these impacts could be
prohibitive.
In addition, portions of the trail would be constructed on federal lands managed by the Forest
Service, which would require meeting the Forest Service’s stringent design standards, which
appear incompatible with the proposed route. Trail management also would include compliance
with FERC-licensee land management requirements to protect resources including through
management of invasive weeds, fuel treatment, and accessibility. As noted above, the costs
associated with studies and environmental review, future mitigation or avoidance measures,
and initial and ongoing compliance with agency standards were not included in the cost
estimate in the Feasibility Study or PG&E’s cost estimate.
C. The Costs to Construct and Maintain the Trail Are Substantial
The cost estimate to construct the trail provided by RCD in the Feasibility Study may be a fair
estimate for RCD to oversee and manage construction; however, the Feasibility Study severely
underestimates PG&E’s construction and operational costs. The cost estimate in the Feasibility
Study of approximately $645K did not include PG&E’s actual labor cost, PG&E’s material costs,
or construction standards required by PG&E. Further, the Feasibility Study cost estimate
assumed partly volunteer labor for operational costs, which could not be assumed by PG&E for
budgetary purposes.
The cost for PG&E to build the trail in accordance with PG&E’s construction safety standards,
Forest Service standards, and FERC license requirements (e.g., invasive species, fuel
treatment, and accessibility) is estimated at $2.5M (Attachment B). This estimate includes
environmental and permitting costs (e.g., CWA 404 permit and related 401 permit), labor and
construction for each of the five trail segments and the trailheads, and other related costs such
as mobilization and overhead. This estimate does not include the costs associated with the
FERC amendment proceeding necessary to add to the project boundary lands for the trail and
does not include the cost of environmental studies necessary to support a FERC application.
D. Lack of Demand for Additional Recreation Features
While it is possible that the proposed hiking trail could be desirable and may add value to Butte
County, there is very little evidence regarding demand for the proposed hiking trail that could
support its need. The record in the license proceeding indicates that the hiking trail is not in
high demand or necessary to serve Butte County. 2 Given the tremendous uncertainty regarding
FERC Final Environmental Assessment, March 29 2007, p. 146 (“However, since most of the activities
currently enjoyed are not facility-dependent, and visitors have indicated that they prefer the undeveloped nature
of the sites, PG&E does not believe that there is a high demand for additional recreation facilities in the Poe
bypassed reach.”)
2
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potential use of the proposed hiking trail, the substantial costs associated with the construction
and maintenance of the Poe Hiking Trail are not justified, particularly because the License is
heavily weighted in favor of recreation.
For example, the License requires PG&E to implement numerous recreational enhancements,
including significant improvements to the Sandy Beach area, the Bardees Bar area, the Poe
Beach area, and the Poe Powerhouse Beach area. In addition, even though not recommended
by FERC staff given the specialized interest involved and the cost of compliance, the License
also requires the construction of a trail to Poe Reservoir in the FERC boundary for FERC
Project No. 1962 (Rock Creek-Cresta) and the release of whitewater boating flows because
these recreational enhancements were included in mandatory conditions.
V.

Conclusion

PG&E has assessed the Feasibility Study prepared to comply with Article 407 of the License and
determined that construction of an all-weather trail upstream or downstream of Bardees Bar is
infeasible, primarily because the incremental benefit of such a trail does not justify the significant cost
involved in building safe and environmentally acceptable trails in the Project area. Because PG&E
has determined that an all-weather trail is infeasible, this filing does not include a schedule for
construction of a trail.
If you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact PG&E’s Senior License
Coordinator, Matthew Joseph, at 415-973-8616.
Sincerely,

Elisabeth Rossi
Interim Supervisor, Hydro Licensing
Attachments
A. Poe Hiking Trail Feasibility Study
B. PG&E’s Cost Estimate f or Poe Trail Construction

cc:

via email (w/ Attachments)
Savannah Downey (SWRCB)
Jeff Wetzel (SWRCB)
Amy Lind (Forest Service)
Dave Steindorf (American Whitewater)

Attachment 1
Poe Hiking Trail Feasibility Study

Poe Hiking Trail Feasibility Study

Butte County Resource Conservation District
150 Chuck Yeager Way, Suite A
Oroville, CA 95965

July 2020

Table of Contents
Poe Hiking Trail- Feasibility Study
Background…………………………………………………………………………………………………….. Page 3
Project Setting………………………………………………………………………………………………….Page 4
Methodology……………………………………………………………………………………………………Page 5
Exiting Trail Conditions…………………………………………………………………………………….Page 5
Opportunities…………………………………………………………………………………………………..Page 6
Challenges………………………………………………………………………………………………………..Page 7
Recommendations…………………………………………………………………………………………..Page 8
Cost Estimate and Conclusion….………………………………………………………………………Page 10

Attachments
Attachment 1 Site Photos………………………………………………………………………………..Page 12
Attachment 2a- Overview Map………………………………………………………………………..Page 16
Attachment 2b- Segment 1 Map (North Trailhead)………………………………………….Page 17
Attachment 2c- Segment 5 Map (South Trailhead)………………………………………….Page 18
Attachment 2d- Private Property Map with FERC Boundary…………………………….Page 19
Attachment 3a- Budget Breakdown…………………………………………………………………Page 20
Attachment 3b- Budget Maintenance/ Construction……………………………………….Page 21

Rock pinch point in trail- notice the historical dry-stack rock work and proximity to North Fork Feather River
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On December 17, 2018, the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission (FERC) issued a new license for
Pacific Gas and Electric Company’s (PG&E or Licensee) Poe Project, FERC Number (No.) 2107 (Project).
This Poe Hiking Trail Feasibility Study was conducted to comply with License Article 407, which states,
Within 9 months of license issuance, the licensee must conduct a feasibility study on
improving an existing abandoned trail between Bardees Bar and the Poe powerhouse road
and compare the results of this study with the information provided in PG&E’s September
2006 feasibility report on modifying the abandoned construction road, upstream of
Bardees Bar, for use as a trail; and if feasible, based on the results of the study, include in
the Recreation Plan a schedule for constructing an all-weather hiking trail in one of the
two locations.
The potential trail between Bardees Bar and the Poe powerhouse road is herein referred to as the Poe
Hiking Trail. Although we refer to the trail route as Poe Hiking Trail it is important to understand under
that currently this trail does not exist on the ground as a recreational trail. The proposed alignment has
great potential to be a high-quality recreational experience but will need multiple realignments and
upgrades. In the current state the trail is not suitable for public access and crosses private property. The
abandoned construction road upstream of Bardees Bar discussed in this study is herein referred to as
the Bardees Bar Trail.
Butte County Resource Conservation District (BCRCD) was retained by PG&E to assess the feasibility of
constructing and maintaining the Poe Hiking Trail. BCRCD has extensive experience in conducting trail
studies, project management, environmental surveys/ document writing, and trail grant acquisition/
management. As part of this feasibility study BCRCD agreed to complete the following tasks:
Task 1. Reconnaissance Field Investigation BRCD staff will evaluate existing conditions along the
potential trail route between Bardees Bar Road and the Poe Powerhouse Road to identify and
characterize the current conditions and alternatives. The assumed route and identified alternatives will
be 1) mapped by BCRCD using digital mapping software applications, 2) inventoried and characterized,
and 3) prioritized in relation to recreational value, potential for resource impacts, cost for
environmental analysis/ development, long-term operation/maintenance costs, ownership/land rights,
safety, and access.
Task 2. Field Inspection Findings and Recommendations Report A summary of field investigation
findings and alternatives will be compiled containing a narrative description of site conditions, a site
map, photographs, and recommendations. Multiple recommended conceptual level design alternatives
will be provided with preliminary cost estimates. Recommendations will be compatible with USFS Trail
Management Objectives format. As part of this summary, the BCRCD will communicate with the
private landowner about his long-term goals for his property and potential for recreational trail
easement or fee title acquisition. This process will also involve consultation with the USFS Feather
River Ranger District about this feasibility study and/or NEPA as well as any associated federal
compliance requirements (Endangered Species Act, National Historic Preservation Act, etcetera). The
report will also suggest potential opportunities for assistance for project funding and easement/ land
acquisition.

Bardees Bar Trail Assessment
Poe Hiking Trail Feasibility Study – Butte County Resource Conservation District
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The Bardees Bar Trail Assessment (North Fork Associates (NFA), September 2006), evaluated an
abandoned roadway heading upstream (north) from Bardees Bar Road and connecting to State Hwy 70
at mile post 40.34 (Bardees Bar Trail). The 2006 Assessment concluded:
Prior to further project planning, NFA recommends that the project area be surveyed by a geotechnical or soils engineering firm to determine the stability of the existing slides and washouts
and to determine the feasibility of re-constructing the road/trail on the current alignment. With
that said, we find that it would not be feasible or cost-effective to reconstruct a trail in the
present configuration or location. Because of the lack of a significant scenic feature along the
trail or at its destination, demand for this type of recreational opportunity is greatly diminished.
In addition, the trail’s singular function as a casual hiking trail without ancillary activities such as
fishing or swimming greatly reduces its value as an amenity. The regional or statewide
significance of the recreational site cannot be justified, and the current incidental local level of
use would most likely continue. These factors, coupled with the high cost of reconstruction, make
this project difficult to justify.
Butte County RCD compared the Bardees Bar Trail Assessment to the proposed Poe Hiking Trail as a part
of this Poe Hiking Trail Feasibility Study, and reached the conclusion that the development of the
Bardees Bar Trail which is an approximately 7,531 ft trail, would come at a high cost, would see low
estimated use, and would provide low recreational value.

POE HIKING TRAIL ASSESSMENT
The Poe Hiking Trail Feasibility Study is focused on the analysis of the existing and proposed trail
segments that would connect Bardees Bar Road to Poe Powerhouse Road. In 2008, North Fork
Associates initiated a preliminary assessment of a similar trail at this location, called the Poe Reach Trail
Assessment. This assessment was reviewed by BCRCD and used as background for the 2020 updated
assessment required in License Article 407.

Project Setting
The Poe Hiking Trail is located along the North Fork of the Feather River approximately 21 miles from
Oroville, CA via CA Highway 70. The trail ranges in elevation of 1,000 ft – 1,500 ft. The alignment
including the most existing segments traverses along the west side of North Fork of the Feather and
connects Bardees Bar Road to Powerhouse Road. Current land ownership is a combination of Plumas
National Forest- Feather River District, PG&E, and two additional private landowners. The site
vegetation is a combination of mixed oak woodland and chaparral. In addition to the trail, there is also
infrastructure associated with the energy transmission and a Northern Pacific rail line on the East side of
the river.
The northern two miles of the trail route was burned in November of 2018 as part of the Camp Fire.
There are a number of standing dead trees and associated vegetation regrowth. The vegetation
regrowth in the next few years will likely be accelerated post fire. In addition to regrowth, it is to be
expected with winds and winter rains that some of the standing dead trees are likely to fall in the
coming years which could make access difficult and elevate associated construction/ maintenance costs.

Methodology
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BCRCD staff conducted mapping, research, and three site visits to the project area. Before the first site
visit, mapping was conducted to identify the existing environmental settings, land uses, hydrology,
geology, access and land ownership. The first visit focused on mapping the existing trail where the
following two visits worked to identify alternatives to the existing trail alignment and trailheads. The
field staff utilized GPS and other survey equipment.
In addition, BCRCD retained the services of a professional trails contractor, Casa di Tera, which is a
member of the Professional Trail Builders Association (PTBA) and has extensive experience in trail
planning and construction. Casa di Terra advised RCD staff on some technical aspects of the project.
The mapping of the existing trail segments was completed by hiking the trail with a GPS unit, capturing
notes on an existing trail/ environmental conditions, measuring stream crossings, measuring trail slope,
and identifying positive/ negative control points.
The second and third site visits focused on identifying alternatives to the existing alignment that would
improve the recreational experience, reduce environmental impacts and create a more sustainable trail
alignment. These visits also focused on the potential for trailhead locations. A number of the reroutes
were identified and flagged but there will need to be a layout -detailed corridor flagging- process before
environmental analysis and construction.

Existing Trail Conditions
The existing trail segments are a combination of historic mining trails that were constructed and utilized
to access mine sites along the river reach and more recent construction by the public to provide
connectivity between the historic sections of trail to create sections of continuous trail.
Trails that were originally constructed for resource extraction can serve as durable alignments for
recreational trails because the builders often did the heavy lifting of removing rock control points places where solid rock was removed to construct the trail- and utilized the specialized skill of dry stack
stone work. However in many cases these types of trails utilize fall line alignments -steep and over
grade- and often have stream crossings that are unsustainable and impact natural resources.
Trails that are built by the public -non trail professional- often pose issues for sustainable use and
management. In most cases these types of trails are not suitable for managed recreational use and long
term lead to increased impacts on natural/ cultural resources. Issues like steep grades, narrow tread,
inadequate stream crossings, half trail bench construction, lack of signage, trail features not built to
approved specifications, lack of corridor clearing, inadequate trail heads, etc. lead to long term issues
for both the trail user, land manager, and natural environment.
The Poe Hiking Trail route with the most existing segments is approximately 3.4 miles in length and
includes a combination of historic mining trails and more recently publicly constructed connector
segments that complete a mostly continuous route. However in the current state the trail is not suitable
for public recreational access. Some of the historic segment feature dry stack stonework and trail bench
that was constructed through solid rock. The publically constructed segments of trail that link the
historic segments are also mixed in terms of viability. Many of the newer sections force a steeper grade,
are narrow, were hand-built utilizing half bench, and did not address stream crossings. Many of the
existing trail segments would need reconstruction before public access would be suitable. All of the
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stream crossings would need upgrading to allow for safe crossings and reduced impacts with the
addition of causeways and bridges. There are also several segments where the trail is not constructed.
Trailheads
Access to the existing trail is via undersized roadside pullouts without established parking or an official
trailhead. Not having sufficient parking for a trail can create safety and natural resources issues for both
users and land managers. Trailheads need to provide a safe place to park and information that guides
the user about the expectations of the trail experience
Break-down of existing viable trail as compared to new construction needed
Existing trail that is suitable for recreational use
20%
Trail construction needed to complete trail
80%

Opportunities
Enhanced Recreation for Butte County Area
Butte County has a long history of outdoor recreation and many people move or chose to remain in, the
area for the recreational opportunities and way of life. Trails based recreation has a strong tie to the
economy of the county and many trail users desire additional high-quality recreational trails in the area
(Butte County Trails Plan -A Framework for Collaboration, BCRCD, 2018). The Poe Hiking Trail would be a
valued recreational opportunity for residents and visitors alike. Also by providing a high-quality trail
experience, it can go along way to deter negative use of the area.
The public accessible lands and roads in and adjacent to the project area are currently used for
recreational driving, hunting, fishing access, mountain biking, off-highway vehicles (OHV), and
whitewater paddling. With the addition of future whitewater recreational releases of Poe Reach it is
expected that the recreation use will continue to increase.

Ancillary or Secondary Benefits
Access for Monitoring
One of the added values for the Poe Hiking Trail is that it will allow scientists from various agencies to
more easily monitor the aquatic environment and ecosystem health of the North Fork of the Feather
River.
Watershed Protection
Trails that are well designed and constructed can help limit associated natural resource impacts that are
often associated with unsustainable trails. It is also important to preserve lands for resource
conservation within key watershed. The existing trail connects through two privately owned parcels. If
these parcels could be acquire and the trail constructed it would protect the lands within these private
parcels for recreational access and natural resource protection.
Wildland Fire Protection
The North Fork of the Feather River has been impacted by multiple wildfires. Due to the topography and
geographical location the watershed consistently sees higher wind speeds that can quickly spread
wildfire across the landscape. Trails can provide wildland fire fighters safer and faster access for
suppression. Thinning out vegetation in the trail prism increase the speed and safety factor and also
creates an improved experience for the recreational trail users as well.
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Location and Loop Opportunities
With the lower elevation range of the Poe Hiking Trail route it will be possible to access and utilize the
trail most of the year. Many trails in the higher elevations of Butte County above the snow line don’t
allow for winter recreation access.
Many trail users prefer trails that offer loop opportunities. The Poe Hiking Trail could be utilized as a
loop option by utilizing the road access. Users could also shuttle the trail by leaving a vehicle at each end
which would provide the opportunity to enjoy the entire duration of the trail without having to include
the road portions. The majority of trail uses will likely park on one end -with the south end being most
utilized due to shorter drive and improved road access- of the trail and hike out-and-back.

Challenges
Private Lands
Private lands with an unwilling landowner can be a deal-breaker when it comes to trail development.
Even landowners that do not access a property or have no long-term vision for the property can be leery
of allowing public access and granting an easement. California law clearly states that a landowner is
protected from recreational use liability, but many landowners are still cautious of allowing public
access.
Studies have shown that having trails or trail access on or near a property increase the value of that
property. Also, if a landowner does not have any legal access to their property a trail can provide access
that they would not otherwise have.
The construction of the Poe Hiking Trail would require easements or acquisition from two private
property landowners in order to complete the trail. Easements can be an attractive route as it would
allow the landowner to retain ownership while allowing access. Easements can be a complicated process
and can only be held by specific organizations like a Resource Conservation District, Agency or Land
trust. Although easements are less costly in many cases than fee title it is ultimately the landowners’
decision to enter into an easement. Once an easement is placed on the property for recreational access
it stands in perpetuity regardless of a future sale of the property.
If the landowners were not willing to provide an recreational easement for the trail it would be feasible
to construct two loop options (north and south) that do not rely on access to the private property
segments. The two loop alternatives were not highly developed in the field work or cost estimate and
would need additional ground truthing to verify alignment, feasibility, and cost. A preliminary summary
of the additional costs required to develop these alternative loops is provided in Table 1.
Table 1 – Preliminary Approximate Additional Costs for Loop Trail Alternatives
Alternative
Approximate Distance
Approximate Additional Cost
North Loop
4,000 ft
$56,400*
South Loop
5,280 ft
$46,000*
These rough costs estimates are in addition to the costs for corresponding trail segments (see
Attachment 3). As stated above, these estimates need additional ground truthing to verify alignment,
feasibility, and cost. The North loop would utilize trail segments 1-3 (see figure 2e: map of segments)
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and work to climb back toward the Bardees Bar Road on contour and connect back into the trail on
segment 1. The South loop would utilize trail segment 5 and would create a loop that would connect
back into the trail close to the South Trailhead
Trailheads
The proposed trailhead locations are not currently suitable for parking or recreational trailhead access.
Trailheads are expensive to build but are a vital resource to the overall trail experience and safety.
Maintenance
Many agencies and land managers are reluctant to provide new recreational trails due to the cost and
reduced capacity of maintaining them. Any new trail that is constructed needs to have a long term plan
and mechanism for trail maintenance. Many USFS Districts have had no trail crew staffing or only a few
staff to maintain many miles of trail which often leads to a lack of maintenance which overtime makes a
trail impassable or a hazard to users. Many ranger districts utilized fire staffing to help maintain trails in
the offseason but with the fire season getting longer this opportunity has been reduced.
Groups like the CCC and volunteer groups that focus on trail maintenance are sometimes the only
source of labor available to land managers. If the Poe Hiking Trail is developed, in order to manage
affordable construction costs, it will be important to have established funds and coordination with a
group that can adopt the trail and provide regular maintenance.
Road Condition and Access
The access to the Poe Hiking Trail relies on two natural surface roads (Bardees Bar Road and
Powerhouse Road). These roads are low in the watershed and not frequently maintained or upgraded.
With a mid-slope road that has a number of stream crossings washouts can present a challenge to
access. If one of the two access roads was to have a failure it could create long term trail access and
maintenance challenges.
Project Funding Assistance
Although trail project funding assistance grants are limited and highly competitive, they are a potential
resource for supplemental funding but often require a match element. In addition, having volunteer
assistance with trail construction on a project can serve as match for a grant.
There are also organizations that focus on land conservation which might be a possible route to assist
with acquisition, easement or associated monitoring of the two private properties that are needed for
trail access.

Specification Recommendations
Trail Design
The USFS trail classes are general categories reflecting trail development scale, ranging from 1
(minimally developed) to 5 (fully developed). The class identification for a trail provides its development
scale, representing its intended design and managed standards. For every class of trail there are defined
attributes: tread and flow, obstacles, constructed features and elements, signs, and typical recreation
environs and experience.
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For the Poe Hiking Trail we are basing our cost estimates and recommendations on the utilization of
USFS Class 3- Developed trail standards for development and management. This standard will allow a 4’
width constructed bench. In addition, the new trail was designed on a 5% target grade to limit erosion
and provide a recreational experience for a wider range of user fitness levels. With the recommended
alignment and trailhead locations it is estimated that the proposed trail will be 3.6 miles in length.
Trail Usage
With the trail being constructed with a 4’ width trail bench to USFS class 3 specifications it would likely
be a good fit as a non-motorized multi use trail. Even with increased trailhead parking capacity it will still
not be able to accommodate equestrian trailer parking needs. Although the trail does provide a loop
option it is likely that most users will do an out-and-back option from the North or South trailhead.
Construction
In addition to constructing new sustainable alignments where needed, the construction process will
rebuild several of the existing trail segments to allow for an improved recreational experience, reduce
natural resource impacts and reduce the maintenance demand. The utilization of specialized
mechanized equipment for construction will allow a builder to construct a more durable tread bench in
a shorter amount of time. As part of the trail bench construction compaction should be utilized to assure
durability of the tread. It is also recommended that the trail construction take place only when soil
moisture is suitable for adequate compaction -likely in the winter and spring.
Trailheads
In order to accommodate recreational use, provide a safer trail experience and limit resource damage it
is recommended that the current trail access be relocated and trailheads be established (Attachment 2,
b and c)
The north access point (Bardees Bar Road) should be moved up-road by 200’ to allow for a larger
parking/ trailhead area to be constructed. Even with an improved trailhead it is only estimated that the
new site will be able to accommodate four passenger size cars.
On the south end (Powerhouse Road) the current access point would require the trail to traverse a slope
that has seen a recent road failure and associated landslide above. It is recommended that the South
trailhead be relocated up road to a broad switchback (currently being utilized as a log deck). This
location also has a rock fill area that could accommodate additional parking expansion if not being
utilized for PG&E operations.
Reroutes
Due to the current condition and alignment of the existing trail it is recommended that several sections
be rerouted to improve trail sustainability and recreational trail user experience. Attachment 2a shows
the variation of the proposed reroute trail from existing. The major reroutes consist of the north and
south end as we as two reroutes in the in the two major drainages.

River Access Spur Trails
Having additional river access is a big draw and would help connect the trail users with the North Fork
Feather River ecosystem. In addition, with hot summer temperatures the ability to access the river from
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the trail is a necessity. As part of the trail construction we have planned for two spur trails that will
access the North Fork Feather (Attachment 2a). Care must to be taken when constructing trail in aquatic
environments and below the high water mark. Having hardened spur trails to access the river will help
mitigate unauthorized trails that often cause resource damage and develop when no planned access is
provided.
Crossings
Due to the proximity of the trail within the watershed, there are a large number of stream crossings that
the proposed trail will have to cross. In order to limit the impact on aquatic organisms and reduce
sediment loading associated with the trail construction and use it is recommended that bridges be
utilized on all streams. On some class 3 streams, it may be appropriate to utilize armored crossings but
this would be dependent on biological evaluations of each crossing.
Trail bridges are expensive and take time to build. With the trail residing in a high fire probability area,
the use of stone masonry bridges should be considered (see attachment 1, figure 12). Utilizing stone for
bridges also reduces the long term maintenance and inspection costs of a wooden bridge while also
matching the aesthetic of the dry stack portions of the historical trail.
Phased Construction
The Poe Hiking Trail project could be constructed in a phased approach to accommodate land
acquisition challenges, contractor availability, weather conditions, available funding, and environmental
assessment. With designated trailheads on each end the trail could be built from either side to one of
the two identified spur locations (Attachment 2a). This approach would still allow for access but would
accommodate a longer construction schedule.

Cost Estimate and Conclusion
Cost Estimate
The provided cost estimate was developed based on looking at all the elements involved in the planning,
construction and maintenance of the project. The estimate breaks out the various costs by category and
associated costs. The costs for trail construction utilize per linear foot cost for the tread work that is
broken into segments and an additional per item cost for specialty elements like switch backs, rock
work, bridges, etc. The estimates were based on the “high” end to accommodate higher material or
labor costs. Table 2 is a summary of the costs. A breakdown can be found in Attachment 3.
Table 2 - BCRCD Cost Estimate for Poe Hiking Trail Development
Description/ Task
Cost
Planning/ Acquisition
$ 207,400
Construction
$378,464
Project Management
$60,000
Total
$645,864

Conclusion
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While there are a number of difficult challenges associated with the construction and maintenance of
the Poe Hiking Trail the backdrop is stunning and allows for a valuable recreational trail experience that
provides amazing vistas and access to the North Fork of the Feather River. Currently there are a limited
number of managed recreational trails in a county where new recreational opportunities can serve as a
catalyst for economic growth and improvement in the quality of life for Butte County residents.
In addition, with much of the Poe Reach Hydro infrastructure, on the east side of the North Fork
Feather, being subterranean and Highway 70 running upslope from the trail, it allows for a largely intact
view of the natural environment from the west side which is uncommon on other reaches of the North
Fork Feather. It is only when the train passes that you even notice the tracks and to some users this
proximity to the Union Pacific line is a bonus.
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Figure 1: Historic section of trail.

Figure 2: Rock pinch point on segment 2 –
from bottom. This section will require 200
ft of mortar stone work back by concrete
and anchored into wall. Lies below high
water mark.

Figure 3: Rock pinch point from above. Care
will be taken to preserve section of historic
dry stack wall.

Attachment: 1a Site Photos
Poe Hiking Trail Feasibility Study
Butte County Resource Conservation District

Figure 4: Section 1 departing from Bardees
Bar Road is new construction and will need
extensive stone processing to construct.

Figure 5: North end trail head off Bardees
Bar Road will be upgraded to allow for more
space and drainage. Trail kiosk will also be
placed at trailhead to provide users with trail
information.

Figure 6: Spring flow. This site will require a
bridge. There are 12 bridges sites that have
been identified on the trail.

Attachment: 1b Site Photos
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Figure 7: Whitewater kayakers on Poe
Reach Section (class III-IV). Including a
trail will increase recreational draw.

Figure 8: Example of historic/ existing
trail. The trail bench will need to be
constructed and increased to 4’ to
accommodate recreational use. Wider
corridor will also for vegetation
management and fire suppression
access.

Figure 9: Trail will have 2 spur trails that
will allow trail users to access the North
Fork Feather.

Attachment: 1c Site Photos
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Figure 10: Trailhead on south end. Large
landing in switchback can accommodate
6-8 vehicles. Rock fill site just down hill
could serve as additional parking area.
Trailhead will feature a kiosk.

Figure 11: Example of a switchback
constructed utilizing stone work.
Switchbacks that are constructed with
stone are durable, will have less
maintenance issues overtime, and match
the current historical aesthetic.

Figure 12: Example of stone mortar
bridge. This type of bridge would require
less maintenance than traditional wood
bridge, would be fire resistant and
match current historical dry stack
aesthetic.

Attachment: 1d Site Photos
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Spur trail #1

Spur trail #2

Attachment: 2a Map -Overview
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Trailhead- Bardees
Bar Road

Figure: 2b Maps – Segment 1 (North- trailhead)
Poe Hiking Trail Feasibility Study
Butte County Resource Conservation District

Hillslope failure on existing
trail

New proposed trailhead –
south. Large switchback
to accommodate parking.

Figure: 2c Maps – Segment 5
Poe Hiking Trail Feasibility Study
Butte County Resource Conservation District

Figure: 2d Map – Private Property with FERC Boundary
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Description/ Task

Unit Measurement
(ft., item, etc)
# of units Total

Unit Cost

1. Planning and Acquisition

$207,400.00

Corridor flagging for specialist review

$1,200.00

day

2

$2,400.00

NEPA/ Enviro Review (entire project)

$150,000.00

item

1

$150,000.00

$7,500.00

item

2

$15,000.00

$40,000.00

item

1

Surveying private parcels
Easement Acquisition
2. Construction
Fine flagging for construction
Trail Head - North (Bardees Bar)
parking lot- enhase upslope drainage, inslope parking and drain,
surface rock, site plan, permit

$1,200.00

day

3

$3,600.00

$25,000.00

item

1

$25,000.00

$2,000.00

item

1

$2,000.00

trail kiosk at signage 6'x6' 1 panel kiosk
Trail Segment 1
new trail construction/ improve existing

$4.50

switchbacks
stone processing -150 ft
stone hardened bridge 4'L x3'W

$40,000.00
$378,464.50

ft

4857

$21,856.50

$1,000.00

item

17

$17,000.00

$1,500.00

item

1

$1,500.00

$10,000.00

item

1

$10,000.00

$8,000.00

item

1

$8,000.00

ft

2500

$7,500.00

trail spur for river access
Trail Segment 2
new trail construction/ improve existing

$3.00

mortar stone work backed by concrete anchored into wall (200 ft)

$20,000.00

item

1

$20,000.00

rock prism constructed causeway (200 ft)

$10,000.00

item

1

$10,000.00

$4,000.00

item

1

$4,000.00

structural drystack headwall (40 ft)
Trail Segment 3
new trail construction/ improve existing
stone hardened bridge 4'L x3'W

ft

3379

$13,516.00

$10,000.00

$4.00

item

4

$40,000.00

$8,000.00

item

1

$8,000.00

ft

5280

$26,400.00

headwall construction with fill rock on site (200 ft)
Trail Segment 4*
new trail construction/ improve existing

$5.00

switchbacks
4'x3' hardened bridge

$1,000.00

item

7

$7,000.00

$10,000.00

item

3

$30,000.00

$4,000.00

item

1

$4,000.00

drystack headwall
Trail Segment 5
new trail construction/ improve existing

ft

3273

$13,092.00

8' x 3' hardened bridge

$16,000.00

$4.00

item

3

$48,000.00

4' x 3' hardened bridge

$10,000.00

item

1

$10,000.00

trail spur for river access

$8,000.00

1

$8,000.00

switchbacks

$1,000.00

8

$8,000.00

4' x 4' rock cobbling at crossings

$1,000.00

2

$2,000.00

drill and/ or blast, at bedrock contact 40'
Trailhead- South (Powerhouse Road)

$8,000.00

1

$8,000.00

1

$20,000.00

widen parking area and incorporate drainage, site plan, permit

$20,000.00

trail kiosk at signage 6'x6' 1 panel kiosk
3. Project Manager/ Admin
* if trail segment 4 needs to be rerouted cost would be an additional
$20,000

Figure: 3a Budget – Breakdown
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item

$2,000.00

item

1

$2,000.00

$80.00

hour

750

$60,000.00

Total

$645,864.50

Trail Maintenance
Trail Maintenance Estimate- Annual
Trail brushing and corridor clearing- CCC (annual)
Trail Inspection (annual)

$3,500.00
$1,500.00

day

2

$3,000.00

$500.00

day

1

$500.00

Breakdown by construction task

Description/ Task

Unit Cost

Unit
Measurement
(ft., item, etc) # of units Total

Trail Construction Summary
fine flagging for construction

$378,464.50
$1,200.00

day

3

$3,600.00

Trail Head - Bardees Bar Road (North)

$27,000.00

item

1

$27,000.00

Trail Head - Powerhouse Road (South)

$22,000.00

iten

1

$22,000.00

8' x 3' hardened bridge

$16,000.00

item

3

$48,000.00

4' x 3' hardened bridge

$10,000.00

item

9

$90,000.00

ft

19289

$82,364.50

new trail construction/ improve existing (per foot average)

$4.27

trail spur for river access

$8,000.00

item

2

$16,000.00

switchbacks

$1,000.00

item

32

$32,000.00

$57,500.00

item

1

$57,500.00

$80.00

hour

750

$60,000.00

Total

$438,464.50

rock work

Project Manager/ Admin

Figure: 3b Budget – Annual Maintenance / Trail Construction
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Attachment 2
PG&E’s Cost Estimate for Poe Trail Construction

Poe Trail Feasibility Study - PG Cost Estimate
July 10, 2020

PG&E Cost Estimate for Poe Trail Construction

Notes/Description

Site is bigger but access and flat area is easier to work in. Prep existing log deck and cover/compact with AB. Add signs and
kiosk.

Very steep with no equipment access. Very labor intensive hand work on a steep slope. Steep slope will require lots of
manual fill to get 4' wide path. Very steep will also require many switch backs to keep trial at 5%. Assume apporx 200'/day
average. Locally sourced rock will be hand carried and hand stacked on the down hill side and then local material will be cut
on the uphill side to fill behind the stacked rock (no mortar) and compacted by hand. The balance should produce a 4' wide
trail.

However here trail does not drop drastically in elevation. Conditions here are steep but much rockier in solid granite in
some locations. Assume rock mason sub to build masonry trail for 200' and rock masonry cosway for 200'. Approximately
400' for masonry and 2000' for trial improvement. Assume similar to seg 1 at 200'/day for construction crew. Masonry
production rate unknown. Assume rock is sourced at the site, but assume helicopter deliveries for sacks of cement. For
safety reasons a large chunk of money could be sank into overhead rock stability. Area looked very dangerous for continued
occupancy. Stabilizing a rock face of this size could reach a million depending on required scope.

Did not get first hand look at this segment. Based on map contours and familiar with area, assume terrain is a cross
between seg 2 and segment 4. For this reason, I assume slightly less steep downhill slope with softer local material. Assume
300'/day production. Assume trail will be hand dug to balance cut and fill only using stacked rock if necessary. At 3400' this
is about 12 days.

Only saw lower end of section 4 at large creek but trail seemed established at about 18" wide. Very overgrown with fresh
barries after fire. Ground had fair amount of rocks but overall a soft dirt in most locations. Assume about 400'/day.

Upstream end of segment 5 has a visible trial but only about 18" wide and overgrown. Ground is mainly soft dirt with some
rock pockets. The downstream end will have to switch back to gain elevation to Trailhead. Area is steep but not as steep as
segment 1. Assume 300' average per day with little stack rock needed.

15 days to cut out more room and haul off spoils for an increased parking area. Install AB. Install Kiosk and signs.

Activity
Mobilization / Setup

Mobilization / Setup
Costs
$
33,284.00

Labor
Construction Materials

Poe Trail Head
$
$

102,538.04
16.20

Labor
Construction Materials

Trail Segment 1
$
$

320,431.38
5,400.00

Labor
Equipment
Construction Materials
Sub Contracts (Mason)

Trail Segment 2
$
$
$
$

Labor
Construction Materials

Trail Segment 3
$
$

Labor
Construction Materials

Trail Segment 4
$
$

166,624.32
5,400.00

Labor
Construction Materials

Trail Segment 5
$
$

153,807.06
5,400.00

Labor
Construction Materials

Surveys/Studies
App/Envi Review Fees

401/404 fees typically pay into the in-lieu fee if possible. Current rates around $205,000 per acre.

Mitigation Fee

Agencies may likely expect a mitigation monitoring plan that identifies restoration, plantings, success ratios and schedule.

Mitigation/Monitoring (first 5 years)

$

Streambed Alteration Agreements - each bridge requires SAA
401 Certification
Application Fee based on ITP Table

Project Management
Inspection Services
Construction Support
Expenses (Per Diem, etc.)
Helicopter Support

Over Heads
$
$
$
$
$

Construction Total

33,284.00

$

102,554.24

$

325,831.38

$

331,412.55

$

159,207.06

$

172,024.32

$

159,207.06

$

138,972.55

$

524,820.00

$

526,011.88

153,807.06
5,400.00

Trail Head Bardees Bar
$
128,172.55
$
10,800.00

$
$
$
$
$
$

Current CEQA review fee for ND/MND

$

128,172.55
120,000.00
3,240.00
80,000.00

Environmental Permitting Cost
PD Development, botanical surveys, cultural resource evaluations, wetland delineation, CEQA/NEPA assistance.

Total

150,000.00
2,400
20,220
52,200
30,000
30,000
240,000

80,000.00
154,198.02
59,813.86
40,000.00
192,000.00

$ 2,473,325.04

BUTTE COUNTY
FIRE SAFE
COUNCIL

BIOMASS AND FOREST HEALTH
WORKING GROUP
AUGUST 13, 2020

 Welcome
BUTTE
COUNTY
FIRE
SAFE
COUNCIL

 Introductions
 Agenda
 Presentations
 Round Table Discussion
 Action Items

CALLI-JANE DEANDA
VALERIE GLASS
JACQUE TEWSLEY
JIM HOUTMAN
TAYLOR NILSSON
JEFF GOULD
TREVOR SHERMAN
BEN HART
JOAN CARTER
SARAH DAVI
WADE KILLINGSWORTH

• Welcome - 5min
• Introductions

AGENDA

• Presentation
o Short-term Biomass Opportunities - Jim Houtman
o Current Biomass Processing Complications – Taylor

Nilsson
o CCA Discussions - Calli-Jane DeAnda & Jim Houtman
• Round Table Discussion
• Action Items
o Determine next meeting date  Option 1 – September 23rd, 10:30am to 11:30am
 Option 2 – September 24th, 10:30am to 11:30am

SHORT - LONG TERM BIOMASS OPPORTUNITIES

My Butte
Woods
Forest Health
Incentive

BUTTE COUNTY
Biomass
Facility

Power or Hydrogen
Production

COMMUNITY
FOREST HEALTH
AND
BIOMASS FACILITIES

BIOMASS
TO
POWER
3MW Facility
Near PG&E Substation
Micro Grid Location
24/7 Operation 360/yr.
30-40 BDT / Day
5-7 Acre Site
BioMAT Program
$17-$20 Million
Approx. 10-12 Jobs

BIOMASS
TO
POWER
Site Development
Facility Equipment
Feedstock – My Butte Woods
CEQA
Funding
PPA with PG&E
PPA with Butte Choice Energy
Additional Treatments
Additional Job Creation

BIOMASS
TO
HYDROGEN
 Located anywhere
 40 BDT/Day
 1300 k/day
 $9-$11 Million
 24/7 Operation
 360 Day/yr.
 5-7 Acres
 Approx. 10-12 Jobs

BIOMASS
TO
HYDROGEN
 Site Development
 Facility Equipment
 Feedstock- My Butte Woods
 CEQA
 Funding
 Can Power Microgrid
 Additional Jobs
 Additional Treatments
 No Need for PPA’s

TAYLOR NILSSON

CALLI-JANE DEANDA
JIM HOUTMAN

PRO’S
CON’S
FUNDING NEEDS
TIMELINES
PARTNERSHIPS

Determine next
meeting date:
Option 1 – September
23rd 10:30am
to11:30am
Option 2 – September
24th 10:30am to
11:30am

THANK YOU
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California fires: State, feds agree to thin millions
of acres of forests
New plan would last 20 years, reshaping California’s landscape
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BOULDER CREEK, CALIFORNIA – AUGUST 19: A CalFire Firefighter keeps an eye on the CZU August
Lightning Complex fire in front of a home along Jamison Creek Road near Boulder Creek, Calif., on
Wednesday, August 19, 2020. (Nhat V. Meyer/Bay Area News Group)
By PAUL ROGERS | progers@bayareanewsgroup.com | Bay Area News Group
PUBLISHED: August 23, 2020 at 6:00 a.m. | UPDATED: August 24, 2020 at 3:55 a.m.

The two dozen major fires burning across Northern California were sparked by more than 12,000
lightning strikes, a freak weather occurrence that turned what had been a relatively mild fire season into a
devastating catastrophe.
Yet what’s driving these enormous fires is not sparks, but millions of acres of fuel: bone-dry trees and
brush that haven’t burned in many years.
Before the Gold Rush in 1849, large parts of California burned every few decades. Lightning fires burned
for months, and native tribes burned the land, clearing out dead vegetation. But for much of the past
century, as the state’s population has built homes, towns and parks in rural areas, firefighters have
extinguished the flames to save property and lives, allowing forests and other landscapes to become
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unnaturally dense.
As a result, fires now burn hotter and with more intensity. Climate change is increasing temperatures and
drying out vegetation earlier. And the reckoning is here.
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“We have put out fires for 100 years. Now we are paying the price,” said Scott Stephens, a professor of
fire science at UC Berkeley. “It will take a while to make these forests healthy again. But it’s absolutely
possible.”
California has been increasing its efforts. Last week, in a little-noticed milestone, state officials signed a
major agreement with the federal government that aims to reshape how forests are managed for years to
come.
Under the plan, California agencies and the U.S. Forest Service will use brush clearing, logging and
prescribed fires to thin out 1 million acres a year by 2025 — an area larger than Yosemite National Park
https://www.mercurynews.com/2020/08/23/california-fires-state-feds-agree-to-thin-millions-of-acres-of-forests/?ocid=uxbndlbing[8/24/2020 4:30:48 PM]

California fires: State, feds to thin millions of acres of forests

every 12 months, and roughly double the current rate of thinning, which already is double rates from a few
years ago.
The Forest Service and the state Natural Resources Agency also committed to drawing up a 20-year plan
by next year to identify which areas of the state will get priority for thinning projects. They will update it
every five years and share it with the public.
“What we’re seeing is a real partnership. There is a coming together,” said Jessica Morse, deputy
secretary for forest resource management at the California Natural Resources Agency.
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“The legacy of fire suppression has contributed to the overstocked forests that we have today,” Morse
said. “It’s leading to catastrophic wildfires that are compounded by climate change.”
Morse said the goal is to treat at least 15 million acres, roughly 15% of all the land in California, including
conifer forests like the ones that are burning near the coast, along with oak woodlands and other
landscapes.
It’s part of a three-step strategy she said the state is expanding. First is urging residents to clear
“defensible space” around their homes. Second is creating thinned-out areas, known as “shaded fuel
breaks,” between wild areas and communities, like a project the state completed along Highway 17
between Los Gatos and Summit Road in Santa Cruz County last year. And, finally, finishing larger
restoration projects to thin trees and brush back to more historic levels, first with chain saws, and then in
several years, with controlled burns.
But the plan is not without complications.
Environmental regulations will need to be streamlined, particularly permits for landowners with small
parcels to thin trees and brush on their properties. Roughly 40% of the 33 million acres of forest in
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California are owned by private landowners, and 99% own less than 500 acres. Many are retirees living in
rural areas without much money.
Some residents complain about controlled burns because they put smoke in the air and spike hospital visits
from people with asthma.
Also, more uses will need to be found for millions of tons of dead brush and small trees that will be
removed from forests, much of which has little lumber value. Some can be used to make chipboard and
other forest products. There are hopes some can be made into biofuels. The material also can be burned at
biomass plants to make electricity, but those are polluting and controversial in many communities.
Otherwise, crews pile up dead brush in the forest during spring and winter months and burn it when
wildfire risk is low.
And it will cost hundreds of millions of dollars every year. In 2018, former Gov. Jerry Brown signed a $1
billion plan, with $200 million a year for five years coming from fees some industries pay under the
state’s greenhouse gas auctions, to provide grants to cities, counties, fire departments and nonprofit groups
to thin overgrown forests around towns. There has been less spending for federally owned lands, which
make up 58% of California’s forests, despite President Donald Trump often criticizing California for the
way it manages its forests.
“Over the past few years, the state, I think, has made good progress,” said Rich Gordon, CEO of the
California Forestry Association, the state’s main logging industry trade association. “The federal
government has improved slightly, but only slightly. This commitment to a goal will be helpful in moving
the federal government along.”
Trump signed a key piece of bipartisan legislation last month, the Great American Outdoors Act, which
provides $9.5 billion over the next five years for upgrades at America’s national parks, along with projects
on other public lands like national forests, which could pay for some thinning costs.
Environmental groups say they generally support the more aggressive thinning plan. But they have
concerns.
“The question is how you do it in a way that’s responsible and driven by science and not driven by the
political demands of the logging industry,” said Kathryn Phillips, executive director of Sierra Club
California.
“There is a need to step up improved forest management,” she said. “There’s a debate about whether that
requires thinning before you do prescribed burns or not. Every area is different.”
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Stephens, the UC fire scientist, estimates that before the Gold
Rush, roughly 4.5 million acres a year in California burned.
By the 1950s and 1960s, that was down to about 250,000
acres a year. In recent years, it has approached 2 million acres
a year.

Related Articles
‘Nobody’s letting their guard down’:
Bay Area fire crews try to take
advantage of more favorable weather
California fires: Burned redwoods at
Big Basin, other parks will recover
soon, experts say
Watch: California Gov. Gavin Newsom
gives updates on wildfires and
coronavirus, Aug. 24
3 big Northern California wildfires burn
on as death toll reaches 7
Bay Area wildfire updates: ‘We lucked
out’ as storms bring little lightning
over SCU, CZU and LNU fires

Forests in the Sierra typically had about 40 trees per acre in
the early 1800s, he said. Now they have 400 or more. Heavy
brush and thick forests are burning now in the Santa Cruz
Mountains, he noted.
“The scale of these fires in Santa Cruz, I think a lot of people
thought weren’t possible,” he said. “It’s been 50 to 70 years
since a lot of these places have burned. There’s got to be
better conservation of these forests.”
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Paul Rogers | Natural resources and environment reporter
Paul Rogers has covered a wide range of issues for The Mercury News since 1989, including water, oceans,
energy, logging, parks, endangered species, toxics and climate change. He also has worked as managing editor
of the Science team at KQED, the PBS and NPR station in San Francisco, and has taught science writing at
UC Berkeley and UC Santa Cruz.

progers@bayareanewsgroup.com
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Mark Leavenworth

2 HRS AGO

Top California ecologists have been pushing for this since they discovered the problem in the late 70’s. CalFire started coming on board
in recent decades. Now the federal government has seen the light.
Let’s drop the blame games and all get on board this train!
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John Steele

7 HRS AGO

I was interested until the writer started spewing global warming and don't thin the forests.. The Indians practiced burning the woods so
that the new growth was meadow lands that attracted elk and deer which they hunted. You need to thin the forest around homes and
parks. The timber companies can take the dead tree's and sell them to pay for the forest projects. This ain't hard. Its the Enviro's who are
responsible for these continuing disasters as they refuse to allow good forest management. I'm glad to see that they are coming around .
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Still Tired

7 HRS AGO

“Environmental groups say they generally support the more aggressive thinning plan”
Change of heart that happens after your home gets burned down.
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Tom Bush

19 HRS AGO

https://youtu.be/O0kOLVeDM3Q
Watch this article on how logging companies take the trees after they are burned but still alive.
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Bill Ross

22 HRS AGO

I wrote Paul Rogers over six years ago about the problem of excessive fuels generally and Highway 17 specifically. I sent him a letter I
and others sent to various state agencies seeking action, in the hope that he would help bring more attention to the matter; his response
was along the lines of, "it isn't newsworthy." Last year a division chief at CalFire cited that letter as one of the reasons that the Highway
17 project was among the first: 5 years after it was written. Paul Rogers is a schlub writer for a newspaper that is no longer credible.
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Sharon Simonson

1 DAY AGO

The forests that surround the Bay Area are pretty much the main reason to live here insofar as they express and promote the region's
amazing climate and geography. I suspect many would concur with that statement. We can't stand these fires, I agree, but do I trust the
federal and state governments to care for our forests properly? Not to monetize what is supposed to be a natural public respite and asset?
Not to reward a few at the expense of the many, as in me and you, fellow resident and dear reader? That's the problem I have, and I
suspect the real reason the forests are in the condition they are right now. I respect Mr. Rogers and his reporting. Given the state of our
state and our national union, and given how much of what is happening—both the pandemic and the fires—relates to our care of the
natural environment, I hope we can count on him and the Mercury News for deep, informative and very skeptical reporting on this
subject. This story feels insufficiently doubting of the "official" plan that is being proposed and who is proposing it. If your mother says
she loves you, check it out. There's a reason for that hard-hearted journalist's credo, and it is the backbone of the craft.
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No contrast with Mr. Rogers. I say clearly that I respect his reporting. I will be the first to say that my knowledge on this subject is
meagre. What I do know absolutely is how to report and write, and I know the difference between a piece of skeptical journalism and
one that simply toes the line of the sources.This subject is extraordinarily important. I want information that is not superficial and not the
official line. That's the job of a journalist. This will be the one and only time I will ever respond to you. You and Moth0 live on this
comment board, and I find most of your comments argumentative and not that helpful.
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7 HRS AGO
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Try to do that on so.. called private land and the enviro's immediately sue to have the worked stopped because there's a three legged frog
that only seems to live... on your property for some reason..
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“ Some residents complain about controlled burns because they put smoke in the air and spike hospital visits from people with asthma.”
Their asthma must really be doing well now. If you live near a forest, you’ll have to deal with it. As it is now, not doing controlled burns
has done more damage. The level of smoke and particulates in the air in the entire region is far beyond anything that controlled burns
would do.
What’s the alternative? Not doing the burns and having the entire region soaked in smoke for weeks?
Regarding climate change. Worldwide temperatures haven’t increased much at all. A half degree of change doesn’t cause this; poor
forest management does. Did brush not dry out and burn in the 1700s? Trying to make this into a climate change issue obfuscates the
actual issue: poor forest management due to well-meaning, but ultimately ignorant environmental activists. It’s like the people that
oppose hunting which leads to game animal overpopulation which causes mass starvation events.
Texas doesn’t have problems with increasing fire events. They have fires like they always have; climate change hasn’t made Texas fires
worse. So the premise of climate change causing California’s problems is a false one. California is unique because of policy, not climate
change. California has always been a dry tinderbox. The fierce Santa Ana winds aren’t a climate change thing. They have been there
since long before industrialization as have fires. They are more severe now because of an increase in fuel, not because of a climate
change. The difference now is that we have a bunch of people and some of those people don’t understand that you have to cut trees if
you want to save more trees.
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mo
moth0

22 HRS AGO

Reply toto
Reply

They're trying, pending lawsuits... for example the one filed by the Center for Biological Diversity: "For Immediate Release, July 10,
2019"
"LOS ANGELES― Conservation groups sued the Trump administration today to halt a logging project in a roadless area of Los Padres
National Forest that would destroy prime habitat for endangered California condors. Because of the project’s remote location, it also
would fail to protect communities from wildfires as federal officials have claimed.
Today’s lawsuit, filed in U.S. District Court in Los Angeles, says the U.S. Forest Service violated federal law by approving the removal
of large-diameter trees along 12 miles of Tecuya Ridge in the San Emigdio Mountains, including in the rugged Antimony Roadless
Area."
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20 HRS AGO
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Agree with your first point about asthma, but the article acknowledges that this is a forest management issue and merely brings up
climate change to point out that this is becoming worse and will become worse in the future. It is a fact that climate change can
exacerbates wildfires. It is not that the warming temperatures are drying vegetation, but that droughts, dry thunderstorms, and heatwaves
may become more severe and common due to changing weather patterns, which can also bring tree-killing mountain pine beetles that
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increase fire fuel. As with your comparison with Texas, California has a much drier climate and different kinds of vegetation, so it is not
just forest management that sets them apart. Using one state's wildfire cases over time also doesn't prove climate change's effects on
wildfires.
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Still Tired

1 DAY AGO

Has anyone checked the demographics of those affected by the fires? Where's the headline: "Whites are disproportionately impacted by
the wildfires in California."?
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That's the result of decades of "white flight"?
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Melancholanomie

1 DAY AGO

The whole west is on fire
inciweb.nwcg.gov
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Word! CA is getting the news focus for its populations in harm's way, but all of the Western US is ablaze. From Texas to So. Dakota to
Montana to Washington to Oregon to California to Arizona to New Mexico to all other enclosed western mountainous states, they're all
hosting multiple wildfires--on federal lands!
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Melancholanomie

1 DAY AGO

It’s always a relief when you can blame somebody else , the other, for something .It instills a sense of power, When you know who to
blame
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MORE IN ACCIDENTS AND FIRES

California nears record in 2020 for acres burned and it’s not even September
2018 was California's record year for acres burned by wildfires. "We are dealing with different climate conditions that
are precipitating in fires the likes of which we have not seen in modern recorded history," Gov. Gavin Newsom said
Monday.
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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 Nationwide
- Lassen National Forest, Forestwide (excluding Projects occurring in more than one Forest)
- Lassen National Forest, Occurring in more than one District (excluding Forestwide)
- Lassen National Forest, Almanor Ranger District
- Lassen National Forest, Eagle Lake Ranger District
- Lassen National Forest, Hat Creek Ranger District

Projects Occurring Nationwide
Project Name
Locatable Mining Rule - 36
CFR 228, subpart A.
EIS

Project Purpose
- Regulations, Directives,
Orders

Planning Status
In Progress
NOI in Federal
Register
09/13/2018
Est. FEIS NOA in
Federal Register
11/2021

Decision
Expected:
12/2021

Expected
Implementation
12/2021

Project Contact
Nancy Rusho
202-731-9196
nancy.rusho@usda.gov

Description: The U.S. Department of Agriculture proposes revisions to its regulations at 36 CFR 228, Subpart A
governing locatable minerals operations on National Forest System lands.A draft EIS & proposed rule should be
available for review/comment in late 2020
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=57214
Location: UNIT - All Districts-level Units. STATE - All States. COUNTY - All Counties. LEGAL - Not Applicable
These regulations apply to all NFS lands open to mineral entry under the US mining laws. More Information is
available at: https://www.fs.usda.gov/science-technology/geology/minerals/locatable-minerals/current-revisions
Back To Top
Lassen National Forest, Forestwide (excluding Projects occurring in more than one
Forest)
Project Name
Lassen NF Communication
Uses Permit Reissuance
Project
CE

Project Purpose
- Special use management

Planning Status
In Progress
Scoping Start
09/27/2019

Decision
Expected:
08/2020

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Expected
Implementation
10/2020

Project Contact
Nancy Barrera
530-257-2151
nbarrera@fs.fed.us

Description: Lassen National Forest proposes to issue new special use authorizations for existing
communication uses on the Forest, to replace existing or expired authorization terms.
Location: UNIT - Lassen National Forest All Units. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen. LEGAL - Not
Applicable Antelope Lookout, Keddie Ridge, Turner Mtn., Table Mtn.,Hamilton Mtn., West Prospect, Hat Creek,
and Morgan Summit
Lassen National Forest
Motor Vehicle Use Map
Update Project
EA

- Recreation management

In Progress
Scoping Start
03/05/2019
Est. Comment
Period
09/2020

Expected:
12/2020

01/2021

Leslie Ross
530-252-6622
lross@fs.fed.us

Description: This project enhances off-highway motorized recreation opportunity by increasing the mileage of
existing roads and connectivity of routes, available to off highway vehicles, while providing for public safety and
protecting resources.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=55457

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110506[9/22/2020 10:04:51 PM]

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Location: UNIT - Lassen National Forest All Units. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Lassen, Plumas,
Shasta, Tehama. LEGAL - Not Applicable Multiple linear features throughout Lassen National Forest
In Progress
FEIS NOA in
Federal Register
03/29/2018

Expected:
12/2020

12/2020

Chris Obrien
530-252-6698

Lassen National Forest
Over-Snow Vehicle(OSV)
Use Designation
EIS

- Recreation management
- Road management

   *UPDATED*

Description: The Forest Service is evaluating management of over snow vehicle (OSV) use on the Lassen
National Forest for the designation of LNF system roads, trails, and areas where OSV use will be allowed.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=45832

cjobrien@fs.fed.us

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.
Back To Top
Lassen National Forest, Occurring in more than one District (excluding Forestwide)
Project Name
Hat Creek-Westwood
Hazard Reduction Project
CE

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

Planning Status
In Progress
Scoping Start
08/22/2019

Decision
Expected:
08/2020

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Expected
Implementation
10/2020

Project Contact
Andrew Orlemann
530.252.6693
andrew.orlemann@usda.gov

Description: The project involves timber stand improvements designed to reduce hazards associated with
PG&E's Hat Creek to Westwood transmission line.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=56660
Location: UNIT - Hat Creek Ranger District, Eagle Lake Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen,
Shasta. LEGAL - Not Applicable Township (T) 35 North (N), Range (R) 40 East (E); T35N, R50E; T34N, R50E;
T34N, R60E; T33N, R60E; T33N, R70E; T32N, R70E; T32N, R80E; T31N, R80E; T30N, R90E;and T29N, R90E
of the Mount Diablo Meridian
Analysis
Completed

Expected:
08/2020
Actual:
08/12/2020

08/2020

Chris Obrien
530-252-6698

Southwest Lassen
Watershed Improvement
Project
CE

- Watershed management

   *UPDATED*

Description: The LNF proposes a limited set of activities that could be implemented to address the purpose and
need. The activities can be categorized into two different types: activities at road-stream intersections and
rehabilitation of non-NFS routes.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=54111

cjobrien@fs.fed.us

Location: UNIT - Almanor Ranger District, Hat Creek Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte,
Lassen, Plumas, Shasta, Tehama. LEGAL - Not Applicable The project area includes Lassen NF lands within Old
Cow, Battle, Antelope, Mill, Deer, Big Chico, Butte and upper Feather River watersheds.
Back To Top
Lassen National Forest, Almanor Ranger District
Project Name

Project Purpose

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Planning Status
In Progress
Scoping Start
07/01/2020

Decision
Expected:
10/2020

Expected
Implementation
08/2021

Project Contact
Nancy Barrera
530-258-5107

Butte County Radio
Repeater Project
CE

- Special use management

   *NEW LISTING*

Description: LNF proposes for Butte Co Sheriff's Office S&R to install a VHF radio repeater including shelter,
batteries, antenna, and solar panels, an emergency radio communications repeater by issuing a Special Use
Authorization for private mobile radio service

nbarrera@fs.fed.us

Location: UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Township 26 North,

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110506[9/22/2020 10:04:51 PM]

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Range 5 East, Section 3, at an elevation of 7,087 feet ASL The project location is located west of Lost Lake on
the Almanor Ranger District and approximately 700 feet east of the Pacific Crest Trail
Jones Meadow Fuels
Reduction
CE

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

Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
07/2020

Expected:
03/2021

06/2021

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).
Robbers Creek Watershed
EA
   *UPDATED*

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

In Progress
Scoping Start
06/14/2019
Est. Comment
Period
10/2020

Expected:
12/2020

04/2021

Coye Burnett
530-258-5197
coye.burnett@usda.gov

Description: The Robbers Creek Watershed EA project objective is to restore watershed health by implementing
treatments that improve the ecological resilience of aspen, meadow, stream and forest habitats.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=56356
Location: UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen, Plumas. LEGAL - T29N R8E
sec. 1, 2, 12, 13; T29N R9E sec. 6, 7, 18, 19 and 20; T30N R8 sec. 7, 9, 15, 16, 17, 18, 21, 22, 26, 27, 34 and
35; MDM Located within the Swain Management Area, on the Almanor Ranger District. The southern extent of
the project boundary is located 2.5 miles North of Westwood, CA on Hwy A-21 and north to Barnes Flat.
West Shore Community
Wildfire Protection Project
EA

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

In Progress
Scoping Start
05/01/2019
Est. Comment
Period
07/2020

Expected:
05/2021

05/2021

Matthew Cerney
530-258-5191
matthew.cerney@usda.gov

Description: Mixed-conifer forest veg mgt project designed to 1)reduce haz fuels within WUI;2)increase forest
health and veg diversity;3)provide an economic benefit to the local community;4)Protect ecosystems and wildlife
habitat;5)Improve forest health in RCAs
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=56312
Location: UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T. 27N, R. 8E,
Sections 18, 19, 20, and 30; T27N, R7E, Sec. 3, 4, 9, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 23, and 24; Mount Diablo Meridian
In Plumas County, CA on the Lassen National Forest adjacent to Lake Almanor's west shore, surrounding the
communities of Lake Almanor West and Prattville & the Rocky Point Campground
Yellow Creek Watershed
Restoration
EA
   *UPDATED*

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

In Progress
Scoping Start
07/01/2020
Est. Comment
Period
11/2020

Expected:
01/2021

08/2021

Coye Burnett
530-258-5197
coye.burnett@usda.gov

Description: Project aims to recover the ecological potential of meadows, aspen, riparian and forested
vegetation in the project area by restoring their form and function to a self-sustaining state that is resilient to a
range of future conditions and wildfire.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=57968

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110506[9/22/2020 10:04:51 PM]

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Location: UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - The project area
falls within Township 27 North, Range 6 East, Sections 27, 34, and 35 Mount Diablo Base Meridian (MDBM). The
Yellow Creek Project is located on the Lassen National Forest on the Almanor Ranger District (Figure 1). The
project encompasses approximately 4 miles of Yellow Creek within the Upper Feather River Watershed in
Plumas County, CA.
Back To Top
Lassen National Forest, Eagle Lake Ranger District
Project Name
Acer Vegetation
Management Project
EA

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

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Planning Status
In Progress
Scoping Start
11/25/2019
Est. Comment
Period
08/2020

Decision
Expected:
12/2020

Expected
Implementation
05/2021

Project Contact
Andrew Orlemann
530-252-6693
andrew.orlemann@usda.gov

Description: Project objectives are fuels reduction, forest health improvement and watershed restoration.
Activities include:Plantation thinning & windrow redistribution; fuels thinning; prescribed burning; and
transportation management.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=55762
Location: UNIT - Eagle Lake Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Lassen National Forest, Eagle Lake Ranger District, Approximately 20 miles northwest of Susanville, Lassen
County, California.
Calfire Dyer
Communications Site
Project
CE
   *NEW LISTING*

- Special use management

In Progress
Scoping Start
09/01/2020

Expected:
10/2020

10/2020

Nancy Barrera
530-257-2151
nancy.barrera@usda.gov

Description: Lassen National Forest proposes to issue Calfire a new special use permit to install a 10' x 10'
metal sea container at the Dyer Mountain Communications Site. They will move their existing communication
equipment from the lookout into the container.
Location: UNIT - Eagle Lake Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Dyer Mountain Lookout, Eagle Lake Ranger District, Lassen National Forest, T28N,R08E,Sec36.

Dyer Mountain
Communication Site
Development
CE

- Special use management

Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
08/2021

Expected:
10/2021

05/2022

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

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.
Fredonyer Butte Trail
Project
EA

- Recreation management

In Progress
Scoping Start
04/20/2020
Est. Comment
Period
07/2020

Expected:
10/2020

05/2021

Kirsten Pasero
530-252-5854
kirsten.pasero@usda.gov

Description: Develop approximately 24.5 miles of multi-use, non-motorized loop trails & two trailheads, for
hiking/walking, bicycling & equestrian use. Trailheads near Fredonyer Crest & Goumaz Campground would
include parking, informational kiosks & restrooms.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=58023
Location: UNIT - Eagle Lake Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen. LEGAL - Not Applicable

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110506[9/22/2020 10:04:51 PM]

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Project Trails are in Fredonyer Butte area, north of St Hwy 36 & SW of ST Hwy 44; providing non-motorized
connections between Fredonyer Pass, Fredonyer Butte & Bizz Johnson National Historic Trail.
North Eagle Lake, Champs
Flat, and Lower Pine Creek
Allotments Grazing Mgt.
Project
EA
   *UPDATED*

- Grazing management

In Progress
Comment Period
07/15/2020

Expected:
10/2020

05/2021

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

Description: Grazing allotment management plans.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=48381
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.
Back To Top

Lassen National Forest, Hat Creek Ranger District
Project Name
17 Road Crossings Project,
Phase II
CE

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

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Planning Status
Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
09/2020

Decision
Expected:
12/2020

Expected
Implementation
07/2021

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

Description: This project is intended to restore a degraded section of North Digger Creek Channel, reduce the
sediment entering the Battle Creek watershed, provide effective aquatic organism passage, protect NFS
infrastructure, and enhance aspen stands.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=56425
Location: UNIT - Hat Creek Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Shasta. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Approximately three miles west of Lassen Volcanic National Park in Township 30 North, Range 3 East, sections
22 and 27, Mount Diablo Meridian.
2014 Hat Creek Fire
Restoration Project
EA

- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)

In Progress
Scoping Start
12/17/2019
Est. Comment
Period
08/2020

Expected:
12/2020

01/2021

Tamera Taylor
530-336-5521
tataylor@usda.gov

Description: The purpose of this project is to successfully reforest suitable portions of the landscape deforested
by the 2014 Bald and Eiler Fires and to reduce the spread of known and new invasive plant infestations within
the fire areas.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=57170
Location: UNIT - Hat Creek Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen, Shasta. LEGAL - Not
Applicable Bald and Eiler Fire areas: various sections within T33N:R3E and R4E; T34N:R3E,R4E,R5E,R6E, and
R7E; T35N:R4E,R5E,R6E,and R7E; and T36N;R5E and R6E, Mount Diablo Meridian, Lassen and Shasta
Counties.
Citizens Utility Company
Aerial Telephone Line
project
CE

- Special use management

On Hold

N/A

N/A

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 Wells Project
CE

- Grazing management
- Road management

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
07/2020

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110506[9/22/2020 10:04:51 PM]

08/2020

Greg Mayer
530-336-5521

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) - Fuels management
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants

   *UPDATED*

Actual:
08/25/2020

gmayer@fs.fed.us

Description: The Hat Creek Ranger District is proposing the Grayback and Procter Creek Wells Project to
provide two non-potable water sources on NFS lands to be used for fire, forest management activities, road
maintenance, and wildlife and livestock watering.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=57503
Location: UNIT - Hat Creek Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Shasta. LEGAL - Not Applicable
The Grayback site would be located near Big Lake on the west side of the District in T32N, R3E, sec. 10. The
Procter Creek site would be located on the Hat Creek Rim within T35N, R5E, sec. 2-3, 34-35.
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
(voice and TTY) or contact USDA through the
Language, etc.) should contact the responsible Agency or USDA’s TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600
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=110506[9/22/2020 10:04:51 PM]

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 Nationwide
- 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 Nationwide
Project Name
Locatable Mining Rule 36 CFR 228, subpart A.
EIS

Project Purpose
- Regulations, Directives,
Orders

Planning Status
In Progress
NOI in Federal
Register
09/13/2018
Est. FEIS NOA in
Federal Register
11/2021

Decision
Expected:
12/2021

Expected
Implementation
12/2021

Project Contact
Nancy Rusho
202-731-9196
nancy.rusho@usda.gov

Description: The U.S. Department of Agriculture proposes revisions to its regulations at 36 CFR 228, Subpart A
governing locatable minerals operations on National Forest System lands.A draft EIS & proposed rule should be
available for review/comment in late 2020
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=57214
Location: UNIT - All Districts-level Units. STATE - All States. COUNTY - All Counties. LEGAL - Not Applicable
These regulations apply to all NFS lands open to mineral entry under the US mining laws. More Information is
available at: https://www.fs.usda.gov/science-technology/geology/minerals/locatable-minerals/current-revisions
Back To Top
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

   *UPDATED*

Planning Status
In Progress
DEIS NOA in
Federal Register
02/08/2019
Est. FEIS NOA in
Federal Register
01/2021

Decision
Expected:
03/2021

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Expected
Implementation
08/2021

Project Contact
Katherine Carpenter
530-283-7742
katherine.carpenter@usda.gov

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 administered by the Plumas National Forest (forestwide).
Back To Top
Plumas National Forest, Occurring in more than one District (excluding Forestwide)
Project Name

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110511[9/22/2020 10:07:59 PM]

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) In Progress
Scoping Start
05/20/2020

Expected:
11/2020

05/2021

Katherine Carpenter
530-283-7742

2020 PNF Road and Trail
Maintenance Project
CE

- Road management
- Recreation management

   *UPDATED*

Description: This project proposes to maintain 189 miles of NFS roads and trails by removing and replacing
existing road surfaces, guard rails, signs, and culverts; reshaping road surfaces; cleaning ditches and culverts;
and abating hazard trees.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=58203

kacarpenter@fs.fed.us

Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District, Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas.
LEGAL - T25N R11E Sections 1, 11-13; T25N R12E Sections 1, 5-6, 8-18, 20-24; T25N R13E Sections 3, 5-10,
16-18; T26N R11E Section 36; T26N R12E Sections 1-5, 7-17, 20-29, more in "other project information". South of
Antelope Lake, west of Wheeler Peak, north of Mt. Ingalls, and east of Doyle Crossing on the Beckwourth and Mt.
Hough Ranger Districts, of the Plumas National Forest, Plumas County, CA.
Walker Fire Recovery
Project
EA
   *UPDATED*

- Forest products
- Fuels management

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
08/2020
Actual:
08/20/2020

08/2020

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

Description: Remove fire-killed and fire-injured trees to recover the economic value and manage fuel loading over
the short- and long-term. Construct or repair water drafting locations and construct temporary roads, landings, and
skid trails.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=58204
Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District, Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas.
LEGAL - T25N R11E Sections 1, 11-13; T25N R12E Sections 1-18, 20-24; T25N R13E Sections 3-10, 15-18;
T26N R11E Section 36; T26N R12E Sections 1-5, 7-36; more in "other project information". South of Antelope
Lake, west of Wheeler Peak, north of Mt. Ingalls, and east of Doyle Crossing on the Beckwourth and Mt. Hough
Ranger Districts, of the Plumas National Forest, Plumas County, CA.

Walker Fire Rehabilitation
Project
CE

- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
- Grazing management

Cancelled

N/A

N/A

Katherine Carpenter
530-283-7742

   *UPDATED*

Description: This project would replace twenty-six miles of fencing, four water systems, and three cattle guard
wings, all associated with range allotments, and replace eleven wildlife guzzlers. *This project no longer includes
timber harvest related activities.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=58032

kacarpenter@fs.fed.us

Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District, Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas.
LEGAL - T25N, R11E Sections 1, 11-13; T25N R12E Sections 1-18, 20-24; T25N R13E Sections 3-10, 15-18;
T26N R11E Section 36; T26N R12E Sections 1-5, 7-36; more in "other project information" The Walker Fire
perimeter is located on the Mt. Hough and Beckwourth Ranger Districts of the Plumas National Forest.
Back To Top
Plumas National Forest, Beckwourth Ranger District
Project Name
Feather River Inn Water
System
CE

Project Purpose
- Special use management

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Planning Status
On Hold

Decision
N/A

Expected
Implementation
N/A

Project Contact
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.
Haskell Project
CE

- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)

In Progress
Scoping Start

Expected:
09/2020

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110511[9/22/2020 10:07:59 PM]

10/2020

Keli Ward
(530) 836-7157

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) -

   *UPDATED*

- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
- Road management
- Forest products

09/05/2018

Keli.Ward@usda.gov

Description: Improve forest health and enhance resistance to insect and disease attacks. Proposed activities may
include: mechanical thinning, hand thinning, grapple piling, pile burning, underburning, and decommissioning of
non-system roads.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=52569
Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
The project is located 4 to 6 miles Southeast of Graeagle, CA and 10 miles south of Portola in Plumas and Sierra
Counties, California.
Ramelli Ranch Erosion
Improvement, Pipeline
and Corral Maintenance
Project
CE
   *UPDATED*

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

In Progress
Scoping Start
12/17/2019

Expected:
10/2020

11/2020

Martha Roberts
530-836-7166
martha.roberts@usda.gov

Description: The project proposes to authorize maintenance of buried irrigation pipeline, address erosion
concerns near the river corridor, and authorize reconstruction of an existing corral.
Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T23N, R14E,
Sections 27 and 28. The Ramelli Ranch Allotment is located approximately 2 miles west of Beckwourth and south
of State Highway 70 on National Forest Systems Lands in Plumas County, California.
In Progress
Comment Period
01/08/2020

Expected:
09/2020

09/2020

Joseph Hoffman
530-283-2050

Thompson Meadow
Restoration Project
EA

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

   *UPDATED*

Description: To restore historic floodplain function and the historic meadow water table elevation along a 0.6 mile
reach of Thompson Creek, a tributary to McReynolds Creek, which flows to Red Clover Creek.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=52760

jahoffman@fs.fed.us

Location: UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Township 25N,
Range 13E, Sections 25 and 36 Approximately 11 air miles north of Portola, CA in Plumas County, California.
Two Rivers Soccer Camp
Permit Re-issue
CE

- Special use management

In Progress
Scoping Start
05/01/2015

Expected:
01/2020

01/2020

Jeremy Dorsey
909 382-2837
jdorsey02@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

Project Purpose

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Planning Status
In Progress
Scoping Start
06/19/2020

Decision
Expected:
10/2020

Expected
Implementation
10/2020

Project Contact
Maria Cisneros
530-532-7444

Buzzards Roost Trail and
Trail Maintenance Project
CE

- Recreation management

   *UPDATED*

Description: Sections of older existing trails are not constructed to Forest Service standards and can create
impacts to soil and water quality, and are not sustainable as built. Minor reconstruction and sometimes more
extensive realignments are needed.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=58344

mcisneros@fs.fed.us

Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Buzzards Roost Trail, Minerva Bar Trail, Butte Bar Trail, Hartman Bar Trail, and Table Rock Bar Trail
Cal Trans Pulga
Maintenance Station

- Special use management

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
09/2020

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110511[9/22/2020 10:07:59 PM]

09/2020

Maria Cisneros
530-534-6500

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) -

Employee Housing
Demolition Special Use
Project
CE
   *NEW LISTING*

Actual:
09/16/2020

maria.cisneros@usda.gov

Description: The California Department of Transportation (Cal Trans) has submitted a request for an amendment
to their special use permit for maintenance station at Pulga on Highway 70. The amendment would authorize the
removal of two buildings and adding storage
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=58753
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte. LEGAL - Not Applicable
California Highway 70. Post miles 42.11, MDM, T. 23N., R. 5E., section 32, Butte County, California.

Concow Resilience
Project
CE

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

In Progress
Scoping Start
12/11/2019

Expected:
09/2020

10/2020

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

Description: Proposes to undertake a series of reforestation, revegetation, and brush control activities following
high-severity fire in and around the Concow Basin.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=57311
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Lands of the Lassen National Forest administered by the Plumas National Forest in the Concow Basin, east of
Paradise, California off CA Highway 70.
FRRD Abandoned Mine
Closures 2019
CE
   *UPDATED*

- Minerals and Geology

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
07/2020
Actual:
07/01/2020

07/2020

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

Description: Abandoned mine closures and site reclamation
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=56831
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Plumas, Sierra. LEGAL Not Applicable Four sites on the Feather River Ranger District
In Progress
Scoping Start
09/16/2020

Expected:
09/2020

05/2021

Donna Duncan
530-283-7614

FRRD Abandoned Mine
Closures 2020
CE

- Minerals and Geology

   *NEW LISTING*

Description: These abandoned mines currently pose a safety and health risk to the public. There are open shafts
and open adits, surrounded by unstable rock and possibly trash at some sites. Within the underground workings,
unstable rock, rotting timbers, rusting
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=58818

dmduncan@fs.fed.us

Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Plumas, Sierra, Yuba.
LEGAL - Not Applicable Soapstone-Tractor, Union-Keystone Point, Queen City, Three Ravines, Hornet Mine
In Progress
Scoping Start
09/11/2019

Expected:
12/2020

01/2021

Jason Vermillion
530-532-7434

French Creek I Hazardous
Fuels Reduction
CE

- Fuels management
- Forest products

   *UPDATED*

Description: The French Creek I project proposes to reduce hazardous fuels and stand density through
commercial and pre-commercial thinning, mastication of brush and prescribed burning using GTR-220 and 237
methods. The project will treat no more than 3,000 acres
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=56798

jvermillion@fs.fed.us

Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Located ~ 10 miles north of Berry Creek, at elevations ranging between 2,300 and 4,500 feet. Annual precipitation
ranges between 55 and 70 inches. The Camp Fire burned through the majority of the area
French Creek II Insect and - Fuels management
- Forest products
Disease Resilience
Project
CE

In Progress
Scoping Start
06/19/2020

Expected:
02/2021

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110511[9/22/2020 10:07:59 PM]

04/2021

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

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Description: Proposes to reduce stand density and hazardous fuels through commercial and pre-commercial
thinning, mastication of brush, and prescribed burning. Residual stands will be more open, increasing the amount
of available soil moisture and sunlight.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=58343
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Between Four Trees and Coyote Gap in the French Creek Basin.
Granite Basin OHV Trail
Development Project
EA

- Recreation management
- Road management

   *UPDATED*

In Progress
Scoping Start
05/15/2019
Est. Comment
Period
12/2020

Expected:
04/2021

04/2021

Clay Davis
530-532-8940
clay.davis@usda.gov

Description: The Forest Service is proposing to meet the need for additional OHV riding opportunities for the
Granite Basin recreation area. This proposal has two components: construction/reconstruction of OHV trail and
road reclassification to authorize OHV use.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=55986
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Granite Basin
PG&E Overhead
Powerline River Crossing
at Pulga Special Use
Request
CE
   *NEW LISTING*

- Special use management

In Progress
Scoping Start
09/16/2020

Expected:
10/2020

10/2020

Maria Cisneros
530-532-7444
mcisneros@fs.fed.us

Description: PG&E is proposing new overhead electric distribution (12kV) line over the North Fork Feather River
in the Plumas National Forest to replace the existing river crossing that services Pulga and Union Pacific railroad.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=58816
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Highway 70 along North Fork Feather River at Pulga, Butte County, California
Analysis
Completed

Expected:
07/2020
Actual:
07/02/2020

07/2020

Erika Brenzovich
530-283-7622

PG&E Underground
Electric Powerline Special
Use Request
CE

- Special use management

   *UPDATED*

Description: PG&E is proposing to install a new underground electric power line within the Highway 70 corridor
that will replace approximately 10 miles of the Bucks Creek 1101 12kV pole line that was damaged during the
Camp Fire.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=56962

ebrenzovich@fs.fed.us

Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Plumas. LEGAL - Not
Applicable Approximately 10 miles within the Highway 70 corridor between Pulga Road and Cresta Dam.
Strawberry Wildfire
Resilience Project
CE
   *UPDATED*

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

In Progress
Scoping Start
03/29/2019

Expected:
12/2020

01/2021

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

Description: Reduce hazardous fuels and reduce the risk of insect and disease-caused tree mortality through
mechanical and hand thinning, mastication of brush, grapple and hand piling, targeted grazing, and prescribed and
pile burning.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=55801
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Plumas, Yuba. LEGAL Not Applicable Located nearby Sly Creek Reservoir on and near the La Porte Quincy Highway, Strawberry Valley,
CA, is one of a number of small, rural communities surrounded by the Plumas National Forest (WUI).

YWA - Cottage Creek
Dam Modification Special
Use
CE

- Special use management

In Progress
Scoping Start
03/31/2020

Expected:
11/2020

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110511[9/22/2020 10:07:59 PM]

04/2021

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

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) -

   *UPDATED*

Description: Yuba Water Agency has requested authorization to modify a 1960 earthen dam partially occupying
NFS lands. The dam is not within the FERC boundary and is not currently authorized through a special use. We
propose to authorize modification and operatio
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=57979
Location: UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Yuba. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Cottage Creek Dam is located in northeastern Yuba County, approximately 30 miles northeast of Yuba City, at an
approximate elevation of 2,000 feet, on Plumas National Forest and YWA-owned land that is directly adjacent to
the Tahoe National Forest.
Back To Top

Plumas National Forest, Mt. Hough Ranger District
Project Name
Bud Lee Placer Mining
Plan of Operations
EA

Project Purpose
- Minerals and Geology

   *UPDATED*

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Planning Status
In Progress
Scoping Start
02/11/2020
Est. Comment
Period
11/2020

Decision
Expected:
02/2021

Expected
Implementation
04/2021

Project Contact
Donna Duncan
530-283-7614
donna.duncan@usda.gov

Description: Continued mining using heavy equipment to excavate materials from existing pit, and process with a
trommel wash plant 7 sluice box. Occupancy of the site during operations will include tents and a portable toilet.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=57744
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T25N, R7E, Sec
27 The Bud Lee claim is near Richbar, in the Feather River Canyon
CA DWR Antelope Trench
Sites
CE
   *NEW LISTING*

- Special use management

Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
11/2020

Expected:
01/2021

09/2021

Colleen Heard
530-283-7622
colleen.heard@usda.gov

Description: In order to better define the location and tectonic activity of the Indian Creek fault, which could
influence the safety of Antelope Lake Da. DWR is proposing to excavate up to three locations in the fall 2021.
Proposed sites are NW of Antelope Lake
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T28N R12E Sec
30-31 L

China Bar Placer Mining
Plan of Operations
EA

- Minerals and Geology

On Hold

N/A

N/A

Donna Duncan
530-283-7614

   *UPDATED*

Description: Placer mining bench gravels in the North Fork Feather River Drainage. Use of a small backhoe and
a trommel. Settling ponds will prevent discharge into river.

dmduncan@fs.fed.us

Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T26N, R8E, Sec
19 Seneca, CA, China Bar
Long Valley Forest Health
Project
CE

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

Developing
Proposal
Est. Scoping Start
10/2019

Expected:
02/2020

09/2020

Kyla Sabo
530-283-7652
kylasabo@fs.fed.us

Description: Improve forest health and fire resiliency within the project area as well as reduce meadow and aspen
encroachment by lodgepole pine.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=56891
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T26N R8E
Sections 11-13, 24, T26N, R9E Sections 7, 18, 19, 30 The project area is South of Round Valley Resevior.

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110511[9/22/2020 10:07:59 PM]

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) Moonlight-Superior Drill
Project
CE

- Minerals and Geology

On Hold

N/A

N/A

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

Description: Exploratory drilling, drill pad constriction, sump pit excavation, water for drilling, improve some roads,
some cross country travel.
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T27N, R10E, Sec
1,12, T27N, R11E, Sec 6 Moonlight Valley, north of Taylorsville, CA
Mt. Hough Phase 2
CE

- Recreation management

In Progress
Scoping Start
11/13/2019

Expected:
10/2020

04/2021

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

   *NEW LISTING*
Description: Construction of ~ 37 miles of new motorized trails, which will be added to the Mt. Hough recreational
trail system. These trails will provide connectivity between existing routes, and link the system to the communities
of Taylorsville and Quincy.
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Quincy, CA
R.E. Dahlens Placer
Mining Plan of Operations
EA

- Minerals and Geology

On Hold

N/A

N/A

   *UPDATED*

Description: Placer mining, continuing operation, on North Fork Feather River

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

Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T26N, R8e, Sec 16
west of Seneca, CA
Toilet Removal - Snake
Lake and Greenville
Campground
CE
   *UPDATED*

- Recreation management

In Progress
Scoping Start
12/09/2019

Expected:
10/2020

03/2021

Leslie Edlund
530-283-7620
ledlund@fs.fed.us

Description: Removal of two vault toilet buildings: one at Snake Lake Campground and one at Greenville
Campground.The Snake Lake toilet is old and has been replaced with a CXT. The Greenville toilet has a
suspected cracked vault.
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Snake Lake Campground - T24N, R9E, Section 6. Greenville Campground - T27N, R9E, Section 34
In Progress
Scoping Start
07/20/2020

Expected:
10/2020

11/2020

Donna Duncan
530-283-7614

Treasure Canyon Lode
Mine
CE

- Minerals and Geology

   *NEW LISTING*

Description: In order to access the underground working, the caved adit must be reopened, using heavy
equipment. Roads will have to be re-opened and a temporary bridge installed over lights creek and a small camp
for the miners and equipment on the landing.

donna.duncan@usda.gov

Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T27N, R11E, Sec
5 Adjacent to Lights Creek
Union Pacific Railroad
Debris Straining Grizzlies
CE
   *UPDATED*

- Special use management

Analysis
Completed

Expected:
09/2020
Actual:
07/01/2020

10/2020

Leslie Edlund
530-283-7620
ledlund@fs.fed.us

Description: UPRR proposes to maintain two debris-straining structures, referred to as grizzlies, located in the
Plumas National Forest. The project involves two grizzly structures, the north grizzly and the south grizzly, located
above the RR tracks, Fern Creek.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=58054
Location: UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable
Fern Canyon, a tributary to the Feather River. North grizzly - latitude 40.003532 ,longitude -121.244470 . South
grizzly - latitude 40.003366, longitude -121.244678 .

http://data.ecosystem-management.org/nepaweb/current-sopa.php?forest=110511[9/22/2020 10:07:59 PM]

Schedule Of Proposed Actions (SOPA) 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
(voice and TTY) or contact USDA through the
Language, etc.) should contact the responsible Agency or USDA’s TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600
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[9/22/2020 10:07:59 PM]

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

.

Thad Walker
Mike Taylor
Dave Steindorf; Moak, Peggy
Re: Comments regarding Poe Hiking Trail Feasibility Study
Tuesday, August 18, 2020 7:56:06 PM

ATTENTION: This message originated from outside Butte County. Please exercise judgment before opening
attachments, clicking on links, or replying.

.

Hi Mike,
Thanks for reaching out and for providing comments in response to the PG&E letter about the
Poe Hiking Trail Feasibility Study. I have cc'ed Peggy Moak, Butte County, on this email who
is collecting comments in response to the letter. It is good for the Coordinating Committee to
hear feedback from the public but your comments may be most effective if they are sent
directly to FERC. Thanks again for taking the time to provide your valuable inputs.
Dave, can you provide guidance on how comments can be directly sent to FERC as I am sure
there will be additional.
Thad

On Tue, Aug 18, 2020 at 2:45 PM Mike Taylor <ljmftaylor68@gmail.com> wrote:
Thad: I will be unable to attend the Land Use Coordinating Committee meeting today. The
following are my comments regarding the feasibility study and comments made by PG&E
on July 20.
During Poe project relicensing I encountered trail fragments of various length and condition
each time I dropped down from the Bardees Bar Road to the Feather River. It became clear
that a trail used for mining access ran at one time from the vicinity of the junction of the
Bardees Bar Road and the Windy Gap access road downstream to a place named Yankee
Bar. Downstream of Yankee Bar three ditches were located that extended trail access to a
point below the Poe Powerhouse Road. In all approximately three miles of historic trail and
associated ditches were located.
After retirement, another retiree and I brushed, logged out, removed slough and, in places,
reconstructed trail fragments eventually completing a nearly continuous trail of around three
miles in length that ranged from 2 to 3 feet in width. The existing trail was wider in some
areas.
The trail exists. It is not a conceptual trail as PG&E asserts. There are nearly three miles of
walkable conceptual trail. Granted the trail is not continuous, has some workable
engineering challenges and will require several thousand feet of new construction to the Poe
Powerhouse Road but conceptual it is not.
PG&E has described the merely obvious challenges but has not adequately evaluated each.
Without knowing cultural resource and foothill yellow legged frog habitat locations along
with any necessary mitigation, it is premature to state that the trail is not feasible. The same
may be said regarding access across private land. Stating that the trail is not feasible without
further evaluation does not make it so.

The clearest justification for the Poe trail is the second paragraph on page 11 of the July
2020 BCRCD Poe Hiking Trail Feasibility Study
Mike Taylor

Sent from my iPad
-Thad Walker

Conservation Project Coordinator
Butte County Resource Conservation District
150 Chuck Yeager Way - Suite A
Oroville, CA 95965O
C: 828.553.7083
O: 530.693.3173

