BUTTE COUNTY FOREST ADVISORY COMMITTEE
__________________________________________________________________________________________
August 24, 2015 - 4:00 P.M.
ITEM NO.
1.00

Call to order – Oroville Treasurer-Auditor Conference Room, 25 County Center Dr. next to Ste. 125

2.00

Pledge of allegiance to the Flag of the United States of America (if American flag is present)

2.01

Roll Call - Invited Guests: Randy Gould (District Ranger, Plumas NF), Sarah Reynolds (BCNRCD),
Thad Walker (Chico Velo); Mike Crump (Butte Coordinating Committee) Supervisor Doug Teeter
__________________________________________________________________________________________
3.00

Consent Agenda

3.01

Review and approve minutes of 6-22-15

4.00

Agenda

4.01

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

4.02

Randy Gould: Plans for the Feather River Ranger District

4.03

Mike Crump & Doug Teeter: Review of status of plans for OHV Grants and future projects – Feather
River Ranger District

4.04

Recreational Trails Grants and Grant Planning – Thad Walker and Bicycle Trails/Tourism –
discussion (Walker/Shary/Faulkner) – 10 Min.

4.05

Review of meeting with PG&E rep Joe Wilson regarding availability of PG&E grants (Shary)-10 min

4.06

Comment Letter on Forbestown Community Protection and Fuel Reduction Project-Project
Description – (Peggy/Mike) – 10 min

4.07

SOPA Review – Current Quarter: Discussion & required FAC action for projects affecting Butte
County listed in 2015 SOPA Reports for Lassen and Plumas NF’s. (Chair)

4.08

Workshop - Forest roads/recreational needs: FAC to come up with a proposed plan for Coordinating
Committee to work with, in preparation for a coordination session with the Plumas and Lassen NF.
Forest Service Plan Considerations: Tourism/Socio-economic impacts, Forestry Management,
Grazing, Water, Motorized and non-motorized recreation, access to trailheads, staging areas for
horses, motorcycles, OHV. Protection of meadows, streams and other sensitive areas (Peggy/Mike)

4.09

Discussion of standardizing 4:00 – 6:00 meeting time at least through next April. Provides additional
Butte County staff support and considers winter darkness coming… (Peggy)

4.10

New Business – considerations for next meeting agenda: Next meeting will be September 28 in
Paradise if the Gold Nugget Museum is available. Start time?



4.11

Discussion/workshop of plan for USFS coordination discussion points to be proposed to CC

Public Comment (THE COMMITTEE IS PROHIBITED BY STATE LAW FROM TAKING ACTION ON
ANY ITEM PRESENTED IF IT IS NOT LISTED ON THE AGENDA.)
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I. INTRODUCTION
Overview
Located off of Interstate 5, the City of Mt. Shasta is an incorporated town in Siskiyou County in
the Shasta Cascades region of California, at the southwestern foot of Mount Shasta. The mission
of the City of Mt. Shasta is to maintain the character and resources of a “small town” community
while striking an appropriate balance between economic development and preservation of quality
of life. The Mount Shasta Trails Association (MSTA) approached the International Mountain
Bicycling Association (IMBA) for the creation of a conceptual trails plan and study of the area.
MSTA’s aim is to make the trails surrounding the City of Mt. Shasta an integral part of a healthy
active and economically vibrant community. This goal will be achieved by building relationships
with local land managers and developing a sustainable purpose-built mountain bicycle trail
system. With the proper investment, the Mt. Shasta has the opportunity to become an IMBA
Ride Center® mountain bicycling destination.

Benefits of Mountain Bicycling
IMBA works to assist local communities, primarily rural ones, in increasing mountain bicycling
tourism as a sustainable, renewable source of economic development. To support this effort, a
variety of studies and research have been aggregated to create an estimate of mountain bicyclerelated tourism expenditures. The sources for inputs into this model include reports by the
Outdoor Industry Alliance (“Outdoor Recreation Participation Report – 2009” and “Special
Report of Youth”), the Western Canada Mountain Bicycling Tourism Association (“Sea to Sky
Mountain Biking Economic Impact Study”), US Census data, tourism studies from across North
America (including the state of Michigan’s Tourism Economic Impact Calculator), and IMBA’s
own proprietary information about its approximately 33,000 members.
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According to the Outdoor Industry Alliance,
mountain bicyclists represent approximately 3.4% of
the US population, or nearly 106 million participants.
IMBA’s own research indicates that enthusiasts, who
represent a portion of this overall number, travel
extensively within a four-hour range and will
typically devote one week per year specifically to
travel to reach mountain bicycling destinations.
Same-day visitors spend approximately $35 per day
in local communities while destination visitors spend
closer to $193 per day (due in part to lodging and
increased meal purchases). These numbers do not
include a multiplier factor so it is clear that the benefit
to local communities can be significant.
While mountain bicyclists are certainly willing to travel to ride they will only do so if their
destination contains a key ingredient: high-quality trails. These trails must be of a sufficient
length and contain a variety of experiences (e.g., traditional singletrack, bike optimized
singletrack, bike park, shuttle options) or they will not create the necessary draw. The
competition for these “destination-quality” locations is slowly increasing over time with some of
the best locations receiving designation as IMBA Ride Centers®.
Mountain bicycle trail systems have benefits to local communities beyond economic
development. Several studies on physical activity have indicated that proximity to recreational
facilities, such as trails, is a predictor for physical activity. To put it simply, if there are walking
and biking trails nearby then residents are more likely to use them and therefore be healthier.
Access to trails also correlates to a higher quality of life, thus making the community more
desirable.
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II. EXISTING CONDITIONS
Area Description
The town of Mt. Shasta is placed on the southwest flanks of Mount Shasta and is surrounded by
rugged mountains. Because of the existing topography, the area has great potential for the
building of mountain bike trails. There are several miles of existing trails in the area, but
unfortunately many of them are illegally built, unsustainable, and in need of modifications or
rerouting. The existing trails draw hikers, mountain bicyclists, and off-road motorcyclists and are
located on Siskiyou County, on National Forest lands, and on private timber company lands.
The planning area covered by this document is depicted on the map contained in Appendix B
(Maps: Planning Area). It essentially represents the upper Sacramento River drainage flowing off
of the Trinity Mountains and the slopes of Mt. Shasta. The dominant community in the planning
area is the city of Mt. Shasta (described in more detail below), while the area also includes the
towns of McCloud, Dunsmuir and within proximity, Weed. All of these communities provide
tourism services, yet none of them are considered “thriving.” Weed has a forest products
processing facility, but Mt. Shasta and McCloud lost their forest products industry many years
ago. Dunsmuir is a historic railroad town (not forest products), but even that industry has greatly
diminished from its heyday.
Because the community is almost completely surrounded by National Forest lands, there are few
opportunities for economic growth other than timber harvest and recreation. However, timber
harvest is a shrinking industry in the region, which leaves recreation and associated activities as
one of the primary economic engines available for development. The area already attracts
visitors to the surrounding lakes and creeks for fishing, swimming, boating, kayaking, and standup paddling, among other activities. However, significant growth is possible with an increase in
high-quality trail based recreation. MSTA has been building a relationship with local US Forest
Service (USFS) officials, which has led to the creation of the Gateway Trails Network. This trail
system is helping to create trust and is an opportunity for the USFS to provide healthy
community recreation adjacent to the city as well as a sustainable economic benefit different than
the traditional resource extraction.
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III. CONSTRAINTS AND OPPORTUNITIES
Constraints
Land Use Permitting and NEPA
When attempting to create new recreational trails on private, state, or federally-owned lands, a
number of environmental processes must be engaged. These generally require one to five years
dedicated to studies, documentation, decision-making, and public review. This incurs a
significant cost that could be funded by the agency, land owner, or in some cases by a user group
such as MSTA. Costs for these can range from $5,000 to $100,000 depending on the size of the
area analyzed, among other factors. The most common process is compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) for actions on federal lands, or actions funded with federal
funding. For actions on state and private lands, the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) is triggered. See Appendix L for more information on CEQA compliance.
NEPA consists of a number of different analyses that must be undertaken to ensure compliance
by the agency proposing a project. These include consideration of impacts to cultural resources,
water quality, and listed plants and animals and their habitats. NEPA can also be required for a
number of actions including timber harvest or forest restoration work. Sometimes it is possible to
utilize areas that have already been subject to NEPA analyses and decisions to simplify or
accelerate the process of approval for new trail actions.
Most of the lands surrounding the City of Mt. Shasta that are most likely to accommodate
mountain bike trails are administered by the USFS. The capacity and ability of the USFS to
undertake environmental analyses is limited by agency staffing and funding. For example, the
Gateway Trails Network project involved several years of environmental analysis, which cost the
USFS approximately $100,000. Thus, groups such as MSTA or MSMBA must be deliberate and
strategic is proposing trail development projects. They must also partner with the USFS via costshare agreements to assist in defraying the costs of NEPA compliance.

Trail Development on Private Lands
Developing trails on private lands will be necessary to fully develop the Conceptual Trails Plan
as envisioned in this document. Unfortunately, this can be a difficult task as most landowners are
hesitent to allow public access on their lands, let alone new trailbuilding. Instances of multiple
landowners within an identified area can also create a barrier. There are many laws and legal
precedents that can protect landowners but these are constantly being modified by caselaw, and
legal counsels may provide varying opinions to their clients. It is also not assured that the trail
constructed on private land will enjoy a long term existence. Most private land in the Mt. Shasta
area is used for timber harvest.
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Mount Shasta Ski Park
The Mount Shasta Ski Park is currently working to build a lift access mountain bike park. In
2013 they added approximately 28 miles of new trails, including a flow trail from the top of
Marmet lift to the base lodge. This is becoming a popular trail that includes the addition of clay
soils and water to mitigate issues associated with the native volcanic soils. The Ski Park has a
downhill ride off its Douglas lift for advanced riders that are highly rated, and this trail is also
watered. Besides the use of water from its snowmaking system, the Ski Park is currently
working on creating a network of armored trails for beginners. Financially, the Ski Park has
invested over $30,000 and plans to continue improving the system in the future.
IMBA Trail Solutions program staff have made recommendations regarding the planning,
design, and construction of these trails, although trail development is being conducted by
untrained staff. Follow-up review of the new trails is needed to ensure that the Ski Park is taking
full advantage of specific user needs, materials, and techniques associated with state-of-the-art
trailbuilding.

Poor Soils
The soils in the Cascade Geomorphic Province area are predominantly loose sandy volcanic ash.
These soils require the use of gentler grades to minimize soil movement and erosion. The arid
climate with hot, dry summers results in minimal soil moisture, which makes soil compaction
difficult to achieve.To the west, in the Klamath Geomorphic Province, the soils have more clay
and silt content and are stony, but are also erodable. Recently completed trail projects such as
the Gateway Trail System, however, demonstrate that with proper design, construction, and
maintenance, the region’s soil offers adequate stability for building excellent, highly sustainable
trails.

Climate
The Mount Shasta climate is mediterranean with wet and cold winters, and dry and hot summers.
The area receives less than 10 inches of rain in the average spring through summer seasons. This
results in dry soils that resist compaction (as noted above). When rain does fall, it creates
significant erosion, especially near existing drainages and gulches on the slopes of Mount Shasta.
These flood zones are not optimal locations for the siting of trails and should be avoided if
possible. With careful planning, however, the region can build world class, sustainable trail
systems that can be used from as early as March or April all the way through Decemeber. Mount
Shasta’s climate, although not ideal for keeping soils moist, offers ideal riding conditions
throughout most of the year.

Harvest Practices on Forest Land
Both existing and proposed trails may be disrupted during timber harvesting, and may require
repairs, relocations, or reconstruction.
INTERNATIONAL MOUNTAIN BICYCLING ASSOCIATION – TRAIL SOLUTIONS
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Illegal Trailbuilding
Currently many of the trails being used by mountain bicyclists are non-system trails on National
Forest lands. These trails were built illegally and have become a source for conflict between
users and land managers. The Forest Service has recently released Motor Vehicle Use Maps that
restrict or close the use of some low standard roads. While old roads are not favored by many
bicyclists, they do open up opportunities for “Easy” skill level rides or connector routes between
single tracks. In addition to illegal trails on public lands, there are indications that the pressure
for bicycle trails is also impacting some private lands, especially those owned by industrial
timber companies.
This report outlines a plan for redirecting users away from illegal, dangerous, environmentally
degrading, non-system trails and towards highly sustainable, professionally constructed, multiuse trails. IMBA’s experience throughout the country—on both public and private lands—
suggests that by offering superior, accessible (legal) trail experiences, users will gladly gravitate
away from non-system trails.
Another consideration of this report is the construction of a bike park, to be located within the
boundaries of Shastice Park. The concept is to build a variety of bike features that offer bike
tracks and trails, potentially including a pump park, dirt jump area, gravity flow lines, and
singletrack flow trails. Besides bulding skills for young riders, the intent is to also provide relief
from illegal trail building by providing a park with sufficient challenges close to town.

Opportunities
Community Support
MSTA has been instrumental in the effort to
increase the community’s economic health and
livability by building and maintaining trails. Their
stewardship of the Gateway Trails Network
construction process was instrumental in providing
convenient access to quality trails and in gaining
support from the USFS. The community
understands that a well-planned trail system can
provide a host of benefits and this has galvanized
their support for future trail development. There is
also meaningful support from key community
leaders to create a small bike park at Shastice,
including endorsement by Mt. Shasta Recreation
and Parks District Administrator Mike Rodriguez.
The Subaru/IMBA Trail Care Crew had a record attendance at their November 2011 Mt. Shasta
visit when local business owners, moms and dads, young gravity-oriented riders, trailbuilders,
land management agency staff, economic development professionals, ski areas, hikers, mountain
INTERNATIONAL MOUNTAIN BICYCLING ASSOCIATION – TRAIL SOLUTIONS
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bikers, and equestrians agreed that more trails and a community of bike-minded people were
priorities for the growth of the community.

USDA Shasta-Trinity National Forest Partnership
MSTA is currently working with the USDA Shasta-Trinity National Forest (STNF) to identify
viable trail building opportunities, management strategies, and funding options. STNF believes
that multi-use trail development remains a compatible and desirable use for public lands around
Mount Shasta. Moreover, STNF agrees that legal trail development in the area would help boost
the local economy, protect natural resources, and inspire the local community to increase their
outdoor recreation activity.
Currently, STNF does not have the human or financial resources to commit to completing NEPA
or building new trails. Due to significant budget cuts over the last three years, STNF will
struggle to maintain their existing infrastructure and responsibilities. Consequently, STNF
suggests that MSTA should actively secure independent funding for future permitting (NEPA),
maintenance, and new construction. In the short term, STNF will continue to work with
MSTA—pending adequate resources— on general maintenance for existing trails, permitting for
future trails, and possibly some small additions to the existing Gateway System.
The Shasta-Trinity Forest also recently completed its Motorized Travel Management Plan
(MTMP) and the Mount Shasta Motor Vehicle Use Map. This MTMP proposes to close certain
locations mentioned in this report to motor vehicle use, which will improve safety by designating
specific trails as non-motorized.

Mount Shasta Ski Park
The Bike Park currently under construction at the Mount Shasta Ski Park has the potential to
attract thousands of users per year and help elevate the Mount Shasta region as a cycling
destination. Bike parks have been successful throughout North America and can help to create a
sustainable year-round income for the facility and the community. Richard Coots, manager for
Mount Shasta Ski Park, expressed support for creating trails that connect the Bike Park to trails
on surrounding National Forest property. This would have the effect of connecting the Bike Park
to the community.

Support From Roseburg Forest Products
During a meeting on August 7, 2012, Arne Hultgren from Roseburg Forest Products expressed
support for the concept of allowing trail construction on company lands. Roseburg Forest
Products’ commitment to the economic success of the community—and possession of lands that
are ideal for trail development—make them an invaluable partner for the creation of a trail-based
economy. In 2013, Roseburg included in their “Snowman Soda” Timber Harvest Plan (THP) the
Shasta Dunsmuir Link Trail. As a certified regulatory program under the CEQA, Public
Resources Code (PRC) 12 CCR 21080.5, the THP process is recognized by the State of
INTERNATIONAL MOUNTAIN BICYCLING ASSOCIATION – TRAIL SOLUTIONS
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California as the functional equivalent of the CEQA EIR process. As such, the THP provides
analysis and full disclosure of environmental consequences of a proposed action, a cumulative
effects analysis, information for consultation with state regulatory agencies and describes
mitigations to lessen the environmental impacts of the action at hand sufficient to support a
negative declaration under CEQA. Roseburg’s willingness to partner with MSTA to build trails
and provide recreational access to private property presents a unique opportunity. IMBA
strongly recommends that MSTA continue to work with Roseburg on building the Shasta
Dunsmuir Link Trail and pursue funding from interested donors.

IMBA Chapter Formation

In 2013, IMBA helped the Mount Shasta region form a new IMBA Chapter: the Mount Shasta
Mountain Bike Association (MSMBA).
The chapter program is IMBA’s newest
initiative to create a unified voice for
mountain bikers. IMBA believes the
mountain bike movement is stronger
when local and national organizations
work in tandem to create great trail
experiences. IMBA has the professional
full-time staff, the database capabilities
and the national capacity to make a high
level impact, while local clubs have the
relationships and local knowledge
needed to get work done on the
ground. The formation of a local IMBA
Chapter greatly improves the capacity
and technical resources available for building trails in the greater Mount Shasta area.

Rails To Trails Route
A conceptual plan has been created to develop the 80+-mile Great Shasta Rail Trail utilizing the
retired McCloud River Railway Company right of way. This route will eventually connect
McCloud to Burney and provide access to a number of recreation sites and attractions. This route
will be an ideal conduit for connecting the community to its trail system. The rail line from Mt.
Shasta City to McCloud has not yet been abandoned.

Outdoor Recreational Activities
Mount Shasta offers myriad outdoor recreational opportunities across all seasons. Tens of
thousands of tourists already travel to the Mount Shasta area for mountain climbing, fly fishing,
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hiking, running, adventure motorcycle riding, rafting and kayaking, road cycling, and more.
Shasta-Trinity National Forest Service surveys indicate that more than 40,000 people register at
the Bunny Flat Trailhead each year and more than 85,000 cars travel up Everitt Memorial
Highway annually (USDA Forest Service, 2009). Numerous events, races, and endurance rides
now attract thousands of users per year during all seasons. These events include but are not
limited to the Tin Man Triathlon, the Mount Shasta Summit Century (16,500 vertical feet and
139 miles), the Ski Park Volcano Mud Run and Downhill, the Fourth of July Fun Run (5,000
participants), and the new Headwaters 50 kilometer Ultra Marathon Run. Combined, these
events bring recreational tourists and potential trail users to the Mount Shasta area during
virtually every season. The Mount Shasta area currently does not offer adequate trail
opportunities to meet the demand presented by all these users.

Proximity To Major Metropolitan Areas
Located approximately four hours from the Bay Area, three hours from Sacramento, and five
hours from Portland Oregon, Mt. Shasta is a convenient getaway for residents of northern
California and Oregon. Caltrans calculates that more than 20,000 cars per day travel up and
down the Interstate 5 corridor (Caltrans, 2012). Because of its small town atmosphere and
beautiful surroundings, the city shows great potential for continued growth in its tourism sector.
Mountain biking and trail development offer one tangible way to significantly increase
recreational tourism in south Siskiyou County.

Topography
The Mount Shasta area offers almost unlimited possibilities for for the construction of
sustainable purpose-built mountain bicycle trails. The surrounding topography ranges from
elevations of 3,000 feet below the City of Dunsmuir to well above 8,000 feet near the Bunny
Flats trailhead on Mount Shasta. From the City of Mount Shasta, trail users can explore high
elevation mountain terrain in all directions: Mount Shasta, Castle Lake, Parks Creek Summit,
Gumboot Lake, and Mount Eddy. Additionally, excellent river trail development opportunities
exist along the Sacramento River near the City of Dunsmuir and above Lake Siskiyou on the
South Fork Sacramento. Few towns in California offer as diverse and ideal topography for trail
building as Mount Shasta.
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IV. Ride Center Status
IMBA Ride Centers

One of the primary reasons
for completing this
assessment is to identify for
MSTA, the City of Mount
Shasta, and south Siskiyou
County potential steps for
transforming the region
into an official IMBA Ride
Center.
A “Ride Center”
designation represents
IMBA’s “Model
Destination Cycling Area”
recognition of large-scale
mountain bike facilities that offer something for every rider and attract tourists from all over the
world. Ride Centers provide the full range of riding experiences today's cycling tourist desire,
from long single-track journeys to family-friendly loops, bike parks with kid friendly skills
courses, to areas with expertly designed technical challenges for advanced riders.

Mt. Shasta Ride Center
By creating a high-quality purpose-built mountain bicycle trail system, Mt. Shasta has the
opportunity to become an IMBA Ride Center. This designation represents IMBA’s recognition
of large-scale mountain bike facilities that offer something for every rider. From backcountry
adventures to shuttle-served gravity trails, and from experts-only to family-friendly singletrack,
visitors can expect to encounter the best the sport has to offer.
Being designated as a Ride Center would clearly identify Mt. Shasta as one of the best mountain
bicycling destinations in the world. This means that the community will see an increase in both
visitors and improvements in quality of life for residents because of better opportunities for
outdoor recreation. As a committed partner, IMBA will promote the Mt. Shasta Ride Center
through its website and other communications (e.g., press releases, IMBA Trail News, eNews,
word of mouth, among others). The designation and rating is based on clear criteria that are not
always objective, and sometimes subjective, but in all cases that will relate to providing great
riding opportunities.
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The City of Mt. Shasta already offers most of the services and amenities that are required in
order for a location to be considered a Ride Center. This includes bike shops, shopping, and a
variety of bike friendly lodging and eating establishments. A willing community is also required;
MSTA and the general community support the concept of becoming a Ride Center and are
committed to assist with the development and maintenance of trails. Engaging the local
economic development council, Chamber of Commerce, and other marketing agencies will be
necessary to build support and branding. The work of MSTA as a force that brings land
managers, users, businesses, and trailbuilders together will continue to be a vital component for
success.
The community could add to their Ride Center score by promoting mountain bicycle races,
festivals, trail work, or other bike-related social activities (e.g., fundraisers). The creation of a
community bike park at Shastice Park would also be a major amenity.
The Mount Shasta Ski Park could also play an
important role. Their plan to open a lift-accessed
mountain bicycling program would become a major
attraction and one of the centerpieces of the area. A
well-designed and properly constructed system
would provide visitors with a great riding
opportunity and add significant points in the Ride
Center criteria. It is highly encouraged that Mount
Shasta Ski Park look to a professional trail
contractor that specializes in bike park design and
construction for their future development.
The challenge of making Mt. Shasta an IMBA Ride Center is focused on the development of
new purpose-built mountain bicycle trails. Considering the amount of miles and different types
of riding experiences needed for a place to become a Ride Center, the existing trails in Shasta
would play a small role in achieving the desired status. In addition, many of the most popular
trails are non-system routes and need to be recognized and improved before they can be included
in the score.
Developing the trails and facilities that are required for Ride Center status are not insignificant.
In Mt. Shasta’s case, the costs will be considerable because of the current lack of legitimate
sustainable purpose-built trails. The Gateway Trails Network, Sisson-Callahan Trail, and the
Lake Siskiyou Trail are currently the only infrastructure that can be included in the Ride Center
assessment process. This leaves a significant balance of needed trails to achieve just Bronze Ride
Center status. Actual costs for constructing facilities to bridge the gap are estimated at $1.0 –
$2.0 million dollars over the next ten years.

Tourism Benefits
Ride Centers bring economic benefits to their host communities, most of which were detailed in
the introduction of this report. Given Mt. Shasta’s proximity to major population centers in
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northern California and ease-of-access for the entire California marketplace, it is not
unreasonable to assume that the Mt. Shasta Ride Center could have, in the future, up to 130,000
– 150,000 visitors annually, who come for the purpose of riding area trails. It is assumed that
most of these visitors will be staying at least one to two nights.

IMBA Ride Center Success Stories


Park City, UT
Several years ago, IMBA was searching for the
ideal location to host the organization’s
biannual World Summit mountain bike
gathering. The winning candidate was Park City
because it offered a successful local mountain
bike community, diverse riding opportunities,
and jaw-dropping natural beauty. That was
2008, and since then Park City has continued
expanding and improving its facilities, so much
that IMBA enthusiastically awarded it the
highest level of Ride Center status. How did
Park City become a gold-level designation?
Through a combination of community support,
master planning, and detailed execution.
No location better exemplifies the Ride Center
ideal of offering great options for any level of
rider and any style of riding. From standout beginner-to-intermediate trails to technical
challenge and expert-only terrain, the options are expansive, and lift-served downhill runs
and community bike parks are quickly augmenting the trails.
Not surprisingly, Park City offers all the lodging and dining options you'd expect from a
world-class resort. At the heart of it all, the IMBA-affiliated Mountain Trails Foundation
pulls riders into a true mountain bike community and keeps them energized with new
projects. It all works together at Park City and has resulted in the resort being the “gold”
standard for mountain biking.



Oakridge, OR
The Oakridge Area Ride Center embodies the notion that the whole can be more than the
sum of its parts. It is an incredible place to ride, not just because of the gorgeous trails but
because the entire community supports the network of trails that has brought life to this
community.
When logging on federal lands decreased in the 1980’s, dozens of towns in Washington,
Oregon, and northern California became threatened. Many are former shells of
themselves, with mills shuttered and main streets vacant. Oakridge was in a similar
situation but a visionary group of citizens refused to give up on their hometown and
instead began to look to mountain bicycling as a niche activity to provide their livelihood.
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Over many years and countless volunteer hours, the City of Oakridge has firmly
established itself as a
“must ride” stop for the
fat-tire crowd.
With this inspiring
backstory it is no surprise
that Oakridge is a silverlevel Ride Center. The
trails range from
adventurous backcountry
routes to close-to-town
loops, with the stunning
Cascades scenery as a
backdrop. Local
businesses have
responded by developing
bike-friendly lodging, a
brewery geared towards
hungry and thirsty riders, an extensive shuttle service to deliver the goods, and worldfamous races and events. With the upcoming addition of more purpose-built trails the
community is well on it’s way to being upgraded to gold-level Ride Center status.
That Oakridge is an international destination is not an exaggeration. Every year, visitors
travel from Canada, Europe, Asia, and Australia to ride the epic singletrack. The famed
Mountain Bike Oregon festival continues to be a mainstay of the town, providing
recreation-based employment opportunities for residents in a rural community that is
determining its own future.
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V. PROPOSED TRAILS AND FACILITIES
Trail Construction, Maintenance, and Reclamation Guidelines
The following are guidelines for the construction and maintenance of existing and future trails in
and around Mt. Shasta. The natural environment is dynamic and unpredictable. The nature of
recreational trails and roads, the desired user experience, and the constant forces acting on
natural surface trails and roads make strict standards untenable and undesirable. As such, the
guidelines below are best management practices that should be followed within environmental
constraints.

Sustainable Trails
A sustainable trail balances many elements. It has little impact on the environment; resists
erosion through proper design, construction, and maintenance; and blends with the surrounding
area. A sustainable trail also appeals to and serves a variety of users, adding an important
element of recreation to the community. It is designed to provide enjoyable and challenging
experiences for visitors by effectively managing their expectations and their use. Following trail
design and construction guidelines allows for high-quality trail and education experiences for
users while protecting the sensitive resources.
For additional trail design, construction, and maintenance techniques, refer to Trail Solutions:
IMBA’s Guide to Building Sweet Singletrack. These guidelines are appropriate for any hiking,
biking, or equestrian trail.
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Existing Routes
If executed in a consistent and well-planned manner, these prescriptions will lead to a worldclass mountain bicycling experience that can be sustainably managed. A well-managed trail
system can continue to be expanded or developed to meet the changing needs of users while
minimizing impacts upon natural resources.

Improve Existing Trails
It is recommended that the existing trails that are being used by mountain bicyclists be updated,
as they possess a number of negative characteristics. Some of these problems affect sustainability
and others affect safety and user interaction. Recommended changes are:







Re-route fall line routes to more sustainable grades or armor the tread to stabilize the soil
and prevent erosion.
Create clear sightlines to increase user safety
and decrease conflict. A crowded trail with a
mix of runners, dog walkers, and children needs
greater visibility. If the trail is smooth and wide,
mountain bikers may be tempted to ride too fast.
Keep some vegetation below waist level to
control trail width and anchor turns while still
allowing for clear sightlines. Do not remove
trees near the trail; instead, trim their branches
for visibility. Give special attention to
intersections and the many blind corners that the
existing trails possess. These areas have the
highest potential for conflict and injuries to
users.
Control rider speed by narrowing the tread,
roughening the trail surface via armoring, and
installing chokes. These solutions should be
combined to create narrow twisting trails that
are more challenging and require riders to
negotiate them at lower speeds. Once again,
special attention should be given to intersections
and the many blind corners, because these areas
have the highest potential for conflict and
injuries to users.
Correct the cupped tread that has developed along many of the trails. This cupping
focuses water down the trail, resulting in increased erosion. Removing the berm at the
outside edge of the tread will improve drainage and also defines the tread.
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Signage
An enhanced signing system should be implemented for the area’s
trail network. It should guide users to an experience appropriate
for their desired activity, skill, and fitness level. IMBA has a
recommended trail-rating system that is available for immediate
implementation. Signs should include the following:








A map of trails and routes
Descriptions of the trail characteristics
Difficulty ratings for the trails
Risk and hazard warnings
Etiquette for trail users
Rules and regulations
Trail distances

Proposed New Routes
.
IMBA Trail Solutions spent approximately two weeks
during the summer of 2012 in the Mount Shasta Area
surveying topography and soils, speaking with local
riders, coordinating with resource managers, and
identifying opportunities to build world class trails
systems.
The zones outlined below reflect IMBA’s professional
opinion on how best to transform southern Siskiyou
County into a world class cycling destination. In
identifying these zones and systems, IMBA considered
multiple criteria that includes but is not limited to
following factors:
1. Accessibility and location to town
2. Slope, grade, soils, and sustainability
3. Environmental resources
4. Timber resources
5. Scenic value
6. Existing trailheads and parking areas
7. Connectivity to existing trail systems and towns
8. Multi-use opportunities
9. Public vs. private lands
10. Safety and fire prevention
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Appendices A, B, C, and D provides a complete listing
of conceptual routes with maps of their locations. A
summary of each zone is provided below. From these
zones, IMBA then identify five “High Priority” trail
systems that if constructed, would have the greatest
recreation impact on the region.

Zone 1: Southwest of Siskiyou Lake
Develop a technical gravity trail network system that
utilizes Castle Lake Road and the South Fork Road for
shuttle access. The network will offer descents for
different skill level users, ranging from “More
Difficult” to “Most/Extremely Difficult.” The finished
network will connect to the All Mountain (AM) trails
from Second Bridge and also connect the trails network
to the Castle Lakes Nordic trail network.

Zone 2: Westside of Dunsmuir
Develop an AM trail network connecting Castle Lake Road to the west side of Dunsmuir. The
trail network will consist of a Cross Country (XC) descent from Castle Lakes Nordic Center to
the trailhead located at Railroad Park and a loop traversing south of Mount Bradley and
descending to a new trailhead located near the railroad park.

Zone 3: South Fork Trails
Develop a trail network with XC and AM trails. The network will have an AM trail beginning at
the Second Bridge descending to a new trailhead located near the Archery Range off of Red Hill
Road. An XC trail located at the north side of South Fork road will connect Second Bridge to
Sisson-Callahan trail paralleling the South Fork of the Sacramento River. A loop starting from
Second Bridge and circumnavigating White Ridge will also connect to Sisson-Callahan trail.
This network system will originate from a new trailhead at Second Bridge.

Zone 4: North Fork Trails
The trail network system will connect to the South Fork Trail network via two spurs, leaving
from Sisson-Callahan trail at its upper and lower ends. The Sisson-Callahan trail will be utilized
primarily as a climbing route to connect to the AM trails at the upper part of the network. The
AM routes will include a “Most/Extremely Difficult” trail descending the area near Dear Creek
Road and a backcountry-type trail circumnavigating Rainbow Ridge and finishing at North Shore
Road. The primary trailhead used for these routes will be the existing facility off of North Shore
Road near Lake Siskiyou.
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Zone 5: Siskiyou Lake Trails
This network of trails will use the existing North Shore Road trailhead. Development of
additional beginner-level singletrack options for the Lake Siskiyou Trail will be a priority.
Improvement of signage on the trail, especially trough the campground area, is badly needed.
Develop an “Easy” level loop trail on the north side of North Shore Road.

Zone 6: East Dunsmuir Trails
Develop an XC and AM trail network descending
along Soda Creek Ridge from Snowman’s Hill Park
to the south end of Dunsmuir. The network will offer
trails for different skill level users, ranging from
“Easy” to “Most/Extremely Difficult”. AM trails
should be optimized for descending but nondirectional. XC trails should provide loop
opportunities. Development of a trail access in
Dunsmuir will need to be performed through a
cooperative agreement between the City of Dunsmuir
and Roseburg Resources.

Zone 7: Mount Shasta Ski Park Trails
Develop AM trails connecting Mount Shasta Ski Park to Mt. Shasta City, McCloud, and
Snowman’s Hill. These trails can be combined with the Great Shasta Rail Trail (rails-to-trails
project) to create large loops and even a connection to Dunsmuir. Develop a loop trail beginning
at the intersection of Road 31 and Ski Park Highway, connecting to the Gateway Trails network.

Zone 8: The Entertainer Trail Area
There are many existing sections of The Entertainer trail that are unsustainable or hazardous
because of a lack of maintenance. A new, more-sustainable alignment for the trail will be
created, descending from Red Fir trailhead to a new trailhead and safer road crossing point near
McBride Springs Campground. The trail will continue across Everitt Memorial Highway where
it will connect to the upper part of the existing sustainable sections of the Cliff Hanger Trail and
terminate in the Gateway Trails network near Shastice Park. This trail will incorporate
progressive trail features such as jumps, rock gardens, wall rides, and bermed turns. Whenever
possible, these features will be constructed from rock or treated lumber to minimize
maintenance.

Zone 9: The Gateway Trails
Develop a trail on the north side of the existing trails network, climbing to the rocky point
overlooking the City of Mt. Shasta and the forest plantations. This will also connect via a spur to
the new McBride Springs trailhead and create a loop. Create a connection on the Great Shasta
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Rail Trail to the Shastice Bike Park. Develop XC loops on the north side of Everitt Memorial
Highway (when it is abandoned) starting at the McBride Springs trailhead. These trails will have
a flowing character that is appealing to all user groups and ability levels.

Shastice Bike Park
Shastice Park will be the main point of entry connecting the community to the trails near Mt.
Shasta. Establish a new trailhead for the Gateway Trails at Shastice. The area provides a
connection to a future potential rails-to-trails project. . MSTA should focus on two potential
areas for future bike park: a larger area directly east and above the skate park and another smaller
area south of the football field. The larger area has room for a beginner flow trail and an
intermediate-to-advanced loop, along with a skills area, pump track, and a progressive jump
track. The smaller area has enough room for a progressive jump park, a pump track, and a skills
area
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High Priority Routes
Within the larger zones outlined above, IMBA recommends focusing in the short term on
building five priority trail systems. Together, these systems would add approximately 100 miles
of new multi-use trail to the Mount Shasta Area, provide world class riding opportunities for a
wide variety of recreational users, and put the town on the map as future destination ride center.
Five Priority Routes (see appendix C for maps of each route)
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Snowman’s Hill to Dunsmuir Trail Network
Castle Lake to Lake Siskiyou
Ski Park to Town
Gateway Phase 2
Sission Callahan Loop

Snowman’s Hill to Dunsmuir Trail Network (see Map A)
Overview: This network of trails will create an unparalleled riding experience in Northern
California. Built in forested terrain that overlooks the Sacramento River, the trails will create
business opportunities for shuttle and guide services, as most of the routes will be optimized for
descending and will make use of Highway 89 and Interstate 5 to provide fast, efficient shuttles
for mountain bicycle riders. These trails will also create new ways for the communities of
Dunsmuir, Mt. Shasta, and McCloud to connect with one another as more trails are added to the
network. Most of the trails in this network will be AM style. AM trails are the most desired by
mountain bicycle riders. The flowing yet challenging nature of these routes keeps riders coming
back for more. The difficulty level of the planned AM routes will be “More Difficult.” The
balance of the routes will be more traditional XC style trails built with loop opportunities in mind
and will have a range of difficulty ratings from “Easy” to “More Difficult.”
Approximate Mileage: 14.1
Soils: Generally pumice-based near Snowman’s Hill, transitioning into more gravelly loam with
some clay and sand soils near Dunsmuir.
Ownership/Management: Primarily Roseburg with some National Forest lands at the south end.
Primary Access: From proposed new trailhead at Snowman’s Hill on north end and off of Soda
Creek Road on the south end.
Estimated Construction Costs: $225K - $300K
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Castle Lake to Lake Siskiyou Trail (see Map B)
Overview: The Castle Lake Nordic area provides a perfect starting point for this shuttle access
AM descent. The higher altitude offers sweeping views of Mt. Shasta as the trail descends
through terrain above the south shore of Lake Siskiyou. This trail will create business
opportunities for shuttle and guide services. Riders will make use of Castle Lake Road and W.A.
Barr Road to provide fast, efficient shuttles. This trail will be AM style. AM trails are the most
desired by mountain bicycle riders. The flowing yet challenging nature of these routes keeps
riders coming back for more. The difficulty level of the planned route will be “More Difficult”.
As other trails are constructed nearby, this trail will form an essential backbone that creates a
strong network.
Approximate Mileage: 12.6
Soils: Generally loamy ash-based on the north end, transitioning into more gravelly loam soils
towards the south end.
Ownership/Management: Primarily National Forest with some Siskiyou County Water Bureau at
the north end.
Primary Access: From existing trailhead at Castle Lake Nordic Area on south end and from a
proposed trailhead near the archery range off of Red Hill Road on the north end.
Estimated Construction Costs: $200K - $265K

Mount Shasta Ski Park to Mt. Shasta Trails (see Map C)
Overview: Mount Shasta Ski Park is currently developing trails that will be lift-accessed. This
new attraction will become a magnet for riders seeking gravity-fed riding opportunities. It will
also provide an excellent starting point for AM style trails to connect the ski area to the City of
Mt. Shasta. The planned Great Shasta Rail Trail (when it is able to extend from McCloud to Mt.
Shasta) will make it possible to create a large loop for riders who begin in town. This trail will
create business opportunities for shuttle and guide services. Riders will make use of Castle Lake
Road and W.A. Barr Road to provide fast, efficient shuttles. This trail will be AM style. AM
trails are the most desired by mountain bicycle riders. The flowing yet challenging nature of
these routes keeps riders coming back for more. The difficulty level of the planned route will be
“More Difficult” to “Most/Extremely Difficult.” As other trails are constructed nearby, this trail
will form an essential backbone that creates a strong network.
Approximate mileage: 19.5
Soils: Generally fine sandy/ash loam on the east end, transitioning into more gravelly sandy clay
loam soils towards the west end.
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Ownership/Management: Primarily National Forest with the exception of the trailhead at
Shastice Park (City of Mt. Shasta).
Primary Access: From Mount Shasta Ski Park on the east end and Shastice Park on the west end.
Estimated Construction Costs: $310K - $410K

Gateway Trail Network Phase 2 (see Map D)
Overview: The original Gateway Trail System was designed and constructed in 2011-12 to
provide the City of Mount Shasta with a multi-use trail system that could be easily accessed from
downtown. The existing system offers users a 10.76 mile network of professionally constructed,
intermediate level, cross-country single track. The Gateway System is located entirely on USDA
Forest Service lands, was constructed in partnership with MSTA, and was designed to
accommodate a wide variety of users including runners, hikers, mountain bikers, and more. The
Gateway Phase Two project will expand the highly successful and popular Gateway Trail system
adding an additional 17.39 miles for a total of 28.15 miles. Existing research and data from
around the country suggests that by building a 28 mile multi-use trail system within walking
distance of downtown, the City of Mount Shasta will attract over 20,000 users per year and
generate over a million per year in tourism dollars (Outdoor Foundation, 2011). The Gateway
Trail project area remains an ideal location for trail construction for the following reasons: 1) the
trail head is located just 1.5 miles from downtown Mount Shasta 2) an Environmental
Assessment was already completed for Gateway Phase One 3) NEPA was completed for the
entire project area as part of a past timber sale 4) the Gateway network will provide future
linkages between the Mount Shasta Ski Park, Dunsmuir, and the City of Mount Shasta 5) the
terrain offers excellent views, stable soils, and ideal cross-country single track trail opportunities.
Approximate Mileage: 17.39 miles
Soils: Generally fine sandy/ash loam on the east end, transitioning into more gravelly sandy clay
loam soils towards the west end.
Ownership/Management: Shasta-Trinity National Forest
Primary Access: USFS Gateway Trailhead on Everett Memorial Highway
Estimated Construction Costs: $255-300k

Sisson Callahan Loop Trail (see Map E)
Overview: The historic Sisson Callahan Trail was constructed by the US Forest Service in 1911
to link the forest headquarters in Sisson (Mount Shasta) with Callahan. Today, the lower half of
the trail—descending from the flanks of Mount Eddy to Lake Siskiyou—has evolved into one
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the area’s best advanced, downhill mountain biking trails. The trail descends approximately four
miles down the north fork of the Upper Sacramento River ending at an ideal location on the
shores of Lake Siskiyou. The new Sisson Callahan Loop will expand the existing trail by more
than 20 miles, offering two potential loop options and a good climbing trail (the existing Sisson
Callahan Trail grade is too steep for uphill climbing on a mountain bike. This new system is
essential for the larger mountain bike vision in Mount Shasta because it provides users with
access to the west side of Lake Siskiyou where soils are optimum and views of Mount Shasta
stunning. The new trail has plenty of space for a new parking area/trailhead near Lake Siskiyou
and would utilize existing recreational infrastructure around the Lake such as restrooms and
good vehicle access roads.
Approximate Mileage: 22.27 Miles
Soils: Mt. Eddy is the highest peak in the Klamath Province made up of parent material that
includes Mesozoic ultrabasic intrusive rock, predominantly serpentinized peridotite (serpentine
soils). Soils are considered thin and gravelly.
Ownership/Management: Shasta-Trinity National Forest
Primary Access: Lake Siskiyou, multiple county parking areas around lake
Estimated Construction Costs: $350-400k
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VI. Recommendations
Objectives
1) Develop sustainable, purpose-built mountain bicycle
trails that will meet the needs of current and future
mountain bicyclists.
2) Attract significant tourism opportunities to the area by
providing a high-quality mountain bicycling experience
to visitors.
3) Increase the health, quality of life, and overall wellness
of the local population by creating easy access for the
community to nearby purpose-built trails.
4) Improve relationships between user groups and land
managers.
5) Become an IMBA Ride Center.

Recommendations
Secure Funding
To develop the trails as indicated in this plan would cost approximately $4.4 - $5.8 million. The
approximate construction cost is based on Trail Solutions’ experience on similar projects. The
costs noted in this report are for construction only, and do not include planning, design,
permitting, easements/purchases, trailhead development, or project management. Costs vary
greatly based on a variety of factors, including the remote nature of the work, demand for trail
contractors in a given year, terrain, vegetation, and length of the build season.
The funding for these kinds of projects is a challenge for communities, but not insurmountable.
One of the most popular funding sources is the Federal Recreational Trails Program (RTP).
These funds are apportioned to each state, which use a mix of federal and state guidelines to
determine its dispersal. In California, federal RTP money is used to supplement other funding
sources, which can come from other federal, state, or private funds. For the state, the maximum
amount of RTP funds allowed for each project is 88% of the total project cost. The applicant is
responsible for obtaining a match amount that is at least 12% of the total project cost. Based on
experience with other projects a typical and realistic fundraising goal for projects of this type is
$300K - $500K.
Additional funding resources include:


BLM Grants and Programs
IMBA clubs that cooperate with their Bureau of Land Management (BLM) field office
are advised to discuss possible grant opportunities with local BLM staff under the BLM's
"Take it Outside" initiative to get more kids active on BLM trails.
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National Park Service
Every year, the National Park Service helps hundreds of locally driven projects that
create opportunities for healthy outdoor recreation, connect youth with the outdoors, and
connect communities to parks. Rivers, Trails, & Conservation Assistance from the
National Park Service provides no funding, but experienced staff can help communities
plan for success.



U.S. Forest Service Programs
IMBA clubs that cooperate with their local Forest Service district are advised to discuss
possible Challenge Cost Share Agreements with their local district staff under the Forest
Service USDA. The US Forest Service has a partnership resource center describing other
opportunities.



National Forest Foundation (NFF)
The NFF provides financial support to qualified non-profit organizations and raises funds
to enhance contributions to local conservation initiatives. Opportunities exist throughout
the year for non-profit organizations to receive funding for stewardship projects or startup costs.



Bicycle Industry Funding
Various companies in the bicycling industry support IMBA by funding grants to improve
riding. These include the Trek Trail Building Fund and the Bell Built grant, among
others. The availability of these funds varies and the sources should be checked semiannually to identify potential opportunities.



Economic Development Grants
MSTA is already adept at identifying and pursuing grants intended to improve economic
growth, particularly in economically distressed rural areas. With the creation of this plan
it will be easier to pursue these types of funds.

Obtain Design and Construction Approval
Focus on obtaining permission and funding to develop the primary projects identified in section
“V. Proposed Trails and Facilities,” with an emphasis on routes marked as “High Priority.” This
will require coordination with land managers and/or landowners, and it is most efficient to
promote project areas that have already received necessary permissions. Utilizing the
information provided herein, identify possible routes with the help of a professional trailbuilder
or qualified land manager to flag a trail corridor that meets the desired user experience. Once
designed in accordance with this report, the trail should be advanced through the approval
process and prepared for construction.
As previously noted, the NEPA process can pose a considerable obstacle to the approval of new
trails on federal lands or with the use of federal funding. There are several successful models,
however, that may provide guidance to MSTA and the City of Mt. Shasta as they pursue
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approval of individual projects. In all of the following instances IMBA created the mountain
bicycle master plans for the communities.


Community Funding of NEPA
The City of Cascade Locks, OR, is in the process of developing a destination-quality
singletrack trail system designed to attract the considerable number of mountain
bicyclists in nearby Portland, OR, as well as appeal to those riders who travel to Oregon
to ride the many other iconic trail systems (Post Canyon, Mount Hood, Bend, Oakridge,
Sandy Ridge, Ashland). Most of the proposed trails are located in the Columbia River
Gorge National Scenic Area (CRGNSA), which is managed by the USFS. With a
shrinking budget, the USFS was unable to dedicate funds to the NEPA review process.
Cascade Locks, supported by their local economic development agency, independently
obtained funds and hired consultants to perform the necessary groundwork. This
information was then transferred to the USFS for review, greatly reducing the agency’s
burden and expediting the process.



Utilizing the Transportation Management
Planning (TMP) Process
The Helena National Forest was undertaking a
large-scale TMP project that included an
analysis of motorized and non-motorized trails.
The City of Lincoln, MT, which is surrounded
by the Helena National Forest, used this
opportunity to propose a massive network of
interconnected mountain bicycle trails. As the
TMP already required the NEPA review
process, it was a minor effort to insert the
mountain bicycle trails master plan into the
overall action.



Utilizing the Forest-Wide Planning Process
The Allegheny National Forest was undertaking
a comprehensive forest-wide planning process
brought on by the boom in natural resource
extraction in northern Pennsylvania.
Recognizing that the economic impact of the
oil/gas extraction would be limited, members of
the local community lobbied for inclusion of a
mountain bicycle trails master plan in the
overall NEPA process and were thus relieved of
having to sponsor a separate action.
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Hire a Professional Trailbuilder
Enlisting a professional trailbuilder to design and manage the construction of the trails will help
ensure funds that are well spent. Appendix G lists professional trailbuilders in the region. This
will provide the community with an onsite expert who can guide them through the more complex
aspects of trail system development. Oftentimes mechanized construction is the most efficient
and effective technique, especially when performing major tread work on fire roads or
firebreaks, and where more complex flow-based trails are being built. To prevent unnecessary
disturbance to the environment outside of the trail corridor, machinery operators should always
be trained and experienced mountain bicycle trailbuilders. To secure bids from a trail contractor,
prepare a detailed bid package with specifications for the trail. This should include:











Estimated length
Desired average width
Desired user experience
Skill level/description of features to be included
Specifications of any non-native materials to be used (aggregate, wood, etc.)
Erosion control or impact restoration requirements
Seasonal closures
Environmental, botanical or wildlife related issues
Construction method preferred (mechanized, hand, combination, etc.)
Level of finish

Conversely, if the funding source allows and the situation in amenable, a design-build contract
may be employed. A knowledgeable trailbuilder can advise MSTA on the relative benefits of
either course of action.

Create the Shastice Bike Park
The area near Shastice Park is ideal for the
construction of a community bike park. This idea was
supported by the Mount Shasta Parks and Recreation
District Director and should be a priority for
construction. This amenity can become a center of
activity for local and visiting cyclists. It also
establishes Shastice Park as a hub for future trailhead
access to the Gateway Trails. It is recommended that
a professional trailbuilder be enlisted to design and
manage the construction of the bike park. Afterwards,
attention should be given to training and paying a
local skilled builder/rider to inspect and maintain the
bike park on a regular basis. This will protect the
community’s investment and reduce risk for the bike
park users. The bike park should have a variety of
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features including a pump track, skills area, and
graduated dirt jumps. It must be well signed, require
helmet use, and be in a defined area with limited
access.

Develop the Great Shasta Rail Trail
The Great Shasta Rail Trail should be used as a main artery that ties the communities, cyclists
and trails together. Cooperation between groups should be a priority to ensure that facilities can
be shared and that users have the best experience possible. Access for mountain bicyclists should
be established for the entire length of the route. This will guarantee access to existing trails and
expansion to future systems. Trails that intersect the rail route will need to enter at well-planned
junctions with clear signage.

Continue Developing Relationship with USFS
Sustained cooperation, similar to efforts at the Gateway Trails system, must continue and be
expanded if the conceptual trail plan is to come to fruition. An open dialogue between trail user
groups and local USFS managers should be sought with the main goal being the utilization of the
conceptual trail plan in planning efforts and documents. Regular communication with USFS staff
to discuss current issues affecting users, analyzing successful partnerships, and being involved in
upcoming planning processes will foster this positive relationship.

Improve Mount Shasta Ski Park Trail Development
MSTA should increase their level of involvement in the planning and construction of the bike
park trails being built at the Ski Park. Community pressure should be applied to request that
professional trail design and construction services be utilized. An agreement should be sought to
establish access for trails that connect the Ski Park with future trails that are listed in the
conceptual plan. This agreement should also establish trailhead access from the Ski Park.

Secure Private Land Access
Agreements should be sought to establish access for current and future trails that cross private
lands. MSTA will need to provide owners with reassurance about liability and risk management.
Trails that are built on private land will need to be as well built, properly signed, regularly
inspected, and maintained. The main target for an agreement should be a large landholder such
as Roseburg Forest Products, which has already expressed a desire for cooperation.

Track Economic Data
A program should be established for gathering local economic data related to trail based
recreation. This data should be gathered consistently so that a clear picture of economic impact
can be created. Cooperation and sharing of information should be established with the local
tourism board, chamber of commerce, lodging associations, outfitters, retailers, restaurants, and
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economic development groups. This data can be used to direct development, secure funding, and
demonstrate value to the community, government, and partners.
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Appendix A. CONCEPTUAL TRAILS LISTING
Route
#
1.1
1.2
1.3
1.4
1.5
1.6
1.7
2.1
2.2
2.3
2.4
3.1
3.2
3.3
3.4
3.5
3.6
3.7
3.8
3.9
3.10
3.11
3.12
3.13
4.1
4.2
4.3
4.4
4.5
4.6
4.7
4.8

Zone

Trail Name

Style

Status

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
2
2
2
2
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
3
4
4
4
4
4
4
4
4

Castle Lake to Lake Siskiyou

AM
FR
FR
AM
FR
AM
AM
AM
AM
AM
XC
AM
AM
AM
XC
XC
XC
XC
XC
AM
XC
XC
AM
AM
AM
AM
AM
XC
XC
XC
AM
AM

Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual

Castle Lake to Lake Siskiyou
Castle Lake to Lake Siskiyou
Castle Lake to Lake Siskiyou

Castle Lake to Lake Siskiyou

Difficulty
Rating
Blue
Blue
Blue
Blue
Black
Blue
Blue
Black
Black
Blue
Blue
Black
Black
Black
Blue
Blue
Blue
Black
Black
Black
Black
Blue
Blue
Blue
Blue
Blue
Blue
Blue
Black
Black
Blue
Blue

Conceptual
Length
0.43
0.92
5.50
1.14
4.26
0.47
2.29
3.49
12.77
5.03
4.46
4.59
1.36
1.50
5.49
2.21
1.02
6.21
1.67
6.23
6.34
1.30
3.10
6.87
2.18
4.76
5.78
0.95
1.85
6.41
2.77
0.83
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Route
#
4.9
4.10
5.1
5.2
5.3
6.1
6.2
6.3
6.4
6.5
6.6
6.7
6.8
6.9
6.10
6.11
6.12
7.1
7.2
7.3
7.4
7.5
7.6
7.7
7.8
7.9
8.1
8.2
8.3
8.4
8.5
9.1
9.2
9.3
9.4
9.5

Zone
4
4
5
5
5
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
8
8
8
8
8
9
9
9
9
9

Trail Name

Snowman to Dunsmuir
Snowman to Dunsmuir
Snowman to Dunsmuir
Snowman to Dunsmuir
Snowman to Dunsmuir

Ski Park to Town
Ski Park to Town
Ski Park to Town
Ski Park to Town

Ski Park to Town
Ski Park to Town

Style

Status

AM
XC
XC
XC
XC
AM
XC
XC
XC
AM
XC
AM
AM
AM
AM
XC
AM
AM
AM
AM
AM
AM
AM
Road
AM
XC
FR
FR
AM
AM
FR
XC
Road
XC
Road
AM

Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual

Difficulty
Rating
Blue
Blue
Green
Green
Green
Blue
Blue
Green
Green
Green
Blue
Blue
Blue
Blue
Blue
Black
Black
Blue
Black
Black
Blue
Blue
Blue
White
Blue
Blue
Black
Blue
Blue
Blue
Blue
Green
White
Green
White
Green

Conceptual
Length
1.65
0.79
0.77
1.53
2.91
6.45
3.19
2.16
2.15
1.82
0.75
7.21
3.82
2.69
4.78
5.78
17.04
5.48
4.78
3.73
4.30
1.57
11.13
15.79
6.57
1.42
6.43
5.06
2.94
2.14
1.82
0.52
1.33
0.41
0.75
2.16
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Route
#
9.6
9.7
9.8
9.9

Zone
9
9
9
9

Trail Name

Style

Status

AM
XC
XC
XC

Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual
Conceptual

Difficulty
Rating
Blue
Blue
Blue
Black

Conceptual
Length
3.88
5.26
4.40
7.33
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Appendix B. MAPS: PLANNING AREA
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Appendix C. MAPS: PRIORITY ROUTES
A.
B.
C.
D.
E.

Snowman to Dunsmuir
Castle Lake to Lake Siskiyou
Ski Park to Town
Gateway Phase 2
Sisson Callahan Loop
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Appendix D. MAPS: PLANNING ZONES
A.
B.
C.
D.
E.
F.
G.
H.
I.

Zone 1
Zone 2
Zone 3
Zone 4
Zone 5
Zone 6
Zone 7
Zone 8
Zone 9
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Appendix E. TRAIL CONSTRUCTION TECHNIQUES
This section describes the trail construction and maintenance
techniques that must be used to ensure that sustainable and high
quality trails are created. For more details regarding trail design,
construction, and maintenance, consult IMBA’s trailbuilding
book Trail Solutions (IMBA, 2004).

Choosing Terrain
The terrain in the planning area is highly variable and is a
complex mix of soils, geology and vegetation. After analysis of
existing trails, it was noted that certain terrain characteristics in
the Mount Shasta area tended to result in more sustainable trails.
Trails should be located in areas with as many of these
characteristics as possible:




Moderate side slopes of 15-30% to encourage drainage
Under tree cover to reduce soil temperatures
In clay-based soils to encourage compaction

Moderate Grades
One of the biggest trailbuilding mistakes is creating
trails that are too steep; these trails funnel water and
quickly erode. Because of the extremely loose soils in
the Mt. Shasta area, trails should be constructed with
an average grade of 5-7%. In some areas it may be
acceptable to create steeper grades if the tread is
armored with rock or constructed from pressure
treated lumber. Steep grades should not exceed 30
feet in length. A trail’s grade shouldn't exceed half
the grade of the hillside or sideslope that the trail
traverses. If the grade does exceed half the sideslope,
it's considered a fall-line trail. Water will flow down
a fall-line trail rather than run across it. Moisture does not tend to fall in the Mount Shasta area
during the months of July, August and September. These months should be avoided for trail
construction in areas that are primarily volcanic pumice soils, as they require moisture to achieve
compaction. When possible newly constructed trails should not be opened for travel until after
they have “seasoned” over the winter. This allows the tread to compact and stabilize under the
snows of winter. The result will be a more defined and durable tread.

Rollers
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A roller is a constructed rise in the tread, without abrupt
edges, that adds interest for cyclists. Rollers can create a
brief weightless feeling on a bike and help riders to practice
bicycle-handling skills such as balance, body position,
braking, and shifting.
Rollers can range in height and width, and can be made to
accommodate occasional vehicle traffic. Rollers are typically
made using soil. Material for rollers can be harvested on site
from the construction of other tread and drainage features
(i.e. excavation of basins or knicks), or brought in from a
local construction site. It is important that soil chemistry be
considered in any large-scale import of material. Soil may be
mixed with crushed rock or other material to harden and this
may be a necessity in areas that are primarily volcanic
pumice soils.
Dimensions for rollers: Height range from 18-30”. Ratio of
length to height varies, ranging from 2:1 to 3:1 (3-8 lf).

Basin Construction
Basins, or sumps, are small, excavated areas adjacent to the
tread, used in flat, low-lying areas to provide drainage.
Basins should be gentle, shallow depressions that allow
water coming off the tread to percolate into the ground.
Material excavated in basin construction is often used to
raise the trail tread. Basins are typically 8-15’ in length by 38’ in width, depending upon the expected volume of water
and the natural topography. It is important that the basin act
similarly to a knick, in that the flow of water is dispersed
over a wide area and not forced into a gutter. The transition
from tread edge to the basin should be consistent but not
abrupt: it should encourage the flow of water toward the basin without creating a hazard for
users. Generally, it is recommended that the slope into the basin from the tread edge be greater
than 15% but not exceed 40%. The adjacent tread should outslope toward the drainage at 5-8%.
The minor undulations and topographic relief created by a
combination of basins and adjacent raised tread or rollers adds
interest to a trail and can be used to create singletrack within a
wider, flat corridor. This technique may be very useful in the flat
topography of the Plantation and Gateway areas north of Shastice
Park.

Knick
A knick is an earthen structure sculpted into existing trails to
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Knick outslope
15% maximum.

improve drainage on trail grades less than 10%. At trail grades steeper than 10%, a rolling grade
dip should be used. Due to the lack of sideslope for drainage, this is a limited technique, but can
be employed in combination
with excavated basins.
Knick
Knick outslope
15% maximum.

5-10 Feet

Trail Choke or Corral

Chokes and Corralling

Trail chokes, corrals, or chicanes are used to help control the flow of trail users. Rocks, logs, or
other obstacles are placed within the trail corridor,
but not in the active trail tread. These techniques are
used in a variety of situations, such as:





5-10 Feet

To slow users near intersections with trails
or roads
To slow users along a wide, straight corridor
To make a trail section more interesting
To prepare users for a change in trail flow,
an approaching turn or technical challenge

Choke

Armoring
As described earlier, armoring is a term applied to
several techniques for hardening a trail, most
commonly by placing rock in the tread. Leaving
Corralling
some rocks “proud,” or relieved above the plane of
rocks.
the trail, will make the section more technical. The
preferred height of the proud rocks is based upon
the desired difficulty of the trail, and should be done
with a difficulty rating system such as IMBA’s,
shown in Appendix F.

New more
enjoyable trail.

Old straight trail.

An armored section can also be used as a choke, with a “smooth” line through the section, and more textured armoring
around it. A skilled trail user will be able to deftly negotiate the proper line, whereas a less-skilled user will intuitively
slow down before the section, in order to navigate the trail in a more deliberate manner.

INTERNATIONAL MOUNTAIN BICYCLING ASSOCIATION – TRAIL SOLUTIONS
56

MOUNT SHASTA – CONCEPTUAL TRAILS PLAN

Ensure that armored sections of
trail are sufficiently corralled
along their sides so that users
cannot cut around the
armoring. Because armoring can
be visually different than the
rest of the trail tread, and
because it can represent
increased technical difficulty,
less-skilled users may attempt to
go around the armored sections.
In most areas, the dense and
prolific vegetation adjacent to
many of the trails should help
to minimize this. In areas where
vegetation is less limiting, the
placement of rocks, logs, and
other natural materials along the
edge of the armoring will help
reduce trail widening.

These techniques can be employed to address several situations:




To reduce erosion along trail segments where alignment exceeds recommended
guidelines or due to non-cohesive soils and/or excessive grade relative to sideslope.
To provide technical challenge.
To slow riders before an intersection, technical challenge, or other situations of flow
transition.

Basic techniques for armoring trails are described below. For more details, see Trail Solutions,
Chapter 6.

Flagstone Paving
Large, flat-faced stones are placed directly on a
mineral soil base or an aggregate foundation (a
mixture composed of sand, gravel, pebbles, and small
rocks, which is devoid of organic material). Each
stone is placed with its largest and smoothest face up,
at grade, to form the tread surface. This is the most
common and simple armoring technique. This
technique is recommended in very sandy areas to
provide a stable tread surface. Porous pavers can be
used in combination with or instead of flagstone
paving (described below).
Stone Pitching
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This is an ancient road-building technique in which medium-sized rocks are set on end, or
"pitched" up on their side, like books in a bookshelf, where only the spine is showing and the rest
of the book is hidden. The stones are hand-fitted tightly together, with aggregate packed into the
gaps to tighten the construction. Stone pitching can often be more efficient than flagstone paving,
depending on what rocks are available. This technique is recommended in areas where
muddiness is a problem.

Raised Tread

Rocks can be used to elevate the tread above especially
soft or wet terrain. First, a foundation of large rocks is
embedded in and on the sides of the tread. Medium
rocks follow and are locked into position. The tread is
capped by aggregate, or inch-to-dust stone material.
This will look like a turnpike made of stone.
Trailbuilders in Wales use the term "raised camber
construction" to describe this crowned tread that is
designed to shed water.

Armoring with Composite Pavers

Armoring with composite paving blocks, or
“porous pavers,” is similar to techniques used for
flagstone paving, with a few key modifications.
The area to be armored should extend 6-12”
beyond the active tread width. This allows the
pavers to be easily hidden and secured as
vegetation grows in the openings, and prevents an
abrupt edge between the paver and the tread.
Also, unlike rock armoring, pavers should be at or
slightly below grade. Pavers work best when
filled with native soil; they are also less obtrusive
when covered. In flat areas, a layer of soil can
cover the pavers and will hide them from view
while still providing a stable sub-surface. Pavers
can conform to many tread shapes and are
beneficial in wet or seep areas.
To install composite pavers, first excavate the area, accounting for paver depth and the entire
tread width, to create a smooth, compacted surface on which to lay the pavers. Remove any
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organic material or large rocks from the area and place the pavers, starting from the lowest
elevation and working uphill. Pavers should be placed like bricks, with staggered seams and in
alternating rows to help lock them into place. Cut the pavers as needed to make a tight fit. Fill
the voids with native soil, and cap the area with ½-1” of soil to cover and fill the blocks. This
allows for compaction and hides the pavers. Plant seed along the tread edge and within the
pavers to encourage growth and keep users from going around the armoring. Finally, place
anchors and chokes around the pavers to keep users on the center of the tread and allow edges to
grow in.
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Appendix F. Trail Difficulty Rating System

The trails around Mt. Shasta City should utilize a consistent rating system. This will provide for
a safer and more predictable experience for users. The IMBA Trail Difficulty Rating System is a
basic method used to categorize the relative technical difficulty of recreation trails and should
form the basis for a rating system in the Mount Shasta area.
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The IMBA Trail Difficulty Rating System can:






Help trail users make informed decisions
Encourage visitors to use trails that match their skill level and desired experience
Manage risk and minimize injuries
Improve the outdoor experience for a wide variety of visitors
Aid in the planning of trails and trail systems

This system was adapted from the International Trail
Marking System used at ski areas throughout the world.
Many trail networks use this type of system, most notably
resort-based mountain biking trail networks. The system
applies best to mountain bikers, but is also applicable to
other visitors such as hikers and equestrians. These
ratings should be posted on trail signage at trailheads and
intersections, and in all maps and descriptions.

Criteria to Consider
Tread Width
Tread width is the average width of the active tread or
beaten path of the trail.

Tread Surface
The material and stability of the tread surface is a determining factor in the difficulty of travel on
the trail. Some descriptive terms include: hardened (paved or surfaced), firm, stable, variable,
widely variable, loose, and unpredictable.

Trail Grade (maximum and average)
Maximum grade is defined as the steepest section of trail that is more than approximately 10’ in
length and is measured in percent with a clinometer. Average grade is the steepness of the trail
over its entire length. Average grade can be calculated by taking the total elevation gain of the
trail, divided by the total distance, multiplied by 100 to equal a percent grade.

Natural Obstacles and Technical Trail Features
Objects that add challenge by impeding travel. Examples include: rocks, roots, logs, holes,
ledges, drop-offs, etc. The height of each obstacle is measured from the tread surface to the top
of the obstacle. If the obstacle is uneven in height, measure to the point over which it is most
easily ridden.
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Technical Trail Features are objects that have been introduced to the trail to add technical
challenge. Examples include: rocks, logs, elevated bridges, teeter-totters, jumps, drop-offs, etc.
Both the height and the width of the technical trail feature are measured.

Trail Rating Guidelines
Rate Technical Challenge Only
The system focuses on rating the technical challenge of trails, not the physical exertion. It is not
practical to rate both types of difficulty with one system. Consider, for example, a smooth, wide
trail that is 20 miles long. The technical challenge of this trail is easy, yet the distance would
make the physical exertion difficult. The solution is to independently rate technical challenge,
and indicate physical exertion by posting trail length, and possibly even elevation change.

Collect Trail Measurements
Use the accompanying table and collect trail measurements for each criterion. There is no
prescribed method for tallying a “score” for each trail. Evaluate the trail against the table and
combine with judgment to reach the final rating. It is unlikely that any particular trail will
measure the same difficulty level for every criterion. For example, a certain trail may rate as a
green circle in three criteria, but a blue square in two different criteria.

Include Difficulty and Trail Length on Signs and Maps
Trail length is not a criterion of the system. Instead, trail length should be posted on signs in
addition to the difficulty symbol. A sign displaying both length and difficulty provides ample
information, yet is simple to create and easy to understand.
Likewise, elevation change is not a criterion. The amount of climbing on a trail is an indicator of
physical exertion rather than technical difficulty. Mountainous regions may consider including
the amount of climbing on trail signs.

Evaluate Difficulty Relative to Local Trails
Trails should be rated relative to other trails in the region. Do not evaluate each trail in isolation.
Consider all the trails in a region and how they compare to one another. This will help rank the
relative difficulty of each trail and will help trail users select an appropriate route. Trails will rate
differently from region to region. A black diamond trail in one region may rate as a blue square
in another region, but the ratings should be consistent locally.

Use Good Judgment
Rating a trail is not 100 percent objective. It is best to combine tangible data with subjective
judgment to reach the final rating. For example, a trail may have a wide range of tread surfaces:
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most of the trail is easy, but some sections are more difficult. Use personal experience to
consider all elements and select a rating that best matches the style of trail.

Consider Other Trail Qualities
Don’t forget to consider trail qualities beyond the objective criteria. A wide variety of features
could contribute to a trail’s difficulty. For example, exposure (the feeling of empty space next to
and below the trail tread) provides an added psychological challenge beyond the steepness or
roughness of the trail. A three-inch rock seems like a boulder when a 50-foot drop looms on the
downhill side of the trail. Other qualities to think about are corridor clearance and turn radius.

Use Common Sense and Seek Input
No rating system can be totally objective or valid for every situation. This system is a tool to be
combined with common sense. Consider trails with a discerning eye, and seek input from trail
users before selecting the rating.
Remember, a diverse trail network with a variety of trail styles is a great way to ensure happy
visitors. Provide both easy and difficult trails to spread visitors and meet a range of needs. By
indicating the length and difficulty of trails with a clear signage system, visitors will be able to
easily locate their preferred trail experience.
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Appendix G. PROFESSIONAL TRAIL BUILDERS










IMBA Trail Solutions
Bellfree Contractors Inc.
Casa Di Terra
Donald Hays Trail Contractor, Inc.
Hanford ARC
HILRIDE Progression Development Group
Old Julian Company, Inc.
Richard May Construction, Inc.
Trailscape, Inc.

Chris Bernhardt
Hans Keifer
Zachi Anderson
Don Hays
Doug Hanford
Rachel Lopes
Peter Schultz
Richard May
Randy Martin
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Appendix H. SAMPLE AGREEMENTS
Memorandum of Understanding Between IMBA and the USFS
SERVICE-WIDE MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
06-SU-11132424-076 between THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
FOREST SERVICE and THE INTERNATIONAL MOUNTAIN BICYCLING ASSOCIATION
This memorandum of understanding (MOU) is entered into by the United States Department of
Agriculture, Forest Service (FS), and the International Mountain Bicycling Association (IMBA).
A. PURPOSE
The purpose of this MOU is to continue to develop and expand a framework for the FS and
IMBA to plan and implement mutually beneficial programs, projects, and bicycling opportunities
at the national, regional, and local level.
B. AUTHORITY
The authority for this MOU is the Organic Act of 1897, 16 U.S.C. § 551.
C. STATEMENT OF MUTUAL BENEFIT AND INTERESTS
The FS manages National Forest System (NFS) lands for a variety of uses and activities,
including outdoor recreation. The FS is interested in providing a variety of mountain bicycling
opportunities that are environmentally sensitive and educational that support local and regional
economies and quality of life.
IMBA represents a major segment of the organized mountain bicycling public and is a
recognized leader in trailbuilding education and promoting mountain bicycling ethics, safety
standards, volunteerism, and appropriate use of federal and non-federal lands. IMBA members
desire to use National Forests for recreational purposes and through this MOU or subsequent
agreements may provide support, volunteer labor, or funds to the FS for accomplishment of
mutually beneficial mountain bicycling projects or activities.
The FS and IMBA seek to work cooperatively to encourage responsible use of federal lands by
visitors participating in mountain bicycling and recreational activities. The FS and IMBA have
an interest in disseminating information to the public regarding conservation, recreation, and
natural resource activities related to mountain bicycling.
D. THE FS SHALL:
1. Work with IMBA and its affiliates to identify appropriate cooperative opportunities (such
as trail projects, administrative studies, educational programs, tourism initiatives, and
special events). Contingent upon availability of funds and personnel, jointly pursue these
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projects in conjunction with the mountain bicycling community and FS Ranger Districts
nationwide.
2. Make available to the public IMBA’s training and informational materials related to
mountain bicycling safety and ethics, trail construction and maintenance, and the
availability of mountain bicycling opportunities on NFS lands.
3. Encourage local FS officials to work with IMBA headquarters staff, representatives,
affiliates, and members to develop mutually beneficial projects, special events, and
activities.
4. Subject to applicable federal laws, regulations, land management plans, and other
management direction, make NFS lands and NFS trails available for mountain bicycling
and related activities.
5. Encourage management of mountain bicycling separate from motorized activities when
developing agency policy, land management plans, and travel management plans.
6. Utilize the technical expertise of IMBA and its affiliates in developing FS educational
programs related to mountain bicycling.
7. Utilize IMBA's technical expertise to address mountain bicycling management on NFS
lands, including but not limited to such documents as the Recreation Opportunity
Spectrum and the FS Handbook. (NOTE: Mountain bike use is not excluded from areas
inventoried as "primitive" in the ROS.)
8. Provide copies of IMBA’s “Rules of the Trail” at FS information centers, trailheads,
campgrounds, and other appropriate public sites on NFS lands.
9. Share with IMBA technical expertise with respect to mountain bicycling management on
NFS lands.
10. Consider the potential impacts of land management proposals on mountain bicycling
recreation.
11. Within the budget and resource capabilities of local FS staff, participate in projects that
develop mountain bicycling opportunities on NFS lands.
12. Work with IMBA and local FS staff to identify opportunities and areas for specialized
mountain bicycling in accordance with special use permit requirements and other
applicable legal requirements. Identify opportunities to promote the public health and
fitness benefits of mountain bicycling.
13. Provide information on completing job hazard analyses and conducting safety training for
IMBA projects and activities conducted on NFS lands pursuant to this MOU.
E. IMBA SHALL:
1. Work with the FS to identify appropriate cooperative opportunities (such as trail projects,
administrative studies, educational programs, tourism initiatives, and special events).
Contingent upon availability of funds and personnel, jointly pursue these projects in
conjunction with the mountain bicycling community and FS Ranger Districts nationwide.
2. Provide information compiled in IMBA programs, such as the IMBA Trail Care Crew,
trailbuilding schools, Trail Solutions trailbuilding services, IMBA Epic Rides, and the
National Mountain Bike Patrol program, available to the FS at no cost.
3. Encourage IMBA members and affiliates to work with local FS officials to develop
mutually beneficial projects, special events, and activities.
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4. Provide technical assistance to FS managers and communities involved in developing and
implementing projects, educational activities, and mountain bicycling opportunities
pursuant to this MOU.
5. Encourage IMBA members to participate in local national forest planning that involves
mountain bicycling or recreation.
6. Provide training to IMBA members regarding the Rules of the Trail, Leave No Trace, and
Tread Lightly! ethics programs.
7. Work with FS staff to ensure that written materials and other media produced for
National Forest distribution are consistent with FS policies and guidelines.
8. Participate in projects that develop mountain bicycling opportunities on NFS lands.
9. When operators of ski areas on NFS lands allow summer mountain bicycling on their
trails, work with those ski areas to implement IMBA’s Rules of the Trail, trailbuilding
and signage guidelines, and management principles.
10. Encourage IMBA members to respect wilderness areas; comply with wilderness laws,
regulations, and policies; and abide by outdoor ethics principles, including Leave No
Trace and Tread Lightly!, on NFS lands.
11. Work with local FS staff to identify opportunities and areas for specialized mountain
bicycling in accordance with special use permit requirements and other applicable legal
requirements. Identify opportunities to promote the public health and fitness benefits of
mountain bicycling.
12. Complete job hazard analyses for IMBA projects and activities conducted on NFS lands
pursuant to this MOU, and conduct safety training prior to engaging in these projects and
activities. Address anticipated hazards and steps that should be taken to reduce the
hazards in these training sessions.
F. IT IS MUTUALLY AGREED BY THE FS AND IMBA THAT:
1. This MOU shall take effect when it is fully executed and shall expire five years from its
effective date.
2. Modifications to this MOU shall be made in writing and shall be signed and dated by the
FS and IMBA.
3. Either the FS or IMBA may withdraw from this MOU after 60 days written notice.
4. The principal contacts for this MOU are:
Jonathan Stephens, Congressionally Designated Areas and Trails Program Manager,
USDA Forest Service
Mike Van Abel, Executive Director, International Mountain Bicycling Association
Jenn Dice, Government Affairs Director, International Mountain Bicycling
Association
5. The FS and IMBA certify that the individuals listed as principal contacts are authorized
to act in their respective areas of responsibility on matters related to this MOU. The local
contacts for the FS are District Rangers, who may enter into subsequent agreements as
needed to implement this MOU.
6. The FS and IMBA shall handle their own activities and utilize their own resources,
including the expenditure of their own funds, in pursuing the objectives enumerated in
this MOU.
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7. In implementing this MOU, the FS will be operating under applicable laws, regulations,
and policies, subject to the availability of appropriated funds.
8. Nothing in this MOU authorizes the FS to obligate or transfer funds. Specific projects or
activities that involve the transfer of funds, services, or property between the FS and
IMBA require execution of separate agreements and are contingent upon the availability
of appropriated funds. These activities must be independently authorized by statute. This
MOU does not provide that authority. Negotiation, execution, and administration of these
agreements must comply with all applicable law.
9. Nothing in this MOU is intended to alter, limit, or expand the FS’s statutory and
regulatory authority.
10. Nothing in this MOU restricts the FS or IMBA from participating in similar activities
with other public or private agencies, organizations, and individuals.
11. This MOU does not create any substantive or procedural rights that are enforceable at law
or equity against the United States or its officers, agents, or employees.
12. Any information furnished to the FS under this MOU is subject to the Freedom of
Information Act (5 U.S.C. § 552).
13. No member of or delegate to Congress may benefit from this MOU either directly or
indirectly.

_______
Mike Van Abel
Executive Director
INTERNATIONAL MOUNTAIN BICYCLING ASSOCIATION
Date
_______
Dale N. Bosworth Date
Chief
USDA, FOREST SERVICE
Date
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Memorandum of Understanding between Hood River County, Oregon and
Private Landowners
MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
This Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) entered into this ____th day of ______, 2013
between __________________ (hereinafter referred to as “Owner”) and Hood River County
(hereinafter referred to as “County”) gives to the County a license to maintain a forest recreation
Trail over the Lands described in the attached Exhibit A, subject to the terms and conditions
stated herein.
PURPOSE
The purpose of this MOU is to protect the Owner and to establish responsibilities of the County
while allowing public use of Trails over privately owned lands.
AGREEMENTS
In consideration for the promises and agreements of each party to the other, the County and the
Owner agree as follows:
A. The County agrees to:
1. Keep the trails in a safe, clean and environmentally sound condition pursuant to the Hood
River County Forest Recreation Trails Management Plan, attached as Exhibit B;
2. Designate a Trail Adopter, specifically for the Trail(s) covered by this MOU, to serve as
a liaison between the Owner and the County;
3. Perform organized Trail clean-ups at least twice per year;
4. Improve and maintain the Trails, as necessary, with Owner’s consent, at the County’s
expense;
5. Refrain from removing any trees from the Land without the consent of the Owner;
6. Post and maintain signage for the purpose of informing the public that the trails are on
private land and educating them as to proper use;
7. Execute standard fire prevention procedures, as the County deems necessary, during
periods of high fire danger;
8. Work with the Owner to relocate Trails if the County and/or the Owner determine it is
necessary.
9. Notify Owner of any Trail Committee Meetings or Board of Commissioner meetings
where trails covered by this MOU might be discussed;
10. Provide Owner with meeting minutes from Trail Committee Meetings where trails
covered by this MOU are discussed;
11. Give the Owner thirty (30) days written notice if it wishes to terminate this License and
the License will then terminate at the end of such thirty-day period.
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B.

The Owner agrees to:
1. Grant the County the right to maintain the Trail(s) on his Land for recreational use by the
public;
2. Allow the public to use the Trail(s) for recreation purposes, free of charge;
3. Allow the County to post signs on the Land informing the public about proper and safe
use of the Trail(s);
4. Give the County thirty (30) days written notice if he wishes to terminate this License and
the License will then terminate at the end of such thirty-day period;
5. Inform the County if Owner intends to sell the Land.

GENERAL PROVISIONS
This MOU is valid from the date outlined above until revoked by either the County or the
Owner. This MOU is revocable by either party, for any reason, with 30 days written notice to
the affected party.
Lands including Trails covered by this MOU are subject to Oregon’s Public Use of Lands
Statutes, ORS 105.672 through 105.699, attached as Exhibit C.

__________________________
Name: Owner
__________________________
Signature: Owner
__________________________
Address: Owner
__________________________
Telephone/Email: Owner
__________________________
David Meriwether
Hood River County Administrator
Contact Info:
Hood River County Forestry Department
Brent Gleason
County Forest Manager
(541) 387-7090
brent.gleason@co.hood-river.or.us
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Appendix I. STAKEHOLDERS
Primary
Contact

Email Address

Communication

Joe Wirth

joe@thewirths.net

Drew Braugh

drewbraugh@gmail.com

Eli Newman

warganicc@gmail.com

Meeting, Email
Meeting, Email,
Phone
Meeting, Email,
Phone

Jeff Williams

shastajeff@msn.com

Chris Bernhardt

chris.bernhardt@imba.com

Anna Laxague

anna.laxague@imba.com

United States Forest Service
Roseburg Forest Products
Mt. Shasta Ski Park
The EGG Ford Foundation
Leadership Group

Shane Wilson
Mike Rodriguez
Yvonne Malee
Carolyn Napper
Arne Hultgren
Richard Coots
George
Jennings

shane.wilson@imba.com
msrec@sbcglobal.net
msrec@sbcglobal.net
cnapper@fs.fed.us
ArneH@rfpco.com
richard@skipark.com

Natural Resource Geospatial
Siskiyou Land Trust
Mountain Wheelers
City of Mount Shasta

David LaPlante
Kathleen Hitt
Tom Chandler
Jeff Harkness

dave@nrg-gis.com
kathhitt@gmail.com

Organization
Mount Shasta Trail
Association
Mount Shasta Mountain Bike
Association
Mount Shasta Mountain Bike
Association
Mount Shasta Mountain Bike
Association
International Mountain
Bicycling Association
International Mountain
Bicycling Association
International Mountain
Bicycling Association
Mount Shasta City Parks

jennjenn01@sbcglobal.net

Meeting
Meeting, Email,
Phone
Meeting, Email,
Phone
Meeting, Email,
Phone
Meeting
Meeting
Meeting, Email
Meeting
Meeting
Meeting
Meeting, Email,
Phone
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Appendix J. CONSULTED PLANS


Mount Shasta Bicycle, Pedestrian and Trails Master Plan (Alta Planning and Design,
2009)



Shasta Trinity National Forest Transportation System (USDA Forest Service, 2009)



IMBA Mt. Shasta Trails Assessment (IMBA, 2012)
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Appendix K. MOUNTAIN BICYCLING MARKET SEGMENTATION
In the years since the late-1970s when the first mountain bicycles were put to use the market has
matured and diversified. The following riding styles and bicycles currently exist:

Cross-country (XC)
Characterized by the lightest-possible bicycles with a focus on pedaling efficiency over comfort
or control, XC riding is primarily the domain of racers who compete on less-technical trails and
for whom physical fitness is more important than riding skill.

Trail
Utilizing bikes with increasing amounts of front and rear suspension (4” – 5”), pedaling
efficiency is marginally sacrificed for more stability and comfort. Riders in this category
frequently endeavor themselves to long backcountry rides where solitude, challenge, and selfsufficiency are key.

All Mountain (AM)
Typically sporting between 5” – 6” of suspension travel in both the front and the rear of the
bicycle, the AM category rider prizes descending but expects to use his or her own power to gain
all or some of the necessary elevation. The trails most frequently used by AM bicyclists include
both multi-use trails and bike-specific trails that optimize the fun and efficiency of a bicycle,
particularly the ability to dynamically release kinetic energy. This is currently the largest portion
of the mountain bicycle market by volume of sales.

Freeride (FR)
With growing amounts of front and rear suspension, typically between 6” – 8”, freeride mountain
bikes focus on control and maneuverability in technically challenging conditions, including manmade and natural jumps, drops, rocky areas, and steep terrain. Almost all of the trails ridden with
FR bikes are gravity-fed, as the bikes are not designed for uphill trail riding efficiency. Riders
frequently wear more protective gear than those riders in previous categories, including full-face
helmets, goggles, and body armor.

Downhill (DH)
A longer wheelbase and up to 10” of suspension provide downhill bikes with stability at high
speeds. Used in the most technically challenging and fastest terrain, downhill riders and racers
also typically wear full-face helmets, goggles, and body armor. Terrain can be naturally
occurring or man-made.
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Other Categories
Other styles of mountain bicycling with varying degrees of participation include dirt jumping,
slopestyle, four-cross, dual slalom, mountain-cross, and enduro. The continued evolution of the
sport ensures that categories will combine and as well as mutate, driven by the symbiotic
combination of improved technology, bicycle-specific trails, and athletes pushing the boundaries
of what is possible on a bicycle.

Skill Level
The ridership within each category can be divided into the following groups: novice, beginner,
intermediate, advanced, and expert. Using a basic bell curve distribution, it can be assumed the
majority of mountain bicyclists in any category and as a whole are intermediate riders.
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Appendix L. CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT
As noted in the Conceptual Trails Plan under the section on Land Use Planning and NEPA there
is sometimes a need for compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).
Since CEQA can be a critical constraint to getting a “green light” for on-the-ground trail
development, this appendix describes the process in additional detail.
The passage of the federal NEPA in 1969 convinced several states to legislate their own
environmental policy acts or mini-NEPAs. California is one such state and adopted the CEQA in
1970. CEQA does not directly regulate land uses, but instead requires the state government and
local agencies to follow a protocol of analysis and public disclosure of environmental impacts of
proposed projects and adopt all feasible measures to mitigate those impacts for actions on state
and private lands.
Each project has an assigned lead agency that is responsible for conducting the CEQA review
and has final approval of the project. The actual documentation may be done by the lead agency,
the applicant, or an environmental consulting firm. Other agencies with approval power (i.e.,
SHPO) over specific elements of the project are called "responsible agencies." The lead agency
has an obligation to consult with them to ensure their input is accounted for. CEQA has three
possible levels of environmental analysis and disclosure:
 Categorical Exemption
 Negative Declaration
 Environmental Impact Report.
Categorical Exemptions. Exemptions cover projects that do not pose a significant impact to the
environment and fit within the description of the established categories listed under Article 19.
A typical exemption category would be the maintenance of an existing facility. The lead agency
files a Notice of Exemption (NOE) before proceeding with the project.
Negative Declaration. For actions not subject to an exemption, the lead agency may prepare an
initial study to determine the level of environmental analysis and disclosure. The initial study
also allows the agency to modify the scope of the project as it is better understood. Upon
completion of the initial study, lead agency determines if the project could have a significant
impact on the environment. If there are none, then a draft Negative Declaration can be prepared
and published for review. If the lead agency finds significant impacts and sees that mitigation
measures could reduce any impacts to less than significance -- then a draft Mitigated Negative
Declaration is prepared. After comments are considered, the lead agency can 1) adopt the
document and file a Notice of Determination (NOD); 2) recirculate the document if public
comments required the project scope to substantially change; or 3) or prepare an Environmental
Impact Report if the agency presented with substantive information that shows evidence of the
project having a significant environmental impact -- even after mitigation measures are
exhausted.
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Environmental Impact Report. When the lead agency determines the project clearly has
significant impacts – either directly or via an initial study – then the preparation of an
environmental Impact Report (EIR) is required. The EIR is the ultimate level of compliance
with CEQA. The EIR proposes mitigations and alternatives which may reduce or avoid the
environmental impacts. It also includes a “no project” alternative. The process begins with the
circulation of a notice of preparation (NOP) which informs the public, other agencies, and the
Office of Planning and Research that an EIR will be prepared. After preparation of the draft EIR,
a Notice of Completion (NOC) must be submitted to the Office of Planning and Research which
includes project location, location of review copies, and public comment review period
information. The lead agency must address comments on the draft EIR in its preparation of a
final EIR. Approval of the project is documented in a notice of determination (NOD) before
implementation may occur.
Any opportunities for appeals or litigation become available after issuance of the NOE or NOD,
for any of the levels of CEQA compliance. Also, regulations allow for the preparation of joint
NEPA/CEQA documents in cases where compliance with both laws must be demonstrated.
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Schedule of Proposed Action (SOPA)
07/01/2015 to 09/30/2015
Lassen National Forest
This report contains the best available information at the time of publication. Questions may be directed to the Project Contact.

Project Name

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

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

- Land management planning

On Hold

N/A

N/A

EIS

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

Description: Prepare a narrowly focused analysis to comply with two orders issued by the Eastern District Court of California on
November 4, 2009. Correct the 2004 SNFPA Final SEIS to address range of alternatives and analytical
consistency issues.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/r5/snfpa/2010seis
Location:

UNIT - Eldorado National Forest All Units, Lassen National Forest All Units, Modoc National Forest All Units,
Sequoia National Forest All Units, Tahoe National Forest All Units, Lake Tahoe Basin Mgt Unit, Carson Ranger
District, Bridgeport Ranger District, Plumas National Forest All Units, Sierra National Forest All Units, Stanislaus
National Forest All Units, Inyo National Forest All Units. STATE - California, Nevada. COUNTY - Alpine,
Amador, Butte, Calaveras, El Dorado, Fresno, Inyo, Kern, Lassen, Madera, Mariposa, Modoc, Mono, Nevada,
Placer, Plumas, Shasta, Sierra, Siskiyou, Tulare, Tuolumne, Yuba, Douglas, Esmeralda, Mineral. LEGAL - Along
the Sierra Nevada Range, from the Oregon/California border south to Lake Isabella as well as lands in western
Nevada. Sierra Nevada National Forests.

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region

Lassen National Forest, Forestwide (excluding Projects occurring in more than one Forest)
Lassen NF ML3 Roads
Evaluation

- Recreation management

Developing Proposal
Est. Scoping Start 10/2015

Expected:04/2016

EA

04/2016

Heather Blevins
530-252-6622
hblevins@fs.fed.us

Description: Forest-wide evaluation of maintance level changes and mixed use on ML3 roads
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Lassen National Forest All Units. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Lassen, Plumas, Shasta,
Tehama. LEGAL - Not Applicable. Various ML3 roads throughout Lassen NF.
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Lassen National Forest

Project Name

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

- Recreation management
- Road management

EIS

In Progress:
NOI in Federal Register
01/20/2015
Est. DEIS NOA in Federal
Register 10/2015

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region

Lassen National Forest, Forestwide (excluding Projects occurring in more than one Forest)
Lassen National Forest OverSnow Vehicle(OSV) Use
Designation

Expected
Implementation

Expected:10/2016

10/2016

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

Description: The Forest Service is evaluating its existing management of OSV use on the Lassen National Forest (LNF). The
goal of this proposed project is to designate LNF system roads, trails, and areas where OSV use will be allowed,
restricted or prohibited.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=45832
Location:

Lassen National Forest

Almanor Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Childs Meadow Fence Project
CE

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region

Bernice McProud
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
Completed
Actual: 06/15/2015
07/2015
530 258-5129
- Grazing management
bmcproud@fs.fed.us
- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)
- Watershed management
Description: Approximately 0.51 miles of fence will be constructed in two portions across Childs Meadow pasture to tie in with
an existing fence on adjacent private land.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=44113
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

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.

UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Tehama. LEGAL - T29N, R4E, Sec 31 &amp;
36. Childs Meadow Pasture, Deer Creek Allotment, Almanor Ranger District, Lassen National Forest.
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Project Name
Lassen National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Almanor Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Chips Creek Bridge

- Recreation management

CE

Developing Proposal
Est. Scoping Start 08/2015

Expected:10/2015

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
07/2016

Megan Mullowney
530-258-2141
mcmullowney@fs.fed.u
s

Description: The project is intended to re-establish a safe, sustainable trail crossing over Chips Creek along the Pacific Crest
National Scenic Trail for hikers and stock users.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=46543
Location:

Feather River Allotment

UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - sec. 7, T. 25 N., R. 6 E.,
MDM. In the Almanor Ranger District, Lassen National Forest, where the PCT crosses Chips Creek southeast of
the Poison Springs trailhead.

- Grazing management

In Progress:

Expected:08/2015

09/2015

EA

Bernice McProud
530 258-5129
bmcproud@fs.fed.us

Description: Grazing Management.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=38566
Location:

Finley Lake Turtle Structures

UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - sec. 1-4, 9-15, 22-24
T29N R5E; sec. 4-9, 16-22, 27-30 T29N R6E, MDM. Northwest of Chester, Plumas County, California and south
of Lassen Volcanic National Park.

- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants

CE

Developing Proposal
Est. Scoping Start 07/2015

Expected:08/2015

09/2015

Christopher Mayes
530-258-5176
ctmayes@fs.fed.us

Description: The ALRD proposes to construct and place turtle basking structures in Finley Lake to provide additional basking
habitat for Western pond turtles
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=46542
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Tehama. LEGAL - sec. 22, T. 28 N., R. 1 E.
Hogback Ridge east of the Tehama State Wildlife Area.
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Project Name
Lassen National Forest

Project Purpose

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region

Blair Halbrooks
02/2016
- Recreation management
In Progress:
Expected:01/2016
530-258-5160
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
Notice of Initiation 05/05/2015
bhalbrooks@fs.fed.us
- Forest products
Est. Comment Period Public
- Fuels management
Notice 09/2015
- Watershed management
- Road management
- Research and Development
Description: Grizzly proposes to move Forest road 26N11 away from Scotts John Crk; increase forest resilience, decrease
fuels, maintain/improve wildlife habitat through thinning and prescribed fire; and implement actions to support three
research proposals
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=43332
Location:

Storrie Aquatic Organism
Passage (AOP) Project

Decision

Almanor Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Grizzly Restoration Project
EA

Planning Status

UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable. The
project area consists of four separate areas near Scotts John Creek, Grizzly Creek, Water Creek, and Yellow
Creek, and ranges in elevation from 4,150 feet to 7,200 feet.

- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants

Developing Proposal
Est. Scoping Start 07/2015

Expected:10/2015

08/2016

CE

Christopher Mayes
530-258-5176
ctmayes@fs.fed.us

Description: Remove three road-stream crossing structures that are barriers to aquatic organism passage. Replace with new
structures that allow aquatic organisms to pass above and below the road crossings and that are capable of
passing a 100-year storm flow.
Location:

TCRCD Hazardous Fuels
Reduction

UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable. 3 separate
project sites: NFS road 26N08 crossing Water Creek, NFS road 26N08 crossing Miller Ravine, and NFS road
26N08 crossing Rock Creek. All sites are within the Yellow Creek 5th field watershed.

- Fuels management

In Progress:
Scoping Start 07/02/2014

EA

Expected:07/2015

07/2015

Jennifer Hensel
530-258-5177
jhensel@fs.fed.us

Description: This project would authorize the transfer of Wyden Amendment funds to the Tehama County Resource
Conservation District to implement fuels reduction activities along roads in private timber lands to complement
fuels reduction activities in NFS lands.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=44911
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Almanor Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Tehama. LEGAL - T29N R03E sec.
2,5,8,17,20,21,27-29; T30N R03E sec. 20,21,28,29,32-35. Roadside fuels between the Shasta County line and
State Route 36E; 6 miles east of Manton and 6 miles west of Mineral, crossing Battle Creek's north and south
forks.
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Project Name
Lassen National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Eagle Lake Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
Richard Crowther
530-257-4188 ext. 884
rcrowther@fs.fed.us

Eagle Lake Recreation Area
Windthrow and Hazard
Removal

- Recreation management
- Forest products

CE

Description: Removal of windthrown and hazard trees which impact campground safety and operations from the Eagle Lake
Recreation Area
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=46474
Location:

Highway 44 Windthrow and
Hazard Tree Removal
CE

Homer/Coyote Grazing
Allotment

Completed

Actual: 04/02/2015

04/2015

UNIT - Eagle Lake Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen. LEGAL - T31n, R10E, Sections 3,
10,13, 14 and T31N, R11E, Sections 8 and 18. Eagle Lake Recreation Area.

- Forest products
Completed
Actual: 06/23/2015
06/2015
- Fuels management
- Road management
Description: Removal of windthrown and hazard trees along the Highwayy 44 corridor on NFS lands

Richard Crowther
530-257-4188 ext. 884
rcrowther@fs.fed.us

Web Link:

http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=46475

Location:

UNIT - Eagle Lake Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen, Shasta. LEGAL - Not Applicable.
Portions of Highway 44 from the junction with Highway 89 to the intersection with Highway 36.

- Grazing management

Cancelled

N/A

EA

N/A

Kirsten Pasero
530-257-4188
kpasero@fs.fed.us

Description: Analyze grazing within the ELRD Homer/Coyote allotment.
Location:
Pine Creek Watershed Brook
Trout Control, Feasibility Study
- Fish Ladder Modification
CE

Karen Vandersall
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
On Hold
N/A
N/A
530-257-4188
- Watershed management
kvandersall@fs.fed.us
- Research and Development
Description: Modification of the Leaky Louie fish ladder to prevent non-native brook trout from moving; part of a feasiblity study
evaluating whether localized dewatering in conjuction with electrofishing is effective for the removal of brook trout
in Pine Creek.
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Eagle Lake Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen. LEGAL - T28N, R10E and T27N,
R9E. .

UNIT - Eagle Lake Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen. LEGAL - T31N, R7E, Sec 24. The
perennial section of Pine Creek and contributing springs above the Stephens Camp inholding on the branch that
crosses Forest Road 31N25.
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Project Name
Lassen National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Eagle Lake Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Pioneer Invasive Plant
Treatment Project

- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)

Completed

Actual: 05/26/2015

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
06/2015

EA

Allison Sanger
530-252-6662
asanger@fs.fed.us

Description: Treat invasive weeds in the Diamond Mountain area.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=44112
Location:
Rust Resistant Sugar Pine
Mainenance

UNIT - Eagle Lake Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen. LEGAL - Not Applicable. Diamond
Mountain area.

- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)

In Progress:
Scoping Start 04/15/2014

Expected:08/2015

09/2015

CE

Susan Wilcox
530-257-4188, ext.
886
swilcox@fs.fed.us

Description: Thin areas around proven rust resistant sugar pine (RRSP) trees to increase sustainability by reducing direct
vegetative competition, wildfire risk, over-wintering habitat for cone boring insects, and squirrel access to crowns.
Location:

Upland Windthrow Salvage

UNIT - Eagle Lake Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen. LEGAL - T29N, R10E, sections
4, 27, 33, and 34; T30N, R9E, sections 24, 33, and 34; T31N, R9E, sections 8, 10, 16, and 17; T32N, R9E,
section 2; T32N, R10E, sections 9, 10, 15, 21, 28, 32, and 33, MDB&M. Areas of treatment proposed with the Rust
Resistant Sugar Pine Project are located throughout the Eagle Lake Ranger District.

- Forest products

EA
*NEW LISTING*

Expected:10/2015

10/2015

Richard Crowther
530-257-4188 ext. 884
rcrowther@fs.fed.us

Description: Salvage of wind thrown timber across the northern portions of the Eagle Lake and Hat Creek Ranger District
Location:

Upper Pine Creek Pasture
Fence

Developing Proposal
Est. Scoping Start 07/2015

UNIT - Eagle Lake Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen, Shasta. LEGAL - Not Applicable.
Northern portion of the Eagle Lake and Hat Creek Ranger Districts.

- Grazing management

EA

In Progress:
Comment Period Public Notice
06/30/2015

Expected:10/2015

10/2015

Kirsten Pasero
530-257-4188
kpasero@fs.fed.us

Description: To control livestock there is a need to construct a fence along the west side of Forest Road 32N02 from the
railroad tracks to the north to separate Pine Creek Valley from the Feather Lake area.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=45961
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Eagle Lake Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen. LEGAL - T31N, R8E, Sections 12
& 13. West of FR32N02.
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Lassen National Forest

Project Name
Lassen National Forest

Project Purpose

EA

Eiler Fire Salvage and
Restoration
EA

Glenburn Gas Line 400-401

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region

UNIT - Hat Creek Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Shasta. LEGAL - T34N, R5E, Sec 1; R6E,
Sec 1-18, 20-23 and 27; R7E, Sec 5-7, and 18; T35N, R5E, Sec 11-15, 22-26 and 35-36; R6E, Sec 7-36; R7E,
Sec 18-20 and 30-31; T36N, R5E, Sec 25-27 and 33-36; R6E, Sec 16, 19-22, and 26-35. The project is located
approximately 14 miles southeast of Fall River Mills, California, east of the Hat Creek Rim, west of Blacks Ridge,
south of the forest boundary, and north of Forest Road 18.

Matthew Boisseau
- Forest products
Completed
Actual: 06/19/2015
07/2015
530-257-4188
- Vegetation management
mboisseau@fs.fed.us
(other than forest products)
- Fuels management
Description: Proposed activities include: salvage, treatment of non-merchantable trees, removing hazard trees along roads and
trails, treatment of activity slash, site preparation, and planting; maintaining existing roads, and constructing roads.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=45962
Location:

UNIT - Hat Creek Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Shasta. LEGAL - Legal locations for the
Eiler Project include portions of Township (T) 33 North (N), Range (R) 3East (E), Sections 1 and 2; R 4 E,
Sections 16-18; T 34 N, R 3 E, Sections 10, 11, 13-15, 22-24, 26,. The Eiler Fire Salvage and Restoration
Project is located approximately 5 miles southeast of Burney California, west of state highway 89, east of Burney
Mountain, and south of Browns Butte.

- Forest products
Completed
Actual: 09/29/2014
- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)
- Fuels management
Description: Removal of hazard trees along gas lines. Treatment of activity generated fuels.
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

Expected
Implementation

Terre PearsonRamirez
- Forest products
In Progress:
Expected:07/2015
08/2015
530-257-4188
- Vegetation management
Comment Period Public Notice
tramirez@fs.fed.us
(other than forest products)
04/28/2015
- Fuels management
Description: Proposed activities include: salvage, treatment of non-merchantable trees, removing hazard trees along roads and
trails, treatment of activity slash, site preparation, and planting, maintaining existing roads, and constructing
temporary roads.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=45965
Location:

*NEW LISTING*

Decision

Hat Creek Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Bald Fire Salvage and
Restoration

CE

Planning Status

05/2015

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

UNIT - Hat Creek Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Shasta. LEGAL - T37N, R4E, Sec. 8.
County Rd.9R005- Brown Rd.
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Lassen National Forest

Project Name
Lassen National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Hat Creek Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Hat Creek Blowdown and
Hazard Tree Removal
CE

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region

Crystal Danheiser
- Recreation management
Completed
Actual: 04/08/2015
04/2015
530-336-3388
- Forest products
cdanheiser@fs.fed.us
- Fuels management
- Road management
Description: Removal of windthrown and hazard trees that impact safety and operations of campgrounds and recreation sites
on the Hat Creek District. Portions of Highway 89 would also be treated to protect the traveling public.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=46478
Location:

Lassen Day Fire Salvage

Expected
Implementation

UNIT - Hat Creek Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen, Shasta. LEGAL - Not Applicable.
Old Station Visitor/Workcenter; Honn, Bridge, Cave, Hat Creek, Big Pine, Dusty, and Boundary campgrounds;
Ashpan SnowPark; HC Observatory and Bidwell Ranch; Segments of Highway 89; Spattercone Interp.

- Forest products

CE

In Progress:
Scoping Start 05/28/2015

Expected:07/2015

09/2015

Naomi Brown
530-336-5395
nrbrown@fs.fed.us

Description: Salvage of dead and/or dying trees within approximately 200 acres of the Day Fire area on the Lassen National
Forest.
Location:

Reissueance of Twenty-Year
Special Use Permit for
McArthur-Burney Falls
Memorial State Park
CE

- Recreation management

In Progress:
Scoping Start 05/14/2014

Expected:08/2015

08/2015

Allison Jackson
760-914-1895
ajackson@fs.fed.us

Description: The reissuance of this special use permit would provide continued operation of a managed campground, picnic
area and associated improvements on National Forest System lands within the McArthur-Burney Falls Memorial
State Park.
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Hat Creek Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen. LEGAL - Township 39 North,
Range 5 East, Sections 13,14,25. Project area is located roughly 3 miles East of the town of Day and 15 miles
North East of the town of Fall River Mills.

UNIT - Hat Creek Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Shasta. LEGAL - T36N, R3E, S4; T37N,
R3E, S29, MDM. McArthur-Burney Falls State Park.
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Lassen National Forest

Project Name

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs and activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, and where applicable, sex, marital status, familial
status, parental status, religion, sexual orientation, genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or part of an individual's income is derived from any public assistance program. (Not all prohibited
bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, audiotape, etc.) should contact USDA's TARGET Center at
(202) 720-2600 (voice and TDD).
To file a complaint of discrimination, write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, DC 20250-9410 or call (800) 795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). USDA
is an equal opportunity provider and employer.
This report contains the best available information at the time of publication. Questions may be directed to the Project Contact.

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT
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Lassen National Forest

Schedule of Proposed Action (SOPA)
07/01/2015 to 09/30/2015
Plumas National Forest
This report contains the best available information at the time of publication. Questions may be directed to the Project Contact.

Project Name

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

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

- Land management planning

On Hold

N/A

EIS

N/A

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

Description: Prepare a narrowly focused analysis to comply with two orders issued by the Eastern District Court of California on
November 4, 2009. Correct the 2004 SNFPA Final SEIS to address range of alternatives and analytical
consistency issues.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/r5/snfpa/2010seis
Location:

UNIT - Eldorado National Forest All Units, Lassen National Forest All Units, Modoc National Forest All Units,
Sequoia National Forest All Units, Tahoe National Forest All Units, Lake Tahoe Basin Mgt Unit, Carson Ranger
District, Bridgeport Ranger District, Plumas National Forest All Units, Sierra National Forest All Units, Stanislaus
National Forest All Units, Inyo National Forest All Units. STATE - California, Nevada. COUNTY - Alpine,
Amador, Butte, Calaveras, El Dorado, Fresno, Inyo, Kern, Lassen, Madera, Mariposa, Modoc, Mono, Nevada,
Placer, Plumas, Shasta, Sierra, Siskiyou, Tulare, Tuolumne, Yuba, Douglas, Esmeralda, Mineral. LEGAL - Along
the Sierra Nevada Range, from the Oregon/California border south to Lake Isabella as well as lands in western
Nevada. Sierra Nevada National Forests.

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region, Occurring in more than one Forest (excluding Regionwide)
Liberty Utilities 619 Power Line
Maintenance Project
EA

Matthew Jedra
- Vegetation management
Developing Proposal
Expected:10/2015
11/2015
530-836-7192
(other than forest products)
Est. Notice of Initiation 04/2015
mjedra@fs.fed.us
- Special use management
Description: Repair and replace power line poles, manage vegetation within the right-of-way and repair existing access route.
Web Link:

http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=46674

Location:

UNIT - Sierraville Ranger District, Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas, Sierra.
LEGAL - Sections 4, 5, 6 and 9, Township 22 North, Range 14 East (T22N, R14E) and Section 31, T23N, R14E,
Section 1, T22N, R13E. The project is located on the north and northeast side of Beckwourth Peak and east of the
city of Portola, in Plumas County, California.

Plumas National Forest, Forestwide (excluding Projects occurring in more than one Forest)

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT
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R5 - Pacific Southwest Region

Plumas National Forest

Project Name

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region

Plumas National Forest, Forestwide (excluding Projects occurring in more than one Forest)

Deb Schoenberg
530-532-7460
dschoenberg@fs.fed.us

California Department of Water
Resources - new permit for
existing water monitoring sites

- Special use management

CE

Description: Continued use and maintenance of 20 existing facilities and accessory structures needed to gather data on rainfall
and snow depth forest wide, with dedicated winter use helispots. Current permit terminates 12/31/2010.
Location:

On Hold

N/A

N/A

UNIT - Plumas National Forest All Units. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Plumas, Sierra. 20 locations
Forest Wide.
David Wood
530-283-7772
dcwood@fs.fed.us

Plumas National Forest OverSnow Vehicle (OSV) Use
Designation

- Recreation management

EIS

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

*NEW LISTING*

Location:

Developing Proposal
Est. NOI in Federal Register
07/2015

Expected:12/2017

UNIT - Plumas National Forest All Units. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Lassen, Plumas, Sierra, Yuba.
LEGAL - Not Applicable. National Forest System lands administer by the Plumas National Forest (forest-wide).

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region

Plumas National Forest, Occurring in more than one District (excluding Forestwide)
Moonlight Fire Invasive Plant
Treatment Project

- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)

Developing Proposal
Est. Scoping Start 06/2015

EA
*NEW LISTING*

Expected:04/2016

04/2016

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

Description: Integrated pest management of up to 500 acres of invasive plant infested areas per year, using herbicides on up to
250 acres per year.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=46877
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

02/2018

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District, Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas.
LEGAL - T26NR10E; T26NR11E; T26NR12E
T27NR10E; T27NR11E:; T27NR12E; T27NR13E
T28NR10E;T28NR11E;T28NR12E; T28NR13E; Many Sections, Mount Diablo Base Meridian
. The project area encompasses watersheds affected by the 2007 Moonlight Fire and ranges approximately 15 to
27 air miles northeast of Quincy, Plumas County, California.
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Plumas National Forest

Project Name
Plumas National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Beckwourth Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Beckwourth-Genesee Dam
Project

- Special use management

In Progress:
Scoping Start 07/11/2012

Expected:07/2015

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
08/2015

CE

Antonio Duenas
530-836-7156
tduenas@fs.fed.us

Description: Remove a cabin, pond, solar panels, natural gas storage tank and septic system from National Forest System
lands. A well would be capped and abandoned.
Location:
Barry Creek A

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T24N, R14E, Sec29.
Off of Beckwourth-Genesee Road (County Road 111).

- Fuels management

On Hold

N/A

N/A

CE

Don Fregulia
530-836-2575
dfregulia@fs.fed.us

Description: Fuels reduction treatments on private land using Steven's Funds.
Location:
Barry Creek B

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T21N R13E sec13 and
sec 14. Off Highway 89 near Calpine Summit down Whitehawk Ranch.

- Fuels management

On Hold

N/A

N/A

CE

Don Fregulia
530-836-2575
dfregulia@fs.fed.us

Description: Fuels reduction treatments on private land using Steven's Funds
Location:
Barry Creek C

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T21N R13E sec13 and
sec 14. Off Highway 89 near Calpine Summit down to Whitehawk Ranch.

- Fuels management

On Hold

N/A

CE

N/A

Don Fregulia
530-836-2575
dfregulia@fs.fed.us

Description: Fuels reduction treatments on private land using Steven's Funds
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T21N R13E sec13 and
sec 14. Off Highway 89 near Calpine Summit down to Whitehawk Ranch.
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Plumas National Forest

Project Name
Plumas National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Beckwourth Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Beckwourth-Crocker MultiPurpose Trails Project

- Recreation management

On Hold

N/A

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
N/A

EA

Lisa Sedlacek
530-836-7126
lsedlacek@fs.fed.us

Description: Develop a multi-purpose (hiking, biking, OHVs, equestrian) trail connecting the Crocker Campground with Red
Clover Valley. Establish a staging area at the intersection of Forest Highway 177 and Forest Road 24N23.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=41454
Location:

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T 23 and 24N, R14E,
Sections 33, 28, 29, 20, 21,16,17. Crocker Campground to road 29N49Y, connecting to quarry road 24N64X to the
BG intersection, Crocker Mountain #33.

Big Grizzly Creek Rehabilitation - Watershed management
Project (Prop50)

Completed

Actual: 06/18/2015

08/2016

CE

Antonio Duenas
530-836-7156
tduenas@fs.fed.us

Description: In stream-channel work would include check-dam and grade control structures, laying back stream banks, revegetation of banks, and installation of rock structures within the stream to increase fish habitat.
Location:

Cow Creek Permanent Fence
Exclosure (Prop50)

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T24N R12E & R13E
Sections 21, 23 and 24. Approximately 6 miles north of Portola and on the west side of Lake Davis, CA, on Big
Grizzly Creek.

- Watershed management

Completed

Actual: 06/18/2015

07/2015

CE

Antonio Duenas
530-836-7156
tduenas@fs.fed.us

Description: The Beckwourth RD, Watershed Department, proposes to install a permanent livestock fence exclosure along the
stream and meadow systems on Cow Creek in order to protect these sensitive areas from grazing effects.
Location:

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T24N, R13E, Section
29 and 32. Lake Davis.
Antonio Duenas
530-836-7156
tduenas@fs.fed.us

Cow and Freeman Creeks
Stream Improvement Project
(Prop50)

- Watershed management

CE

Description: In stream-channel work would include check-dam and grade control structures, laying back banks, and
installation of rock structures within the stream to improve fish habitat.
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

In Progress:
Scoping Start 08/12/2014

Expected:07/2015

08/2015

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Cow Creek: T23N
R13E Section 6 and T24N R13E Section 31. Freeman Creek: T24N R12E Section36. The vicinity of the proposed
project is located in the Big Grizzly Creek HUC6 watershed, about 6 miles north of Portola and on the west side of
Lake Davis.
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Plumas National Forest

Project Name
Plumas National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Beckwourth Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Discovery Placer Exploration
Project

- Minerals and Geology

EA

In Progress:
Scoping Start 12/19/2012
Est. Comment Period Public
Notice 06/2015

Expected:09/2015

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
10/2015

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

Description: Claimant proposes to sample the sub-surface material along the remnant stream terrace of Eureka Creek to
assess mineral content. Up to 20 test trenches would be excavated with a backhoe.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=40981
Location:

Eastside Underburn Project
EA

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T22N, R11E, NE 1/4 of
Section 1, MDBM. The Discovery claim is located along NFS Road 23N37 at Eureka Creek, north of Johnsville,
CA.

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

In Progress:
Notice of Initiation 10/15/2014
Est. Comment Period Public
Notice 06/2015

Expected:10/2015

11/2015

Sara Billings
530-836-7136
sbillings@fs.fed.us

Description: This project proposes to enhance resource protection from wildfire, improve forest health, and maintain and
continue restoring fire adapted ecosystems on the eastside of the Beckwourth District through underburning.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=45650
Location:
Elwell Lakes Lodge Permit Reissue

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen, Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable.
North of highway 70, south and west of highway 395 and east of Antelope Lake.

- Special use management

In Progress:
Scoping Start 04/01/2015

Expected:07/2015

CE

01/2016

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

Description: Re-issue a 20 year special use permit for Elwell Lakes Lodge.
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Section 7 and 8, T. 21
N., R. 12 E., Mt. Diablo Meridian. Elwell Lakes Lodge is located in the Lakes Basin Recreation Area near the
community of Graeagle, California.
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Plumas National Forest

Project Name
Plumas National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Beckwourth Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Fallon Naval Sea Cadets Land
Navigation Course

- Special use management

Completed

Actual: 05/04/2015

Expected
Implementation

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
06/2015

CE
*NEW LISTING*

Project Contact

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

Description: Issue a five year special use permit to the naval sea cadets to operate a land navigation course using temporary
markers.
Location:

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T25N, R16E, Sec 8;
T26N, R14E, Sec 13, 24, 25, 36; R15E, Sec 19, 29, 30, 31. Meadowview campground and guard station.

Feather River Inn Water System - Special use management
CE

In Progress:
Scoping Start 04/01/2015

Expected:10/2015

10/2015

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:

Frazier Creek Placer
Exploration Project

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.

- Minerals and Geology

EA

In Progress:
Scoping Start 06/10/2014
Est. Comment Period Public
Notice 08/2015

Expected:10/2015

04/2016

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

Description: Exploration for minerals using hand tools to excavate material. Material processed through a highbanker. Water
pumped from Frazier Creek and returned to settling pit. Plan will authorize replacement of gate and use of gate
and spur road.
Location:
Happy Valley Aspen and
Meadow Restoration Project
CE

Matthew Jedra
In Progress:
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
Expected:08/2015
12/2015
530-836-7192
Scoping Start 04/17/2014
- Vegetation management
mjedra@fs.fed.us
(other than forest products)
Description: Restore and release aspen from conifer competition, as well as to restore the original meadow and potential areas
to their historic state surrounding the aspen stand.
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T22N, R12E, Section
27. Frazier Creek just south of Gold Lake Highway and south of the town of Graeagle.

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T23N, R12E, S2, 3 and
10. 8 miles NE of the town of Cromberg, CA, on Highway 89/70, off of Mt. Tomba Rd to Forest Road 23N11, in the
Happy Valley Area.
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Plumas National Forest

Project Name
Plumas National Forest
Hayden Project
EA

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Beckwourth Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)
- Forest products
- Fuels management

Completed

Actual: 05/04/2015

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
06/2015

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

Description: Reduce fuel loading within the Wildland Urban Interface surrounding the communities of Portola, Delleker, Mabie
and Lake David Highlands while promoting a healthy, diverse, fire-resilient forest structure and improve watershed
health.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=40385
Location:
Iron Door Road Sign

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable. North of
the communites of Delleker, Mabie, Portola and Lake Davis Highlands.

- Special use management

Cancelled

N/A

N/A

CE

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

Description: Install a directional sign for the Iron Door Restaurant.
Location:

Lake Davis Trail Phase 2
Reroute

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Section 8, T. 22 N., R.
12 E., Mt Diablo Meridian. On the corner of County Road 506 and Poplar Valley Road, near the community of
Plumas Pines, Blairsden, California.

- Recreation management

Completed

Actual: 06/25/2015

CE

06/2015

Pandora Valle
530-836-7123
pvalle@fs.fed.us

Description: Construction of .7 miles of the Lake Davis Phase 2 trail.
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Section 26, T. 24 N., R.
13 E., Mt. Diablo Meridian. Lake Davis Recreation area near Portola, California. The trail construction is for a .7
mile segment on the east side of the lake.
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Plumas National Forest

Project Name
Plumas National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Beckwourth Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Lakes Basin Forest Health
Project
EIS

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region

Kyla Sabo
- Recreation management
Developing Proposal
Expected:06/2017
10/2017
530-836-7157
- Forest products
Est. NOI in Federal Register
kylasabo@fs.fed.us
- Vegetation management
08/2015
(other than forest products)
- Fuels management
Description: Improve forest health and reduce hazards around recreation sites. Activities include mechanical thinning, grapple
piling, mastication, hand thinning and underburning.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=40964
Location:

Last Chance Creek Phase II
Restoration Project

Expected
Implementation

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas, Sierra. LEGAL - Not Applicable.
Lakes Basin recreation area.

- Watershed management

On Hold

N/A

N/A

EIS

Antonio Duenas
530-836-7156
tduenas@fs.fed.us

Description: Restore the hydrologic function of approximately 7.8 miles of Last Chance Creek and 402 acres of degraded
meadow system.
Location:

Mills Placer Exploration Project

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - The project area is in
Sections 9, 10, 11, 14, and 15 of T26N, R13E and Sections 15, 16, and 17 of T26N, R14E. Last Chance HUC 5
watershed.

- Minerals and Geology

CE

In Progress:
Scoping Start 08/13/2014

Expected:07/2015

08/2015

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

Description: Excavation of test pits with a tracked excavator. Material will be removed, scanned with a metal detector and then
returned to the hole. Some brush and logging slash will be moved to access the test areas.
Location:
Outfitting and Guiding Special
Use Permit Renewal

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T21N, R12E, Sections
9 & 10, MDBM. The claim is located south of Mills Peak Lookout and south of the community of Graeagle.

- Special use management

Completed

CE
*NEW LISTING*

06/2015

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

Description: Re-Issue a ten year special use permit for fishing outfitting and guiding to Edward Fisk, DBA Fish Tales Guide
Service on specific lakes and reservoirs on the Plumas National Forest.
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

Actual: 05/08/2015

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Lassen, Plumas. LEGAL - Not
Applicable. Frenchman Lake, Lake Davis, Gold Lake, Little Grass Valley Reservoir, Antelope Lake and Lake
Almanor (Canyon Dam Boat Ramp).
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Plumas National Forest

Project Name
Plumas National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Beckwourth Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Ramelli and Hall Allotments

- Grazing management

On Hold

N/A

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
N/A

EA

Scott Lusk
530-836-7165
salusk@fs.fed.us

Description: The Ramelli and Hall range allotments are currently vacant. The project proposes to allow them to be utilized as a
swing allotment.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=21898
Location:
Rush Skeleton Weed Project
EA

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Lassen, Plumas. LEGAL - portions of
sections 25-31, 1-11, 16-34. Beckwourth Ranger District.

- Vegetation management
(other than forest products)

In Progress:

Expected:07/2015

08/2015

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

Description: Rush skeleton weed would be sprayed with aminocyclopyrachlor chlorsulfuron (e.g. Perspective)or aminopyralid
triclopyr (e.g. Capstone or Milestone Plus) or a combination of these herbicides with A surfactant (e.g. methylated
seed oil) and dye.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=43804
Location:

Two Rivers Soccer Camp
Permit Re-issue

UNIT - Beckwourth Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T22N, R11E, Sec. 1,
SE 1/4 of NE 1/4. Eureka Creek at Discovery Mine and adjacent to National Forest System road 23N37,
approximately 3 air miles northwest of the Beckwourth Ranger Station. T22N, R11E, Sec. 1, SE 1/4 of NE 1/4.

- Special use management

In Progress:
Scoping Start 05/01/2015

Expected:07/2015

CE

07/2015

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

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:

Plumas National Forest

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

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.

Feather River Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)
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R5 - Pacific Southwest Region

Plumas National Forest

Project Name
Plumas National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Feather River Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

California Department of Water
Resources - Amend permit to
install a streamgauge at 2nd
location

- Special use management

On Hold

N/A

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
N/A

Deb Schoenberg
530-532-7460
dschoenberg@fs.fed.us

Description: CA DWR proposes to install a streamgauge station at the PG&E Miocene Dam near Magalia.

CE
Location:
Challenge Substation Salvage
CE
*NEW LISTING*

- Forest products
- Special use management

In Progress:
Scoping Start 06/23/2015

Expected:06/2015

07/2015

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

Description: Salvage 5 large ponderosa pines cut at Pacific Gas and Electric Company substation for line protection.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=47247
Location:

Community Protection Fuel
Reduction - Forbestown

UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte. LEGAL - SE 1/4 of SW 1/4 of
Section 30, T23N, R4E. Miocene Dam near Magalia, California.

UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Yuba. LEGAL - T19N R7E SW1/4
Section 20. Immediately east of, and along side of, intersection of LaPorte and Old LaPorte roads.

- Forest products
- Fuels management

EA
*NEW LISTING*

In Progress:
Scoping Start 06/19/2015
Est. Comment Period Public
Notice 12/2015

Expected:04/2016

05/2016

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

Description: This wildland urban interface (WUI) project is designed to reduce the risks of wildfire around the community of
Forbestown, enhance firefighter safety and remove hazardous trees along roads.
Location:

HDH/Millet Mining Plan Of
Operations

UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte, Yuba. LEGAL - T19N R6E
Sections 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 9, 11, 14, 15 and 16. Roadside corridors and accessible Forest lands around the community
of Forbestown, CA.

- Minerals and Geology

EA

In Progress:
Scoping Start 08/17/2011
Est. Comment Period Public
Notice 08/2015

Expected:10/2015

10/2015

Donna Duncan
760-379-5646
dmduncan@fs.fed.us

Description: Placer mining. Panning, sluicing, dredging. Use of non-system road.
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Sierra. LEGAL - T20N, R9E, Sec 10,
15, 16. Feather River Ranger District, Plumas national Forest, along Canyon Creek.
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Plumas National Forest

Project Name
Plumas National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Feather River Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Last Chance Mining Plan of
Operations

- Minerals and Geology

EA

In Progress:
Scoping Start 08/17/2011
Est. Comment Period Public
Notice 08/2015

Expected:10/2015

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
10/2015

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

Description: Placer mining along Slate Creek. Dredging, panning and sluicing. Use of non-system road and gated access.
Location:
Pearson Mine Plan of
Operations

UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas, Sierra. LEGAL - T21N, R9E,
Sec 11. Feather River Ranger District, slate creek.

- Minerals and Geology

EA

In Progress:
Scoping Start 06/17/2013
Est. Comment Period Public
Notice 08/2015

Expected:10/2015

11/2015

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

Description: Underground exploration in existing mines, using explosives (with proper permit) and rock drills underground, and
a skip loader outside the portals as well as to maintain the old access road. No processing on site. Camp trailer for
overnight stays.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=44952
Location:
Pendola Silviculture Project
CE

Errol Solomon
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
On Hold
N/A
N/A
530-532-7413
- Vegetation management
esolomon@fs.fed.us
(other than forest products)
- Fuels management
Description: The Feather River Ranger District (PNF) is proposing to treat a minimum of 160 acres of plantation ground within
the Pendola boundary. Treatments will include: mastication, hand cutting and piling, pile burning, under burning,
reforesting and release
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Sierra. LEGAL - T22N, R10E, Sec 32.
one mile North of Howland Flat.

UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T18N R7E S2,11,12,
14, 15, and 26. Located near Bullards Reservoir and adjacent to the Challenge community.
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Plumas National Forest

Project Name
Plumas National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Feather River Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Provost, Rod - renew permit for
existing access road.

- Special use management

On Hold

N/A

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
N/A

CE

Deb Schoenberg
530-532-7460
dschoenberg@fs.fed.us

Description: Continued use and maintenance of an existing access road, approximately 150' on National Forest System lands,
to private property.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=34303
Location:

UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T22N, R9E, Section
34. Near Little Grass Valley Reservoir, north of La Porte, California.
Mary Sullivan
530-532-7460
mcsullivan@fs.fed.us

Reissue Special Use Permit for Paradise Lake Picnic Area
and Access Road

- Special use management

CE

Description: Reissue two Special Use Permits to Paradise Irrigation District (P.I.D.) for the Paradise Lake Picnic Area; and
access road operation and maintenance.
Location:

Taber Mine Plan of Operations

Expected:09/2015

11/2015

UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Butte. LEGAL - T23N R3E, Sections 12
& 18. Paradise Lake, Magalia, CA.

- Minerals and Geology

EA

In Progress:
Scoping Start 02/10/2015

In Progress:
Notice of Initiation 07/17/2012
Est. Comment Period Public
Notice 07/2015

Expected:10/2015

10/2015

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

Description: Continued Maintenance and clearing of the existing adit. Repair and maintenance of the access road. Use of
backhoe to transport material from the adit to the wash plant. Use and maintenance of the settling pond. Use of
the historic cabin.
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Sierra. LEGAL - T22N, R9E, Sec 30.
Just off the La Porte road, about 7 miles NE of La Porte, CA.
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Plumas National Forest

Project Name
Plumas National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Feather River Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region

Carol Spinos
Union Hill Hazardous Fuels and - Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
Cancelled
N/A
N/A
Ecological Restoration Project
530-534-6500
- Forest products
cspinos@fs.fed.us
Vegetation
management
EA
(other than forest products)
- Fuels management
- Watershed management
Description: Project cancelled due to issues with the planning process to date. See letter attached to this record.

Plumas National Forest

Web Link:

http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=41053

Location:

UNIT - Feather River Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T19N,R8E, S2; T20N,
R8E, S22, 25, 26, 27, 35; T20N, R9E, S6, 7, 8, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 30; T21N, R9E, S31. West and south of the
community of LaPorte, California.

Mt. Hough Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Shenandoah Abandoned Mine
Closure

- Minerals and Geology

In Progress:
Scoping Start 06/01/2011

Expected:07/2015

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
09/2015

CE

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

Description: Closure of 5 mine adits at the Shenandoah Mine. Mine closure will provide for public safety. Bat gates and
culverts will be installed as needed.
Location:
Antelope Lake Fuels Reduction

- Fuels management

CE
*NEW LISTING*

In Progress:
Scoping Start 06/22/2015

Expected:08/2015

08/2015

Maurice Huynh
530-836-2575
mlhuynh@fs.fed.us

Description: This is a project designed to reduce hazardous fuels in and around the Antelope Lake Recreation Area. Proposed
activities include hand thinning and piling, grapple piling, prescribed burning and/or pile burning.
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T25N, R7E, NE 1/4 of
Section 28. Shenandoah Mine is located within the Bucks Lake Wilderness above the town of Rich Bar.

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Township 27N, Range
12E, Sections 13, 14, 15, 23, and 24, MDBM, Plumas County, California. The total project area is approximately
388 acres and is located north of Antelope Lake and within the Antelope Lake Recreation Area along National
Forest System Roads 27N41 and 27N47.
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Plumas National Forest

Project Name
Plumas National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Mt. Hough Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Cal Trans Chips Creek Mineral
Materials Permit

- Minerals and Geology

In Progress:
Scoping Start 06/24/2015

Expected:07/2015

Expected
Implementation

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
07/2015

CE
*NEW LISTING*

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

Description: Cal Trans removal of 150 cubic yards of material from the Chips Creek disposal site, for landscaping in the Quincy
Maint. yard and along Hwy 70 for roadside landscaping. Material to be screened & washed on site. Reclamation to
include recontouring.
Location:

Caribou #2 Pole Replacement

Project Contact

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T25N, R6E, Sec 23 SE.
Along Hwy 70 in the Feather River canyon, Mile marker 13.58, adjacent to Chips Creek.

- Special use management

On Hold

N/A

N/A

CE

Erika Brenzovich
530-283-7622
ebrenzovich@fs.fed.us

Description: PGE proposes to replace 2 transmission/power line poles nea Snake lake and Keddie along highway 89 and 70
(PG&amp;E Project #30876102)
Location:

Grays Flat Quincy-Caribou
PGE Pole Replacement

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Southwest quater of
T25N, R9E, sections 26 and Northwest quarter of T25N, R9E,section 32. Project is located west of highway 89
and 70 and est of Snake Lake and South of Keddie along highway 89 and 70.

- Special use management

On Hold

N/A

N/A

CE

Erika Brenzovich
530-283-7622
ebrenzovich@fs.fed.us

Description: PGE is proposing replacing 16 wood utility poles in two areas on NFS Lands. These two areas are along the Grays
Flat-Quincy Caribou #2 Line (PG&amp;E Project #30783963).
Location:

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T25N, R7E, section 14,
15, 16, 21, 22, and 23. The proposed treatment area is the power line between Grays Flat adn Quincy Caribou #2
Line.
Elizabeth Sousa
530-283-7622
esousa@fs.fed.us

Greenhorn Creek Guest Ranch
Outfitting and Guiding Permit
reissue

- Recreation management

CE

Description: Reissue a 10 year O&amp;G Permit for horseback rides and an assigned campsite on Nat Forest Sys land. This is
the same operation as the past 10 years, with approximately 39 miles of trail and the majority of the rides with 8
miles of the Ranch
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

In Progress:
Scoping Start 12/26/2012

Expected:10/2015

11/2015

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T24 R10,R11
R11 T24 R12. Mt. Hough Ranger District and Little Summit Lake on Beckwourth Ranger District.
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Plumas National Forest

Project Name
Plumas National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Mt. Hough Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Lorenzen - Haskins Creek
Water Association Amendment

- Special use management

Developing Proposal
Est. Scoping Start 06/2015

Expected:07/2015

Expected
Implementation

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
08/2015

CE
*NEW LISTING*

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

Description: Cabin owner in Haskins Valley is proposing to dig a trench for a waterline and also be added to a water association
special use permit.
Location:

Moonlight Fire Restoration,
Non-Motorized Trail
Maintenance (RECM52)
Peters Creek

Project Contact

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable. T23N
R7E section 12.

- Recreation management

Completed

Actual: 06/12/2015

06/2015

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

Description: The objective of this project is to re-establish tread on the Peters Creek trail (NFS trail 11E01).

CE
*NEW LISTING*

Mt Hough Abandoned Mine
Closures-2015

Location:

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T27N R 11E Section 27,
28, 33, 34; Mount Diablo Base Meridian (MDBM). T27N R 11E Section 27, 28, 33, 34; Mount Diablo Base
Meridian (MDBM).

- Minerals and Geology

In Progress:
Scoping Start 06/25/2015

Expected:09/2015

10/2015

CE
*NEW LISTING*

Description: Safety closures for 3 abandoned mines, using bat friendly gates or filling in (possibly using PUF). Removal of
non-historic trash.
Location:

Mt. Hough Range Allotment
Project

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

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T27N, R9E, Sec 16 NE;
T26N, R8E, Sec 18 NE; T26N, R9E, Sec 23 NE. West of Greenville, CA, Mt Hough Ranger District.

- Grazing management

Developing Proposal
Est. Notice of Initiation 08/2015

EA

Expected:09/2016

09/2016

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

Description: Mount Hough Range Allotments in and around Lone Rock Creek, Lights Creek, and Antelope Lake. Six allotments
are included: Lone Rock, Lights Creek, Antelope, Antelope Lake, Hungry Creek, and Taylor Lake.
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - portions of sections in
T27N R12E. Mt Hough Ranger District.
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Plumas National Forest

Project Name
Plumas National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Mt. Hough Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Mud Lake Baker Cypress
Restoration Project

- Fuels management

Completed

Actual: 06/23/2015

Expected
Implementation

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region
06/2015

CE
*NEW LISTING*

Kyle Merriam
530-283-7777
kmerriam@fs.fed.us

Description: The Mud Lake Baker Cypress Restoration Project will implement fuel treatments to protect the Baker cypress
population that burned in the Moonlight Fire from subsequent fires before the population has become
reproductively mature.
Location:

Pioneer/Caribou Mining Project

Project Contact

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T27N, R11E, Sections
23, 24, 25 and 26, Plumas County, California, Mount Diablo Meridian. The project is located approximately 20
miles northeast of Quincy, CA, on the Mt. Hough Ranger District of the Plumas National Forest, surrounding the
Mud Lake Research Natural Area.

- Minerals and Geology

EA
*NEW LISTING*

In Progress:
Scoping Start 05/28/2015
Est. Comment Period Public
Notice 10/2015

Expected:12/2015

03/2016

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

Description: Excavation of underground river channel deposits with hand tools. Material to be loaded into ore cart for
extraction. Material is processed through a trommel. Finer material is amalgamated.
Location:
Red Gopher Mineral
Exploration Program

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T26N, R7E, Sections 27
and 34, MDBM. Approximately 6 miles northeast of Belden, CA.

- Minerals and Geology

Completed

CE

05/2015

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

Description: Proposal to sample gravels and subsurface material on the Spanish Gold #3 and Quartz Hill mining claims.
Material would be removed from four trench locations with an excavator and processed through a trommel.
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable. Project is
located 5 miles west of Quincy near the intersection of Bucks Lake Road and County Road 422. Legal location is
T24N, R8E, NE 1/4 of Section 13 and SE 1/4 of Section 12, MDBM.
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Plumas National Forest

Project Name
Plumas National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Mt. Hough Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Rich Fire Restoration: National
Forest System (NFS) Road
25N20 Improvement Project
CE
*NEW LISTING*

CE
*NEW LISTING*

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - The entire project is
located within Township 25N, Range 8E, and sections 18, 20-23, and 26-28. (MDBM). NFS road 25N20 begins
near Virgilia, California, off of State Highway 70, and climbs the south side of the Freather River Canyon. NFS
spur 25N20K is a spur road off NFS road 25N20 in the same area.

- Forest products
- Fuels management

In Progress:
Scoping Start 05/11/2015

Expected:06/2015

07/2015

Frank Hanson
530-283-7647
fhanson@fs.fed.us

Description: The project includes salvage of commercial timber blown down within 25 acres of the Chip's Fire salvage area.
Proposed activities include bucking-trimming, log skidding operation, landing operations, log haul, and slash
treatment.
Location:

Spanish Creek Campground
Mineral Withdrawal

Project Contact

Kurt Sable
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
In Progress:
Expected:06/2015
07/2015
530-258-5176
- Watershed management
Scoping Start 04/30/2015
ksable@fs.fed.us
- Road management
Description: The project would entail improving drainage on NFS Road 25N20 by outsloping, installing drainage dips and
armoring road surface and drainage outlets; As well as replacing existing culverts with low water crossings on the
NFS 25N20K spur.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=46878
Location:

South Alma Salvage

Expected
Implementation

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T27N, R8E, Sec. 28, 29,
32, & 33, Mt Diablo Base & Meridian. This project is located within the footprint of the 2012 Chips Fire immediately
south of Lake Almanor, CA, southwest of the unincorporated town of Canyon Dam, CA.

- Recreation management

EA

In Progress:
Scoping Start 12/18/2014
Est. Comment Period Public
Notice 08/2015

Expected:10/2015

10/2015

Erika Brenzovich
530-283-7622
ebrenzovich@fs.fed.us

Description: Project proposal is to withdraw 82.5 acres encompassing the Spanish Creek Campground from mineral location,
entry, and patenting.
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - Not Applicable. Spanish
Creek Campground, approximately 6 miles northwest of Quincy, CA. Legal location T25N, R9E, Section 15,
MDBM.
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Plumas National Forest

Project Name
Plumas National Forest

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Mt. Hough Ranger District (excluding Projects occurring in more than one District)

Storrie and Rich Fire Areas
Invasive Plant Treatment
Project
EA

Project Contact

R5 - Pacific Southwest Region

Gretchen Jehle
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
In Progress:
Expected:11/2015
04/2016
530-283-7619
- Vegetation management
Comment Period Public Notice
gjehle@fs.fed.us
(other than forest products)
02/05/2014
Description: Treat up to 200 acres annually of priority invasive plant infestations using a combination of manual, mechanical,
cultural, and chemical methods on NFS lands in watersheds affected by the Storrie and Rich Fires.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=38602
Location:

Whitlock Ravine Staging Area
Development

Expected
Implementation

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T23N R5E; T23N R6E;
T24N R5E; T24N R5E; T24N R6E; T24N R7E; T25N R6E; T25N R7E; T25N R8E; T26N R6E; T26N R7E; T26N
R8E. Watersheds affected by the Storrie and Rich fires, approximately 20 miles northwest of Quincy, California;
nearest town is Belden.

- Recreation management

On Hold

EA

N/A

N/A

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

Description: Create gravel parking and install barriers for an Off Highway Vehicle and Snowmobile Staging Area.
Location:

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T24N R8E Section 12.
Whitlock Ravine off County Road 435.

Maurice Huynh
Wildcat Fuels Reduction and
- Wildlife, Fish, Rare plants
In Progress:
Expected:09/2015
11/2015
Vegetation Management Project - Vegetation management
530-283-7653
Comment Period Public Notice
(Wildcat Project)
mlhuynh@fs.fed.us
(other than forest products)
04/22/2015
- Fuels management
EA
- Watershed management
- Road management
Description: The Wildcat Project proposes to reduce fuels, improve forest health, reduce invasives and improve water quality.
The activities include decommissioning non-system and system roads,use of herbicides for invasives and wood
product.
Web Link: http://www.fs.fed.us/nepa/nepa_project_exp.php?project=43435
Location:

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT

UNIT - Mt. Hough Ranger District. STATE - California. COUNTY - Plumas. LEGAL - T27N R12E Sections 13, 10-12, 14 and 15; T27N R13E Section 6; T28N R12E Sections 13-16, 21-24, 25, 28, 34-36; and T28N R13E
Sections 30 and 31; Mount Diablo Base Meridian (MDBM). The Wildcat Project is on the Mt. Hough Ranger
District of the Plumas National Forest; approximately 3 miles southeast of Janesville and south of Susanville,
California.
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Plumas National Forest

Project Name

Project Purpose

Planning Status

Decision

Expected
Implementation

Project Contact

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs and activities on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, and where applicable, sex, marital status, familial
status, parental status, religion, sexual orientation, genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or part of an individual's income is derived from any public assistance program. (Not all prohibited
bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, audiotape, etc.) should contact USDA's TARGET Center at
(202) 720-2600 (voice and TDD).
To file a complaint of discrimination, write USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, DC 20250-9410 or call (800) 795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). USDA
is an equal opportunity provider and employer.
This report contains the best available information at the time of publication. Questions may be directed to the Project Contact.

07/01/2015 04:32 am MT
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Plumas National Forest

Moak, Peggy
From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Patricia Puterbaugh <pmputerbaugh@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, July 08, 2015 5:41 PM
Moak, Peggy; BCRCD; Bert Kyger Brooks; Bob Gage; Charlotte Ann Hilgeman; Daniel
Taverner; David Phelps; Don Johns; Douglas Carpenter; Frank Stewart; Gray Glende; Jay
Lowe; Jeff Blewett; Jim Shary (jshary@ustcmail.com); Johnson, Louis; Kevin Vella; Nani
Teves; Owen R. Hansen; Pete Moak; Randy Gould-FS (rgould@fs.fed.us); Ray Sousa;
Sam Dresser; Teri Faulkner; Teri Faulkner2; Thad Walker; Todd Johns; Toni Reid; Tony
Rushing; Vance Severin
Re: Review of H.R. 2647, the Resilient Federal Forests Act

Hi FAC and others - Thanks for the info. Could you please let us know who the "Ferguson Group"
is? This is who is writing this correspondence to Supervisor Teeter? The Ferguson Group is an
LLC? Who are they?
Generally environmental groups will oppose this bill, as the administration is. The last time politicians
got involved in forest management, the Quincy Library Group legislation was made into law. QLG
spawned hundreds of lawsuits. Now, without the law, the forest service is working with environmental
groups and logging companies to find common ground. The numbers of lawsuits has decreased
substantially.
I have just looked at the Schedule of Proposed Actions for Plumas and Lassen National Forests - July
1st SOPA as I had promised at our last meeting.
I see a few projects that members personally and the FAC/Butte Co. might want to start the scoping
process on.
For Lassen National Forest you go to their website and then to "Land and Resource
Management"......Planning.....SOPA (schedule of proposed actions)
Forest Wide Projects - ML3 roads evaluation EA is right at the beginning. E-mail Heather Blevins
and ask to be put on the scoping list. When the project plan comes out, you will receive it via e-mail
or mail and then you would "comment" on the project plan. I'm guessing Butte County has already
sent in something on this. If not, I can do that.
Over Snow Designation Project - Scoping is finished but you can still comment.
I didn't see anything else new for LNF close to Butte County
Go to Plumas National Forest website then......Resource Management.....SOPA
New Listing on page 2 is Plumas NF Over Snow Plan. You would write to David Wood to be put on
the scoping list to be involved in that project. Seems something Butte Co. would want to be involved
in. If you want me to write "letter of interest" I can.
Outfitting and Guiding Special Use Permit Renewal page 8. Could involve Butte County
Community Protection Reduction EA - Fuels reduction around Forbestown/Butte & Plumas
County Page 10
The first step is to e-mail the staff in charge of the project and ask to be put on the scoping list.
1

If you want me to do this for the FAC/Butte Co for these projects I can. This is the very beginning of
the NEPA (National Environmental Policy Act) process.
If you have questions, please let me know. Trish

From: "Moak, Peggy" <pmoak@buttecounty.net>
To: BCRCD <bc-rcd@carcd.org>; Bert Kyger Brooks <beakersunset@gmail.com>; Bob Gage
<bobgage@wildblue.net>; Charlotte Ann Hilgeman <Hilgey7@aol.com>; Daniel Taverner
<Daniel.Taverner@ca.usda.gov>; David Phelps <78cj5jeep@gmail.com>; Don Johns
<ddjohns1942@yahoo.com>; Douglas Carpenter <douglas.carpenter@att.net>; Frank Stewart
<rpf235@comcast.net>; Gray Glende <gray@glendepolaris.com>; Jay Lowe <jlowe@northstareng.com>; Jeff
Blewett <ndnrc@cal4wheel.com>; "Jim Shary (jshary@ustcmail.com)" <jshary@ustcmail.com>; "Johnson, Louis"
<ljohnson@buttecounty.net>; Kevin Vella <kvella@nwtf.net>; Nani Teves <watershed@becnet.org>; Owen R.
Hansen <ohansen82@yahoo.com>; Patricia Puterbaugh <pmputerbaugh@yahoo.com>; Pete Moak
<pmoak@digitalpath.net>; "Randy Gould-FS (rgould@fs.fed.us)" <rgould@fs.fed.us>; Ray Sousa
<rlej1@comcast.net>; Sam Dresser <samdresser@sbcglobal.net>; Teri Faulkner <terifa@ix.netcom.com>; Teri
Faulkner2 <kevinwr@water.ca.gov>; Thad Walker <thadwalker@chicovelo.org>; Todd Johns
<tjohns@pcso.net>; Toni Reid <treid100@gmail.com>; Tony Rushing <tony@tonyrushing.net>; Vance Severin
<mrshred@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2015 5:00 PM
Subject: FW: Review of H.R. 2647, the Resilient Federal Forests Act

Good evening, all:
Attached is information pertaining to HR 2647, which is before the House on the 9th,
sponsored by Doug LaMalfa. It will be interesting to see how it progresses as the
Administration has taken a strong position against the proposed legislation.

PEGGY MOAK
TREASURER-TAX COLLECTOR
25 County Center Drive, Suite 125, Oroville, CA 95965
Direct: 530.538.7443| Front Desk: 530.538.7701
www.buttecounty.net/ttc

From: Kristi More [mailto:kmore@tfgnet.com]
Sent: Wednesday, July 08, 2015 3:56 PM
To: Teeter, Doug
Cc: Hahn, Paul; Taggart, Kevin; Moak, Peggy
Subject: Review of H.R. 2647, the Resilient Federal Forests Act
Supervisor Teeter –
2

Kevin asked me to prepare a general overview of H.R. 2647, the Resilient Federal Forests
Act, that is scheduled for a vote on the floor of the House tomorrow, July 9th. As I indicated to
Kevin yesterday, Congressman LaMalfa is a co-sponsor of the bill. Staff from two different
offices informed me yesterday that they fully expect the bill to clear the House. One staffer
even said they expect this bill to become law. However, the Administration issued a position
paper in opposition to the bill today. I’m not sure what that means for ultimate passage but it
is something to watch.
If there is anything specific you would like noted about the benefits of the bill to Butte County,
please let me know and I will send it to Congressman LaMalfa’s office. The Congressman will
be speaking briefly on the floor tomorrow about the bill.
Thank you and please let me know if you have any questions or would like additional
information about the bill and its impacts. We will continue to track it through the process.
~Kristi

Kristi More
The Ferguson Group, L.L.C.
1130 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Suite 300, Washington, DC 20036
916-985-3740 (Direct)
916-849-1516 (Cell)
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August 14, 2015 meeting between FOTHL and LNF
Attendees:

Megan Mullowey, LNF District Resource Officer (Recreation and Lands)
Kathleen Nelson, LNF District Ranger
Louis Johnson, Chairman FOTHL
Doug Poppelreiter, Adopt-A-Trail Coordinator FOTHL
Doug Teeter, Butte County Supervisor

1. Graffiti, acceptable methods of removal
a. Paint: Approved by Megan. Megan will purchase and supply approved graffiti
remover to FOTHL.
b. Sandblast: Approved by Megan
c. Pressure wash: Approved by Megan
2. Soda Ridge
a. Have there been any FS requests to work the burn area?: Kathleen stated
possibly this fall as part of Garnet Danger Tree Project.
Note: Megan offered to provide a chainsaw and first aid training and LNF
would pay for ten (10) volunteers this fall. This is a three (3) day course,
(weekdays only) and attendee must attend all day for all three days to
be certified. Soda Ridge would be an ideal location for the chainsaw
field training. Training day nine (9) hours long.
Chain saw cert is valid for three (3) years and first aid is valid for two (2)
years. Travel time and meals are NOT paid for.
3. Key to kiosk at Spring Valley
a. Substituting new poster(s) in place of existing (missing) map.: New poster
presented was approved by Kathleen. Megan will locate and provide a key for
the kiosk to FOTHL
4. South Side
a. The High Lakes cannot be reached from this entrance. SPI has locked
many additional gates. The concern is that people could become stranded
(not enough fuel to get through).:Kathleen stated No progress has been
made. SPI is not interested in working with the FS.
Doug Teeter stated Butte County is working on setting up a meeting with
Steve Roberts (SPI) and the public in Sterling City. Louis requested an
invitation to meeting when date is finalized.

5. Fall Cleanup
a. Can LNF provide stickers for carsonites?: Megan will purchase and provide
stickers for carsonites. Stickers may not be ready before the Fall Cealup.
Meagan approved to use a paint pen/sharpy to mark carsonites until stickers
arrive.
b. Does LNF have a carsonite driver?: Meagan will proved drivers for the Fall
Cleanup.
6. Flagging agenda for Campbell Lake and Long Lake?: Kathleen Stated FS held a
meeting yesterday regarding this area for things that are out of compliance i.e. trails
next to lake, erosion. This is part of the Story Fire Settlement Fund Project combined
Long Lake and the “T” into one project. Hydrologist and soil resource have been
looking at the routes to determine what they can do to fix.
There is a tentative open house on September 16, 2015 in Chico, CA. The open house
will be to get public comment on ways to fix issues. Issues regarding Long Lake and the
“T” will be available at the same open house. Note this is an open house where
information will be available and public comments and suggestions can be submitted.
7. The T general campsite agenda?: Kathleen Stated FS held a meeting yesterday
regarding this area for things that are out of compliance i.e. big bare area that is
creating erosion. This is part of the Story Fire Settlement Fund Project combined Long
Lake and the “T” into one project. FS is looking into making this an overnight staging
area for people that are headed to the High Lakes. FS does not want to make this a
paid camp ground but rather a place for trailers and overnight staging area.
There is a tentative open house on September 16, 2015 in Chico, CA. The open house
will be to get public comment on ways to fix issues. Issues regarding Long Lake and the
“T” will be available at the same open house. Note this is an open house where
information will be available and public comments and suggestions can be submitted.
Note: Kathleen stated that NF is pursuing having a ranger reside in the High Lakes
area. Doug poppelrieter suggested using the cabin (Brycen Cabin) off of the
Lotts Lake by pass.
8. Status of land swap with SPI to get Spring Valley Lake and Section 3 (Pipejam)
into the Forest. Important because those two entrances go through private land,
and SPI has gotten very active with their gate policy.: Kathleen stated progress is
being made. Unfortunately, this is at a regional level and can take a very long time.
Kathleen will send a recent letter concerning this matter to Louis. At this time there is
no time line for when it will be complete or at the next phase.
Note: Megan stated that she could not find an issued permit for the communication
site. Also, the driveway to the communication site will need to be gated in order to be

in compliance. Louis will check with FOTHL BOD Gerry Mc Elroy to see if he has a copy
of the permit.
Louis asked Megan who should receive the volunteer use information? Meagan stated
that she is the person to send this information to. Currently NF uses Share Point Site
and Megan will send Share Point forms to Louis and work collaboratively to form data
in a useful format.
Megan asked if FOTHL can remind people to pack it in – pack it out. This includes fecal
matter. Louis offered to post to Facebook and FOTHL website and hand out wag bags
at the cleanup.

