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Background

In accordance with Section 102(2)(c) of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA),
as amended, the Bureau of Reclamation has prepared an Environmental Assessment (EA) to
evaluate the potential direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to the affected environment
associated with Lower French Creek Off-Channel Habitat Development project. Reclamation
would fund the project as part of the 2016 Klamath River Coho Restoration Grant Program
which was proposed by Reclamation as a conservation measure and identified in the Biological
Opinions on the Effects of Proposed Klamath Project Operations from May 31, 2013 through
March 31, 2023, on Five Federally Listed Threatened and Endangered Species (2013 BiOp).
After analysis, the attached EA resulted in a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI).

The Siskiyou Resource Conservation District (Siskiyou RCD) would administer the grant
leading to the construction of an off-channel pond with coarse woody debris structures and
associated vegetation in the floodplain of the lower French Creek. French Creek is a Key Stream
in the Scott River watershed that supports a high density of adult and juvenile Southern-Oregon
Northern California Coast (SONCC) coho salmon on an annual basis. The Scott River watershed
supports anadromous fish runs for three salmonid (Oncorhynchus) species: Chinook salmon (O.
tshawytscha), Coho salmon (O. kisutch) and steelhead trout (O. mykiss). Scott River coho
salmon are part of the Southern Oregon Northern California Coast (SONCC) Coho
Evolutionarily Significant Unit, which was listed as threatened under the Endangered Species
Act in 1997 and again under the California Endangered Species Act in 2004. The Scott River
population is a core, functionally-independent population that has been identified as the most
productive natural stock in the upper Klamath River Basin and is likely above the depensation
threshold (NMFS, 2014).

Alternatives Including the Proposed Action

No Action Alternative:

Under the No Action Alternative, Reclamation would not approve Siskiyou RCD to work under

their Klamath River Coho Restoration grant and complete the project as designed. Anadromous

fish habitat would remain its current conditions with the potential to become less habitable in the
future and further limiting anadromous fish populations including the endangered coho salmon.

Proposed Action Alternative:

Under the Proposed Action Alternative Reclamation would approve Siskiyou RCD to construct
an off-channel pond with coarse woody debris structures and associated riparian vegetation in
the floodplain of Lower French Creek. The Proposed Action will occur on private land located
on river right of lower French Creek in a floodplain depression, 0.5 mile upstream from French
Creek’s confluence with the Scott River within the Scott River watershed on French Creek



Construction Activities

Construction will involve excavation of the pond volume for a 0.25 acre off-channel pond
adjacent and connected through a single, flatwater access channel to a glide on French Creek.
The connection point, where the access channel keys through the bank has been designed to
ensure volitional fish passage while minimizing scour and sediment deposition. The pond is
designed to be a minimum of 8 feet deep from the base flow water surface elevation to preserve
volume year-round, intercept groundwater and allow for thermal stratification. Twenty five root
wads associated with brush bundles will be installed to create over ten coarse woody debris
structures within the pond and access channel to provide shelter and complexity.

The off-channel rearing pond will be excavated using a large excavator, along with a 10-yard
dump truck to end haul excavated material. Approximately 8,000 cubic yards of cobble, gravel,
and sand will be deposited in spoils dump sites at the upper extent of the riparian zone, as far
away as possible from the active channel of French Creek (approximately 275 feet) and potential
flood inundation.

An access channel, approximately 60 feet in length, will be excavated to connect the pond to
lower French Creek. To minimize erosion, large cobble will be used to armor the inlet/outlet of
the access channel and approximately 50 feet of the creek bank downstream from the access
channel. During excavation of the pond and access channel, a small earthen plug approximately
25 square feet in size will be left intact, separating the pond and access channel from French
Creek. Once all other project activities have been completed, the removal of this plug and final
connection of the pond and access channel to French Creek will be done using an excavator and
IS expected to take five minutes. Hay bales will be installed and left at the connection point prior
to removal of the plug, to minimize sediment delivery and turbidity into French Creek. These
bales will be naturally breached/removed by French Creek flows during early fall precipitation
events. Due to retention of this earthen plug, installation of weed-free hay bales, and mechanized
equipment avoidance of the active channel of French Creek, fine sediment/silt will be preventing
from entering French Creed during project construction work.

Off-channel pond construction will result in the removal of approximately nine alder and
cottonwood trees from seven to 14 inches in diameter, as their presence will impede equipment
access/operation via a temporary access/spur road.

Up to 25 root wads and/or pieces of large wood will be installed in the off-channel pond to
provide shelter and to increase habitat complexity. Root wads and large wood will be anchored
by burying a portion (up to 50 percent) of logs in the bank of the pond. Brush bundles will then
be pinned under the root wads and large wood to increase shelter and habitat complexity in the
pond.



Public Comment

Reclamation prepared the attached EA to evaluate the effects of the Proposed Action Alternative
and, after evaluation, the FONSI. The Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations do
not require that an EA be made for public review. Per 40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR)
1501.4(e)(2), agencies, in certain limited circumstances, are required to make FONSIs available
for public review if the proposed action is, or is closely similar to, one which normally requires
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) or if the nature of the proposed action is one without
precedent. As this project does not meet the criteria stated in the CFR, no public comment period
was made available.

Findings

Based on the attached EA Reclamation finds that the Proposed Action Alternative is not a major
Federal action that will significantly affect the quality of the human environment. The attached
EA describes the existing environmental resources in the Proposed Action area and evaluates the
effects of the No Action and Proposed Action alternatives on the specified resources. Effects on
several environmental resources were examined and found to be absent or minor. That analysis is
provided in the attached EA, and the analysis in the EA is hereby incorporated by reference.

This FONSI is based on the following:

1. Indian Trust Assets
Indian Trust Assets (ITAs) are legal interests in assets that are held in trust by the United
States for federally recognized Indian tribes or individuals. As indicated in Appendix D,
there are no Indian reservations, Rancherias or allotments in the Proposed Action
construction area. The nearest ITA is a public domain allotment, identified as 50F S154,
approximately 2.86 miles northwest of the project site. On September 22, 2016,
Reclamation’s KBAO ITA Coordinator, Kristen Hiatt, stated that “based on the nature of the
planned work it does not appear to be in an area that will impact Indian hunting or fishing
resources or water rights nor is the proposed activity on actual Indian lands, [and] it is
reasonable to assume that the proposed action will not have any impacts on ITAs.”

2. Indian Sacred Sites
There are no identified Indian Sacred Sites within the action areas of the proposed project
and therefore this project would not inhibit use or access to any Indian Sacred Sites.

3. Environmental Justice
No significant changes in agricultural communities or practices would result from the
Proposed Action Alternative. Accordingly, the Proposed Action would not have any
significant or disproportionately negative impact on low-income or minority individuals
within the project area.



Climate Change and Green House Gases

There would be no impacts contributing to climate change or greenhouse gases (GHG) under
the No Action Alternative. Under the Proposed Action Alternative, Reclamation would
provide $74,980.89 to Siskiyou RCD to construct its Lower French Creek off-channel
Habitat Development Project that would restore the natural channel form and function of the
Creek and increase the carrying capacity and condition of juvenile coho salmon. Potentially
minor and temporary impacts to climate change or GHG could result from the use of
excavators, dump trucks, front-end loaders, and other motorized equipment for intermediate
periods over the course of construction. Any impacts to climate change or increases in GHG
would be expected to be insignificant due to the size and scope of the project, small change
from current conditions, duration of use that is limited to the project construction, and
compliance with pollution related laws and regulations. Furthermore, Siskiyou RCD would
comply with applicable Federal, state, or local air pollution laws and regulations.

Noise

The proposed project area is typically impacted by traffic noise as it is approximately 0.30
miles away from State Highway 3; thus, the additional temporary noise associated with
construction is expected to have only a minor impact. Noise impacts created by the use of
heavy motorized equipment would be minimized by limiting construction activities to 7:00
a.m. to 7:00 p.m., Monday through Sunday. Work hours outside this period would need
approval in advance by Reclamation, and, upon approval, Siskiyou RCD would be required
to contact adjacent landowners prior to work commencing to inform them of the change in
work hours and the anticipated level of temporary noise escalations during construction
activities. There would be no long-term increases to the ambient noise levels from the
implementation of the Proposed Action.

Socioeconomics

The Proposed Action would create a short term demand for construction related products and
services that would support local vendors and may create short term employment
opportunities. In general, the project would have an insignificant impact on socioeconomic
conditions in the project region.

Water Resources

Under the Proposed Action Alternative, potential water quality impacts including temporary
increases in turbidity and contribution of sediment instream would be negligible, localized
and temporary in nature and only persist during construction activities. Furthermore, several
project design features and best management practices have been incorporated into the
proposed action to reduce instream work and direct water quality impacts, as well as, long
term erosion control concerns. The activities associated with the proposed project are not
expected to have an effect on the quantity of the surface water resource. Therefore, no
significant impacts to surface water resources would occur as a result of the Proposed Action.

Biological Resources

A species list of federally listed endangered, threatened, proposed, and candidate species
potentially occurring within the area of potential effect was obtained from the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service’s (USFWS) website as well as a species list from U.S Fish and Wildlife



10.

Yreka Field Office (Table 1-1 and Appendix A of the attached EA). Additionally, an
informal consultation with the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) for anadromous
species has determined that the Proposed Action may affect but is not likely to adversely
affect coho salmon or their critical habitat. The proposed restoration activity was also
analyzed in the 2013 BiOp. The potential impacts to all species included on this list as a
result of the Proposed Action Alternative have been considered, and it has been determined
that the proposed construction activities would have no effect on terrestrial species or their
habitats and may affect but is not likely to adversely affect coho salmon and its critical
habitat.

Cultural Resources

Under the Proposed Action Alternative, Reclamation would approve and release grant
funding to Siskiyou RCD to implement the Lower French Creek off-channel Habitat
Development Project. This action constitutes an undertaking with the potential to cause
effects to historic properties, assuming such properties are present, requiring compliance with
Section 106 of the NHPA as amended. On September 22, 2016, Reclamation Archaeologist,
Scott Williams, stated that Reclamation granted the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
Region 1, Lead Federal Agency status for the Section 106, for this undertaking, and Mr.
Anan Raymond, USFWS Region 1 Regional Archaeologist, accepted with the understanding
that the Section 106 responsibility will be satisfied under an active Programmatic Agreement
(PA), specifically: Programmatic Agreement Among the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Region 1, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and the State Historic Preservation
Officer Regarding the Administration of Routine Undertakings in the State of California (see
Attachment H).

Under the PA, USFWS determined that an Appendix A (within USFWS’ PA) undertaking,
including item 11 (restoration of streambed channels) has minimal potential to affect historic
properties; the standard historic property identification effort, including tribal consultation, is
not conducted, and; a no historic properties finding is programmatically determined. The
proposed project is an undertaking that meets the criteria of Appendix A (within USFWS’
PA), item 11 “restoration of stream channels” because the activities and the area of potential
effects (APE) occur within an active stream channel. As such, the APE is continually altered
by natural forces, and it is unlikely that humans would have occupied or conducted activities
(with an archaeological trace) in the APE. Should cultural resources be identified during
project construction, however, activities would cease, and Reclamation shall be notified to
discuss any such discovery and determine how to proceed.

Air Quality

The Proposed Action is located in Siskiyou County, California, within the Scott River
watershed, where NAAQS and California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) have
been established for the following criteria pollutants: carbon monoxide (CO), ozone (0O3),
sulfur dioxide (SO2), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), particulate matter (PM10 and PM2.5), and
lead (Pb). The CAAQS has also set standards for hydrogen sulfide (H2S), sulfates, and
visibility reducing particles.

Areas are classified under the CAA as either “attainment” or “non-attainment” areas for each



criteria pollutant based on whether or not the NAAQS have been achieved. Attainment
relative to California standards is determined by the California Air Resources Board
(CARB). After querying the CARB database at https://www.arb.ca.gov/desig/adm/adm.htm,
it was determined that Siskiyou County is currently designated as either an unclassified or an
attainment area for all Federal and State recognized criteria pollutants. Emissions associated
with the construction of the Proposed Action would have minor effects on air quality, but
they would be temporary and localized in nature. Therefore, the Proposed Action would have
no significant cumulative impact on air quality.

Environmental Commitments
The following environmental commitments would be implemented before, during, and after
construction to prevent and reduce the impacts of the Proposed Action.

o Environmental Permitting — SRCD would be responsible for complying with all
environmental requirements identified in this EA and any other applicable Federal, State,
and local permits.

e Construction Period - Construction would take place from June 15 to November 1
e Noise - Construction would be conducted between 7am to 7pm

o Biological Resources -

o Reporting immediately to Reclamation should any coho salmon captured, relocated,
injured, or Killed. Identification and tracking of any coho salmon captured, relocated,
injured, or killed. All coho salmon mortalities must be retained, placed in an
appropriately sized whirl-pak or zip-lock bag, labeled with the date and time of
collection, fork length, location of capture, and frozen as soon as possible. Frozen
samples must be retained until specific instructions are provided by Reclamation as
coordinated with the National Marine Fisheries Service.

o Fish Relocation activities would be conducted by CDFW

o Visual inspection any trees proposed for removal to ensure there are no bald eagle
nests. If present, further coordination with the Yreka USFWS office would be
required.

o Cultural Resources - In the case that any cultural resources, either surface or subsurface, are
inadvertently discovered during construction, construction in the area of the inadvertent
discovery will cease, and a Reclamation's Mid-Pacific Regional archaeologist would be
notified. Reclamation’s archaeologist would make an assessment of the resource and
conduct additional consultations as required. Any person who knows or has reason to know
that he/she has inadvertently discovered possible human remains on Federal land, must
immediately provide telephone notification of the discovery to a Reclamation official and to
Reclamation's Mid-Pacific Regional archaeologist. If applicable, Reclamation would
consult under the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act NAGPRA for a
discovery of Native American human remains or NAGPRA objects. Work will not resume
at that location until notified by Reclamation to proceed.



o Water Resources —

o No mechanized equipment would operate within the wetted channel with the
exception of the excavator bucket to connect the creek to the developed off channel
habitat.

o All mechanized equipment fueling, servicing, and overnight parked would occur at
least 200 feet from any wetted channel.

o All equipment would be cleaned and inspected prior to project implementation for
water quality internal controls and noxious weed abatement purposes

o All permit conditions and stipulations identified in Nationwide Permit 27 and
California State Water Resources Control Board 401 certification would be followed

e Additional Analysis — If the proposed action were to change significantly from the
alternative described in this EA, additional environmental analyses would be undertaken
as necessary.
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Mission Statements

The mission of the Department of the Interior is to protect and
provide access to our Nation’s natural and cultural heritage
and honor our trust responsibilities to Indian Tribes and our
commitment to island communities.

The mission of the Bureau of Reclamation is to manage,
develop, and protect water related resources in an
environmentally and economically sound manner in the
interest of the American public.
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Section 1: Introduction and Background
Information

1.1 Introduction

This Environmental Assessment (EA) has been prepared to examine the potential direct, indirect, and
cumulative impacts to the affected environment as a result of the Lower French Creek off-channel
Habitat Development Project. Reclamation would fund the project as part of the 2016 Klamath River
Coho Restoration Grant Program which was proposed by Reclamation as a conservation measure and
identified in the Biological Opinions on the Effects of Proposed Klamath Project Operations from May
31, 2013 through March 31, 2023, on Five Federally Listed Threatened and Endangered Species
(BiOp).

The EA has been prepared in accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (42
U.S.C. 84321 et seq.), the Council on Environmental Quality Regulations for implementing the
Procedural Provisions of NEPA (40 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Parts 1500-1508), and the
Department of the Interior regulations for the Implementation of the NEPA (43 CFR Part 46). If there
are no significant environmental impacts identified as a result of the analyses, a Finding of No
Significant Impacts (FONSI) can be signed to complete the NEPA compliance process.

Background

The Siskiyou Resource Conservation District (SRCD) would administer the grant leading to the
construction of an off-channel pond with coarse woody debris structures and associated vegetation in
the floodplain of the lower French Creek. French Creek is a Key Stream in the Scott River watershed
that supports a high density of adult and juvenile Southern-Oregon Northern California Coast (SONCC)
coho salmon on an annual basis. The Scott River watershed supports anadromous fish runs for three
salmonid (Oncorhynchus) species: Chinook salmon (O. tshawytscha), Coho salmon (O. kisutch) and
steelhead trout (O. mykiss). Scott River coho salmon are part of the Southern Oregon Northern
California Coast (SONCC) Coho Evolutionarily Significant Unit, which was listed as threatened under
the Endangered Species Act in 1997 and again under the California Endangered Species Act in 2004.
The Scott River population is a core, functionally-independent population that has been identified as the
most productive natural stock in the upper Klamath River Basin and is likely above the depensation
threshold (NMFS, 2014).

The juvenile life stage has been identified as the key limiting factor to coho recovery and is the life
stage for which restoration activities in the Scott River watershed would improve smolt production and
condition. Coho salmon complete a full year residency in freshwater before out-migrating and therefore
require stable cold water habitats during the summer and areas offering low-velocity refuge during the
winter. Complex habitats with instream coarse woody debris and riparian vegetation are critical for
rearing juvenile coho.



1.2 Need for the Proposal

The purpose of the proposed project is to develop off-channel habitat with coarse woody debris
structures and riparian revegetation to increase the carrying capacity of the limiting life stage in the
Scott River. The complex high quality habitat would increase the survival and condition of juvenile
coho during the critical rearing periods of summer and winter, improving the smolt production of the
Scott River and promoting recovery of a core population of SONCC coho salmon. The proposed project
is needed to restore natural channel form and function and increase the carrying capacity and condition
of juvenile coho salmon in the Scott River watershed which would increase contribution of healthy coho
to the Klamath River SONCC coho population.

Section 2: Alternatives

2.1 Introduction

This EA considers two alternatives including the No Action Alternative and the Proposed Action. The
No Action Alternative reflects conditions without the Proposed Action and serves as a basis of
comparison for determining potential effects to the human environment as a result of implementing the
Proposed Action.

2.2 No Action Alternative

Under the No Action Alternative, Reclamation would not approve Siskiyou RCD to work under their
Klamath River Coho Restoration grant and complete the project as designed. Anadromous fish habitat
would remain its current conditions with the potential to become less habitable in the future and further
limiting anadromous fish populations including the endangered coho salmon.

2.3 Proposed Action

Under the Proposed Action Alternative Reclamation would approve Siskiyou RCD to construct an off-
channel pond with coarse woody debris structures and associated riparian vegetation in the floodplain of
Lower French Creek. The Proposed Action would occur on private land located on river right of lower
French Creek in a floodplain depression, 0.5 mile upstream from French Creek’s confluence with the
Scott River within the Scott River watershed on French Creek (see appendix B).

Construction Activities

Construction would involve excavation of the pond volume for a 0.25 acre off-channel pond adjacent
and connected through a single, flatwater access channel to a glide on French Creek. The connection
point, where the access channel keys through the bank has been designed to ensure volitional fish
passage while minimizing scour and sediment deposition. The pond is designed to be a minimum of 8



feet deep from the base flow water surface elevation to preserve volume year-round, intercept
groundwater and allow for thermal stratification. Twenty five root wads associated with brush bundles
would be installed to create over ten coarse woody debris structures within the pond and access channel
to provide shelter and complexity.

The off-channel rearing pond would be excavated using a large excavator, along with a 10-yard dump
truck to end haul excavated material. Approximately 8,000 cubic yards of cobble, gravel, and sand
would be deposited in spoils dump sites at the upper extent of the riparian zone, as far away as possible
from the active channel of French Creek (approximately 275 feet) and potential flood inundation.

An access channel, approximately 60 feet in length, would be excavated to connect the pond to lower
French Creek. To minimize erosion, large cobble would be used to armor the inlet/outlet of the access
channel and approximately 50 feet of the creek bank downstream from the access channel. During
excavation of the pond and access channel, a small earthen plug approximately 25 square feet in size
would be left intact, separating the pond and access channel from French Creek. Once all other project
activities have been completed, the removal of this plug and final connection of the pond and access
channel to French Creek would be done using an excavator and is expected to take five minutes. Hay
bales would be installed and left at the connection point prior to removal of the plug, to minimize
sediment delivery and turbidity into French Creek. These bales would be naturally breached/removed by
French Creek flows during early fall precipitation events. Due to retention of this earthen plug,
installation of weed-free hay bales, and mechanized equipment avoidance of the active channel of
French Creek, fine sediment/silt would be preventing from entering French Creed during project
construction work.

Off-channel pond construction would result in the removal of approximately nine alder and cottonwood
trees from seven to 14 inches in diameter, as their presence would impede equipment access/operation
via a temporary access/spur road.

Up to 25 root wads and/or pieces of large wood would be installed in the off-channel pond to provide
shelter and to increase habitat complexity. Root wads and large wood would be anchored by burying a
portion (up to 50 percent) of logs in the bank of the pond. Brush bundles would then be pinned under
the root wads and large wood to increase shelter and habitat complexity in the pond.

The following actions would be taken to contribute to long term erosion reduction: (1) installation of
turbidity barriers; (2) large cobbles would be used to armor the inlet/outlet of the access channel and
approximately fifty feet of the river-right bank; (3) the pond would be set at an upstream angle to
protect from high-water erosion in the instance of an overtopping event and to reduce the overall
impacts to the surrounding riparian zone; (4) planting vertical bundles that would protect the bank and
provide long term habitat improvements through increased overhanging vegetation, woody debris
accumulation and invertebrate production; (5) all access roads would be graded over and planted with
native vegetation to reduce the potential for erosion; (6) all spoils would be removed from the site and
placed off location in an area of the landowner’s discretion in an approved disposal location.

All mechanized equipment would be inspected and cleaned before transportation to the project site to
ensure that no noxious plans/organisms are vectored.



All project activities would be implemented between June 15 and November 1, to minimize impact to
riparian habitat adjacent to the active channel of French Creek.

Additional details of the proposed construction activities are shown in the attached final design
drawings (see Appendix C).



Section 3: Affected Environment & Environmental
Consequences

This section identifies the potentially affected environmental resources and the environmental
consequences that could result from the Proposed Action and the No Action Alternatives.

3.1 Resources Not Analyzed in Detail

Impacts to the following resources were considered and found to be minor or absent. Brief explanations
for their elimination from further consideration are provided below.

3.1.1 Indian Trust Assets

Indian Trust Assets (ITAs) are legal interests in assets that are held in trust by the United States for
federally recognized Indian tribes or individuals. As indicated in Appendix D, there are no Indian
reservations, Rancherias or allotments in the Proposed Action construction area. The nearest ITA is a
public domain allotment, identified as 50F S154, approximately 2.86 miles northwest of the project site.
On September 22, 2016, Reclamation’s KBAO ITA Coordinator, Kristen Hiatt, stated that “based on the
nature of the planned work it does not appear to be in an area that would impact Indian hunting or
fishing resources or water rights nor is the proposed activity on actual Indian lands, [and] it is
reasonable to assume that the proposed action would not have any impacts on ITAs.”

3.1.2 Indian Sacred Sites

Sacred sites are defined in Executive Order 13007 (May 24, 1996) as "any specific, discrete, narrowly
delineated location on Federal land that is identified by an Indian tribe, or Indian individual determined
to be an appropriately authoritative representative of an Indian religion, as sacred by virtue of its
established religious significance to, or ceremonial use by, an Indian religion; provided that the tribe or
appropriately authoritative representative of an Indian religion has informed the agency of the existence
of such a site." The Proposed Action would not affect and/or prohibit access to and ceremonial use of
Indian sacred sites.

3.1.3 Environmental Justice

Executive Order 12898 requires each Federal agency to identify and address disproportionately high
and adverse human health or environmental effects, including social and economic effects of its
program, policies, and activities on minority populations and low-income populations. Reclamation has
not identified adverse human health or environmental effects on any population as a result of
implementing the Proposed Action. Therefore, implementing the Proposed Action would not have a
significant or disproportionately negative impact on low-income or minority individuals within the
Proposed Action area.

3.1.4 Socioeconomics

The Proposed Action would create a short term demand for construction related products and services
that would support local vendors and may create short term employment opportunities. In general, the
project would have an insignificant impact on socioeconomic conditions in the project region.



3.1.5 Climate Change and Greenhouse Gases

Climate change refers to significant change in measures of climate (e.g., temperature, precipitation, or
wind) lasting for decades or longer. Many environmental changes can contribute to climate change (e.g.,
changes in sun’s intensity, changes in ocean circulation, deforestation, urbanization, burning fossil
fuels) (EPA 2016). Climate change implies a significant change having important economic,
environmental, and social effects in a climatic condition such as temperature or precipitation. Climate
change is generally attributed directly or indirectly to human activity that alters the composition of the
global atmosphere, additive to natural climate variability observed over comparable time periods.

There would be no impacts contributing to climate change or greenhouse gases (GHG) under the No
Action Alternative. Under the Proposed Action Alternative, Reclamation would provide $74,980.89 to
Siskiyou RCD to construct its Lower French Creek off-channel Habitat Development Project that would
restore the natural channel form and function of the Creek and increase the carrying capacity and
condition of juvenile coho salmon. Potentially minor and temporary impacts to climate change or GHG
could result from the use of excavators, dump trucks, front-end loaders, and other motorized equipment
for intermediate periods over the course of construction. Any impacts to climate change or increases in
GHG would be expected to be insignificant due to the size and scope of the project, small change from
current conditions, duration of use that is limited to the project construction, and compliance with
pollution related laws and regulations. Furthermore, Siskiyou RCD would comply with applicable
Federal, state, or local air pollution laws and regulations.

3.1.6 Noise

The proposed project area is typically impacted by traffic noise as it is approximately 0.30 miles away
from State Highway 3; thus, the additional temporary noise associated with construction is expected to
have only a minor impact. Noise impacts created by the use of heavy motorized equipment would be
minimized by limiting construction activities to 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m., Monday through Sunday. Work
hours outside this period would need approval in advance by Reclamation, and, upon approval, Siskiyou
RCD would be required to contact adjacent landowners prior to work commencing to inform them of
the change in work hours and the anticipated level of temporary noise escalations during construction
activities. There would be no long-term increases to the ambient noise levels from the implementation
of the Proposed Action.

3.2 Resources Analyzed in Detail

This EA would analyze the affected environment of the Proposed Action and No Action Alternative in
order to determine the potential impacts and cumulative effects to the following environmental
resources.

3.2.1 Water Resources

3.2.1.1 Affected Environment

The water resources potentially affected would be surface waters within and adjacent to the proposed
project area which include French Creek. French Creek is located on the west side of Scott Valley,
south of the town of Etna. The creek originates in the Marble Mountains to the west. Elevations in the
watershed range from approximately 2,950 feet at the mouth of the creek to approximately 7,400 feet in



the headwaters area. French Creek is a third order stream and has approximately 37.3 miles of perennial
stream and drains a watershed area of 20,584 acres.

The lower section of French Creek can be characterized as a low gradient (<1%) meandering channel
with alluvial deposits of cobble, gravel, and sand. The riparian community is wouldow dominated and
the adjacent floodplain has been developed for agricultural use.

Stream flow in French Creek originates as snowfall in the higher elevations (>5,000 ft.) of the
watershed and as rainfall in the lower elevations. Flow is generally highest during warm winter rains
and rain-on-snow events, typically occurring between October and March.

3.2.1.2 Environmental Consequences

No Action

Under the No Action alternative, Reclamation would not provide grant funding to the Siskiyou
Resource Conservation District for the purpose of developing off-channel habitat on French Creek. As a
result, the restoration of low gradient and off-channel habitats that have the potential to provide a
significant amount of complex, diverse, and productive rearing habitat for juvenile salmonids would not
occur. However, the SRCD could still see other financial partners or fund the Proposed Action
themselves, which is outside the scope of this EA.

Proposed Action

The analysis of effects on water resources associated with the proposed action alternative was based on
potential impacts to surface water quality and quantity. Under the Proposed Action, Reclamation would
release grant funding to the SRCD for the for the purpose of developing off-channel habitat on French
Creek. The Proposed Action includes activities that would occur within the surface water resource of
French Creek including portions of off-channel habitat construction. Excavation of the pond, installation
of the large wood and brush bundles, and 95 percent of the flat water access channel would all be
completed before the pond is connected to the creek. Once all other project actions have been
completed, the removal of the plug and final connection of the pond to the creek would be done by
using an excavator and is expected to take five minutes and is expected to result in negligible discharge.
Although the excavator would reach into the wetted channel to remove the plug, the excavator itself
would not enter the wetted channel. A silt fence would be in place throughout project construction. No
dewatering of the main channel would be necessary for project implementation activities.

Landscape stabilization in the form of adding large cobble to armor the inlet/outlet of the access channel
and approximately 50 feet of the creek bank downstream from the access channel also has the potential
to contribute to surface water impacts associated with the proposed project. However, any impacts
would be temporary and localized and the landscape stabilization aspect of the project would ultimately
provide long-term benefits to surface water resources by minimizing erosion potential.

All mechanized equipment fueling, servicing, and overnight parked would occur at least 200 feet from
any wetted channel. All machinery would be thoroughly inspected and cleaned prior to project
implementation.

Pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, the project qualifies for authorization under the Army
Corps of Engineers — Nationwide Permit Number 27 for “Aquatic Habitat Restoration, Establishment,



and Enhancement Activities” (77 Fed. Reg. 10184, February 21, 2012). A signed landowner agreement
between the landowner and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service was sent to the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers on May 4, 2016, along with a project notification email. Although the project notification is
not required, one was provided as a courtesy. All permit conditions and stipulations as outlined in
Nationwide Permit Number 27 must be met during implementation of the proposed project (see
Appendix E).

Siskiyou RCD Project Coordinator, Preston Harris, sent a Notice of Intent (NOI) to the California North
Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board’s Environmental Scientist, Jake Shannon, on August 8,
2016 to initiate Clean Water Act General 401 Order consultation. A Notice of Applicability (NOA) was
received by Siskiyou RCD on October 6, 2016 and stated, “Regional Water Board staff has determined
that the proposed activities as described in the NOI are categorically exempt from CEQA review and
may proceed under the General 401 Order” (Attachment F). Siskiyou RCD would follow the conditions
and requirements listed in the NOA. Any other required permits shall be obtained by the grantee prior to
implementation of project activities.

The project would improve floodplain and wetland habitat and function by improving connectivity
between the floodplain and stream channel and promoting the geomorphic processes that form and
maintain off-channel wetlands and floodplain habitat. Standard best management practices would be
employed to minimize short term impacts to streams and floodplains as a result of construction
activities. In summary, the project would result in a net benefit to wetland function, connectivity and
biological resources.

Overall, potential water quality impacts including temporary increases in turbidity and contribution of
sediment instream would be negligible, localized and temporary in nature and only persist during
construction activities. Furthermore, several project design features and best management practices have
been incorporated into the proposed action to reduce instream work and direct water quality impacts, as
well as, long term erosion control concerns. The activities associated with the proposed project are not
expected to have an effect on the quantity of the surface water resource. Therefore, no significant
impacts to surface water resources would occur as a result of the Proposed Action.

3.2.1.3 Cumulative Impacts

Cumulative impacts result from incremental impacts of the Proposed Action or No Action Alternatives
when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions. Cumulative impacts can
result from individually minor, but collectively significant actions taking place over a period of time.

Implementation of the Proposed Action would not affect the quantity or long term quality of the surface
water resources. Therefore, the Proposed Action would have no significant cumulative impacts on
surface water resources.

3.2.2 Biological Resources

3.2.2.1 Affected Environment

French Creek supports populations of coho salmon, steelhead trout, and chinook salmon. French
Creek’s vegetative community is primarily mixed coniferous forest of red fir, Douglas fir, Jeffery Pine,
ponderosa pine, sugar pine, incense cedar and mountain hemlock. Native hardwoods are also present at



lower elevations and primarily include black oak, Oregon white oak, with an understory of mixed
shrubs.

Federally listed threatened and endangered species that may occur within or near the project area are

shown in Table 1-1 and Appendix A. Table 1 was generated by accessing and querying the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service database for endangered, threatened, or candidate species that are located within
Siskiyou County, California. The list in Appendix A was provided by Dave Johnson, a U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Biologist out of Yreka, California, on October 6, 2016.

3.2.2.2 Environmental Consequences

No Action

Under the No Action alternative, Reclamation would not provide grant funding to the Siskiyou
Resource Conservation District for the purpose of developing off-channel habitat on French Creek. As a
result, the restoration of low gradient and off-channel habitats that have the potential to provide a
significant amount of complex, diverse, and productive rearing habitat for juvenile salmonids would not
occur. However, the SRCD could still see other financial partners or fund the Proposed Action
themselves, which is outside the scope of this EA.

Proposed Action

The potential impacts to all species included in Table 1-1 and Appendix A, as a result of the Proposed
Action, have been considered. The proposed action activities are covered under an intraservice
consultation performed by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s Yreka Field Office (see Appendix G).
Additionally, an informal consultation with the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) for
anadromous species has determined that the Proposed Action may affect but is not likely to adversely
affect coho salmon or their critical habitat. The proposed restoration activity was also analyzed in the
Biological Opinions on the Effects of Proposed Klamath Project Operations from May 31, 2013,
through March 31, 2023, on Five Federally Listed Threatened and Endangered Species (2013 BiOp).
Consistent with the 2013 BiOp, restoration activities that require instream activities would be
implemented during low flow periods between June 15 and November 1.

Fish Relocation Activities

Should fish relocation activities be required for the proposed project, California Department of Fish and
Wildlife personnel (or designated agents) would capture and relocate fish (and amphibians) away from
the restoration project work site to minimize adverse effects to listed salmonids. Fish in the immediate
project area would be captured by seine, dip net and/or by electrofishing, and would then be transported
and released to a suitable instream location.

Increased Mobilization of Sediment within the Stream Channel

The proposed project includes ground disturbance in or adjacent to French Creek may increase turbidity
and suspended sediment levels within the project work site and downstream areas. Therefore, off
channel habitat development construction may result in increased mobilization of sediment into streams.
Although riparian restoration may involve ground disturbance adjacent to streams, the magnitude and
intensity of this ground disturbance is expected to be small and isolated to the riparian area.



Beneficial Effects to Coho Salmon

The proposed project would be designed and implemented consistent with the techniques and minimization
measures presented in the CDFW’s Restoration Manual (Flosi et al. 2010) to maximize the benefits of the
project while minimizing effects to salmonids. This restoration project is for the purpose of restoring
degraded salmonid habitat and is intended to provide additional habitat for coho salmon. This project is
anticipated to contribute to the restoration of coho salmon habitat over the long-term.

Noise, Motion, and Vibration Disturbance from Heavy Equipment Operation

Noise, motion, and vibration produced by heavy equipment operation is expected as part of the
proposed project. However, the use of equipment, which would occur outside the active channel with
the exception of use of the excavator bucket to connect the creek to the developed off channel habitat is
expected to result in insignificant effects to listed fishes. Listed salmonids would be able to avoid
interaction with instream machinery by temporarily relocating either upstream or downstream into
suitable habitat adjacent to the worksite.

Stream Bank Stabilization

A small portion of stream bank stabilization is a component of the proposed project and would reduce
sediment delivery to the stream and is likely to improve coho salmon embryo and alevin survival in
spawning gravels and reduce injury to juvenile coho salmon from high concentrations of suspended
sediment. Successfully reducing streambank erosion would be beneficial to coho salmon because coho
salmon would then be exposed to lower suspended sediment concentrations.

Due to the construction time period that the project would be implemented, no impact to birds protected
under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) due to construction activities occur outside the nesting
and breeding season (typically January through August). If construction activities were to take place
within January through August a bird survey would be required prior to any vegetation removal.
Additionally, any trees proposed for removal shall be visually inspected to ensure no bald eagle nests
are present. Should a bald eagle nest be present, further coordination with the Yreka USFWS field
office would be necessary. Therefore, no impacts to species protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act are expected as a result of implementation of the proposed project.

3.2.2.3 Cumulative Impacts

As the Proposed Action is not expected to result in significant direct or indirect impacts to biological
resources due to any impacts being temporary, localize, and beneficial in the long term, there would be
no cumulative impacts to biological resources.

3.2.3 Cultural Resources

“Cultural Resources” is a broad term that applies to prehistoric, historic, and architectural resources, as
well as to traditional cultural properties. Cultural resources can include both archaeological sites, which
contain evidence of past human use, and the built environment, which consists of structures such as
buildings, roadways, dams, and canals. The National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, as
amended, is the primary Federal legislation that outlines the Federal government’s responsibilities
related to cultural resources. Section 106 of the NHPA requires the Federal government to take into
consideration the effects of its undertakings on historic properties. Historic properties are, by definition,
cultural resources that are included in, or eligible for inclusion in, the National Register of Historic
Places (National Register). The evaluation criteria for National Register eligibility are outlined at 36
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CFR Part 60.4.

Compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA follows a process outlined at 36 CFR Part 800. This process
includes determining the area of potential effects (APE) for an undertaking, consulting with Indian
tribes and other interested parties, identifying if historic properties are present within the APE, assessing
the effects the undertaking would have on historic properties, and resolving any adverse effects to
historic properties before an undertaking is implemented. The Section 106 process also requires
consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO), or Tribal Historic Preservation
Officer (THPO) where applicable, to seek concurrence with the finding of effect for the undertaking.

3.2.3.1 Affected Environment

The proposed project is located along French Creek about 0.5 miles upstream of its confluence with the
Scott River and is on river-right approximately 0.30 miles downstream from where the State Highway 3
bridge crosses the Creek. The cumulative area of the project site, including development of the pond,
access channel, and access road, is roughly 0.25 acres.

3.2.3.2 Environmental Consequences

No Action

Under the No Action Alternative, Reclamation would not approve Siskiyou RCD to work under their
Klamath River Coho Restoration grant and complete the project as designed. Anadromous fish habitat
would remain in its current condition with the potential to become less habitable in the future and
further limiting anadromous fish populations including the endangered coho salmon. There would be no
change to the Lower French Creek and adjacent riparian environments, and, consequently, there would
be no change in impacts to cultural resources from current conditions under the No Action Alternative.

Proposed Action

Under the Proposed Action Alternative, Reclamation would approve and release grant funding to
Siskiyou RCD to implement the Lower French Creek off-channel Habitat Development Project. This
action constitutes an undertaking with the potential to cause effects to historic properties, assuming such
properties are present, requiring compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA as amended. On September
22, 2016, Reclamation Archaeologist, Scott Wouldiams, stated that Reclamation granted the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Region 1, Lead Federal Agency status for the Section 106, for this
undertaking, and Mr. Anan Raymond, USFWS Region 1 Regional Archaeologist, accepted with the
understanding that the Section 106 responsibility would be satisfied under an active Programmatic
Agreement (PA), specifically: Programmatic Agreement Among the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Region 1, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and the State Historic Preservation Officer
Regarding the Administration of Routine Undertakings in the State of California (see Attachment H).

Under the PA, USFWS determined that an Appendix A (within USFWS’ PA) undertaking, including
item 11 (restoration of streambed channels) has minimal potential to affect historic properties; the
standard historic property identification effort, including tribal consultation, is not conducted, and; a no
historic properties finding is programmatically determined. The proposed project is an undertaking that
meets the criteria of Appendix A (within USFWS’ PA), item 11 “restoration of stream channels”
because the activities and the area of potential effects (APE) occur within an active stream channel. As
such, the APE is continually altered by natural forces, and it is unlikely that humans would have
occupied or conducted activities (with an archaeological trace) in the APE.
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In the event that cultural resources are discovered during project implementation, ground disturbing
activities would be halted and the USFWS Regional Archaeologist should be notified to determine how
to proceed. Furthermore, if project activities subsequently change, additional NHPA Section 106
review, including consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer, may be required.

3.2.3.3 Cumulative Impacts
The Proposed Action is anticipated to result in no adverse effects to cultural resources, and, therefore,
would not contribute to cumulative impacts to cultural resources.

3.2.4 Air Quality

Section 176 (c) of the Clean Air Act (CAA) (42 U.S.C. 7506 (c)) requires that any entity of the Federal
government that engages in, supports, or in any way provides financial support for, licenses or permits,
or approves any activity to demonstrate that the action conforms to the applicable State Implementation
Plan (SIP) required under Section 110 (a) of the CAA (42 U.S.C. 7401 (a)) before the action is
otherwise approved. In this context, conformity means that such federal actions must be consistent with
a SIP’s purpose of eliminating or reducing the severity and number of violations of the National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) and achieving expeditious attainment of those standards.
Each federal agency must determine that any action that is proposed by the agency and that is subject to
the regulations implementing the conformity requirements would, in fact conform to the applicable SIP
before the action is taken.

On November 30, 1993, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) promulgated final general
conformity regulations at 40 CFR 93 Subpart B for all Federal activities except those covered under
transportation conformity. The general conformity regulations apply to a proposed Federal action in a
non-attainment or maintenance area if the total direct and indirect emissions of the relevant criteria
pollutant(s) and precursor pollutant(s) caused by the Proposed Action equal or exceed certain threshold
amounts, thus requiring the Federal agency to make a determination of general conformity.

3.2.4.1 Affected Environment

The Proposed Action is located in Siskiyou County, California, within the Scott River watershed, where
NAAQS and California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) have been established for the
following criteria pollutants: carbon monoxide (CO), ozone (O.), sulfur dioxide (SO.), nitrogen dioxide
(NO.), particulate matter (PM., and PM..), and lead (Pb). The CAAQS has also set standards for
hydrogen sulfide (H.S), sulfates, and visibility reducing particles.

Areas are classified under the CAA as either “attainment” or “non-attainment” areas for each criteria
pollutant based on whether or not the NAAQS have been achieved. Attainment relative to California
standards is determined by the California Air Resources Board (CARB). After querying the CARB
database at https://www.arb.ca.gov/desig/adm/adm.htm, it was determined that Siskiyou County is
currently designated as either an unclassified or an attainment area for all Federal and State recognized
criteria pollutants.

3.2.4.2 Environmental Consequences
No Action
Under the No Action Alternative, Reclamation would not approve or fund Siskiyou RCD to work under
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their Klamath River Coho Restoration grant and complete the project as designed. Air quality impacts
would not occur as no construction would ensue; however, habitat for anadromous fish, including the
endangered coho salmon, would not be improved.

Proposed Action

Under the Proposed Action Alternative Reclamation would approve Siskiyou RCD to construct an off-
channel pond with coarse woody debris structures and associated riparian vegetation in the floodplain of
Lower French Creek to restore natural channel form and function and increase the carrying capacity and
condition of juvenile coho salmon. The Proposed Action would not conflict with or obstruct the
implementation of the air quality management plan of Siskiyou County. Emissions would be associated
with construction but would be temporary and localized. Standards set by the CARB and Federal
agencies relating to the Proposed Action would be required and incorporated at applicable design and
approval stages; this may include, but may not be limited to, the application of water as necessary on
and around construction sites to reduce fugitive emissions associated with construction activities.

3.2.4.3 Cumulative Impacts

Emissions associated with the construction of the Proposed Action would have minor effects on air
quality, but they would be temporary and localized in nature. Therefore, the Proposed Action would
have no significant cumulative impact on air quality.

Section 4 Environmental Commitments

The following environmental commitments would be implemented before, during, and after
construction to prevent and reduce the impacts of the Proposed Action.

e Environmental Permitting — SRCD would be responsible for complying with all environmental
requirements identified in this EA and any other applicable Federal, State, and local permits.

e Construction Period - Construction would take place from June 15 to November 1
e Noise - Construction would be conducted between 7am to 7pm

« Biological Resources -

o Reporting immediately to Reclamation should any coho salmon captured, relocated, injured,
or killed. Identification and tracking of any coho salmon captured, relocated, injured, or
killed. All coho salmon mortalities must be retained, placed in an appropriately sized whirl-
pak or zip-lock bag, labeled with the date and time of collection, fork length, location of
capture, and frozen as soon as possible. Frozen samples must be retained until specific
instructions are provided by Reclamation as coordinated with the National Marine Fisheries
Service.

o Fish Relocation activities would be conducted by CDFW

o Visual inspection any trees proposed for removal to ensure there are no bald eagle nests. If
present, further coordination with the Yreka USFWS office would be required.
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« Cultural Resources - In the case that any cultural resources, either surface or subsurface, are
inadvertently discovered during construction, construction in the area of the inadvertent discovery
will cease, and a Reclamation's Mid-Pacific Regional archaeologist would be notified.
Reclamation’s archaeologist would make an assessment of the resource and conduct additional
consultations as required. Any person who knows or has reason to know that he/she has
inadvertently discovered possible human remains on Federal land, must immediately provide
telephone notification of the discovery to a Reclamation official and to Reclamation's Mid-Pacific
Regional archaeologist. If applicable, Reclamation would consult under the Native American
Graves Protection and Repatriation Act NAGPRA for a discovery of Native American human
remains or NAGPRA objects. Work will not resume at that location until notified by Reclamation
to proceed.

o Water Resources —

o No mechanized equipment would operate within the wetted channel with the exception of
the excavator bucket to connect the creek to the developed off channel habitat.

o All mechanized equipment fueling, servicing, and overnight parked would occur at least 200
feet from any wetted channel.

o All equipment would be cleaned and inspected prior to project implementation for water
quality internal controls and noxious weed abatement purposes

o All permit conditions and stipulations identified in Nationwide Permit 27 and California
State Water Resources Control Board 401 certification would be followed

Section 5 Consultation and Coordination

This section presents the agencies and parties that were coordinated or consulted with during
development of the document.

5.1 Public Review Period

Reclamation prepared this EA to evaluate the effects of the Proposed Action Alternative, and, if after
evaluation no significant effects are determined to result from the proposed action, Reclamation will
draft the FONSI document. The CEQ regulations do not require that an EA be made for public review.
Per 40 CFR 1501.4(e)(2), agencies, in certain limited circumstances, are required to make FONSIs
available for public review if the proposed action is, or is closely similar to, one which normally
requires an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) or if the nature of the proposed action is one without
precedent. As this project does not meet the criteria stated in the CFR, no public comment period was
made available.
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5.2 Persons or Agencies Consulted During Development of EA

e U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (David Johnson, Yreka Field Office)
e Siskiyou Resource Conservation District (Preston Harris)
e California North Coast Water Quality Control Board (Jake Shanon)
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Appendices

Table 1-1. Listed, Endangered, Threatened, Proposed, and Candidate

Species that May Occur in Siskiyou County, California. (Klamath Falls
Fish and Wildlife Version)
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Appendix A. Listed, Endangered, Threatened, Proposed, and
Candidate Species that May Occur in Siskiyou County, California.
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Appendix B. Lower French Creek Off-channel Habitat Development
Project Location Map.

25



Appendix C. Final Design Drawings.
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Appendix D. Indian Trust Asset Coordination and Consultation

32



33



34



Appendix E. USACOE 404 Nationwide Permit #27 Coordination,
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Landowner Agreement, and General Permit Conditions
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Appendix F. California State Water Resources Board Section 401
Water Quality Certification Coordination
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Appendix G. U.S Fish and Wildlife Yreka, California Field Office
Intragency Endangered Species Consultation Coordination
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slender Orcutt grass (T)

A) Project does not occur within 5300 ft (152 m)
of’a vernal pool.

Project occurs within 500 £t (152 m) of a vernal
pool.

¥ Proceed.

Have the project area surveyed for slender Orcutt grass by a
qualified botanist in May to July. Go to B.

Project occurs
ontside of
designated critical
habitat for slender
orcutt grass

B) Surveys do not show slender Orcutt grass
presence.

Surveys show slender Oreutt grass presence.

Follow these PDSs:

1. Restoration activities with the exception of prescribed fire must
he at least 500 feet (152 m) away from any population of slender
Orcutt grass.

2. Prescribed fires may only be conducted in vernal pool areas in
the early spring before the plants have germinated or well afier seed
set in the fall. As slender Orcutt grass usually occurs on the upper
margins of vernal pools, they are more subject to fires burning to
the edges of vernal pools as compared o pool botlom species,
which are ofien protected because fuel loads in the pool botloms are
sparse.

3. Projects in or adjacent to vernal pools will avoid disrupting the
existing hydrology including the impermeable, sub-surface soil
layer. The movement of soils into pools, and the use of any
pesticides should be minimized or avoided. Due to the fragile soil
layers that assist in the formation and function of vernal pools, care
will be taken to avoid unnecessary pedestrian or vehicular traffic
through sensitive sites, even in the dry season.

4. To prevent the introduction or spread of weedy species, boots,
clothing, equipment, and vehicles will be cleaned and/or washed
prior to arrival on sites where slender Orcutt grass may occur.
Follow these PDS8s:

1. All YFWO restoration activities and approaches, with the
exception of prescribed fire, must be at least 500 ft (152 m) away
from any population of slender Orcutt grass.

2. Preseribed fires may only be conducted in vernal pool areas in

PLANTS
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Yreka phlox (E)

A) Project is not within 8 mi (13 km) (in all N Proceed.
directions) of a line that extends from Paradise
Craggy through Yreka to Etna.

Project is within & mi (13 km) (in all directions) Goto B.
of a line that extends from Paradise Craggy
through Yreka to Etna.

B) Project is not on ultramafic rock or soils Goto C.

derived from ultramafic rock.

Project is on ultramafic rock or soils derived Have the project area surveyed for Yreka phlox by a qualified
from ultramafic rock. botanist. The optimal survey period is April 1-June 15. Go to D.
C) Project is not within 500 ft (152 m) of a Proceed.

known population of Yreka phlox.

Project is within 300 fi (152 m) of a known Have the project area surveyed for Yreka phlox by a qualified
population of Yreka phlox. botanist. The optimal survey period 1s April 1-June 15. Go to D.
D) Survey does not find Yreka phlox plants. Follow these PDSs:

1. Only native vegetation will be used in plantings.

2. Projects designed to remove non-natives will be accomplished
by hand pulling unless 30 feet (15 m) or more and downslope from
nearest Yreka phlox plant Yreka phlox plants will be flagged at the
periphery of the population and a biologist will be on site at the
initiation of non-native plant removal projects.

3. All herbicides will be mixed at least 0.25 miles (0.40 km) away
from known Yreka phlox populations and herbicide label
restrictions will be followed. Only spot, wick, or backpack sprayers
will be used to apply herbicides within 150 feet (~45 m) of the
nearest Yreka phlox plant. Herbicides will not be used upslope or
within 50 feet (15 m) of Yreka phlox plants. Unless using spot or
wick herbicide application methods. wind speed must not be greater
than 6 mph (~10 km/h) to avoid unintended drifi of herbicides onto
Yreka phlox plants. Applications must be timed so that the spray
has dried before the next rain or snowfall.

4. Livestock watering facilities or fences will not be located in
areas where compaction and/or damage may occur to sensitive

PLANTS
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Appendix H. Cultural Resources Coordination and Compliance

United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

LS.
FIGH & WILDLIFE
SERVICE

Anan Raymond, Regional Archaeologist
Region 1+ Region 8 Cultural Resource Team
20555 Gerda Lane, Sherwood, OR 97140
phone:503-625-4377, fax:503-625-4887
email: anan_raymond@fws.gov cell:503-803-7913

To: David Johnson 51212016

FWS Program - Conservation Partnerships
Funding - Partners

From:  R1/R8 Cultural Resources Team
Anan Raymond, Regional Historic Preservation Officer

Subject: Notification of Compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA)

Thank you for submitting the RCRC form for the below listed project. We have reviewed
the form and applied the terms of the Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) Programmatic
Agreement (PA)*, with the state of. California

Based on the location and nature of the activities, “Appendix A” applies to the
following project as described:

Lower French Creek Off-Channel Habitat Project

An Appendix A determination indicates that the FWS has evaluated the potential impact of the
proposed project on cultural resources at the location listed above, and we do not anticipate that
the project would affect or impact cultural resources.

No further cultural resource identification effort is necessary for the project. However, the
existence of cultural resources can never be predicted with certainty. Please be aware that
cultural resources are protected by all applicable federal and state laws. In the event that
cultural resources are discovered during project implementation, any ground disturbing activity
should be halted and the FWS Regicnal Archaeologist should be notified at the above address.
If the planned activities change, please let us know.

Please note that, in compliance with the terms of the PA, the project will be reported to the State
Historic Preservation Office in the annual report, prepared and submitted after the end of the
current fiscal year. Thank you for considering cultural resources.

*Programmatic Agreement Among the U.S. Fish and Wildiife Service Region 1, the Advisory Council on Historic

Preservation, and the State Historic Preservation Officer Regarding the Administration of Routine Undertakings in the
State of California
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