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Shiloe Braxton 
District Manager 
Trinity County Resource Conservation District 
PO Box 1450 
Weaverville, CA 96093 

Re: Letter of Support for Trinity County Resource Conservation District WaterSmart Grant 

To Whom It May Concern: 

The Hoopa Valley Tribal Fisheries Department supports the Trinity County Resource 
Conservation District and collaborators WatersSmart grant proposal. This effort will enhance 
the proponents abilities to take a more holistic approach to basin wide watershed management 
which will benefit fish and wildlife resources for the tribe and other communities. The project 
proponents have extensive experience working with local landowners to implement watershed 
restoration projects in the basin. We believe an expanded watershed planning effort will help 
fill important gaps in underserved yet important watersheds. 

Sincerely, 

Sean Ledwin 
Habitat Division Lead 
Hoopa Tribal Fisheries 

Hoopa Valley Tribal Council 
Natural Resources Division 

fisheries Department 
Post Offlc:e Box 41 7 • Hoopa, Callfornla 95 S46 

(530) 625-4267 • FAX (S30) 625·4995 

May 3, 2016 
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Trinity Lake 
Revitalization Alliance, Inc. 
Trinity Center, California 

Vision. Passion. Community. 

May 2, 2016 

Shiloe Braxton 
District Manager 
P.O. Box 1450 
Trinity County Resource Conservation District 
Weaverville, CA 96093 

Dear Mr. Braxton: 

The Trinity Lake Revitalization Alliance, Inc., a 503 (c) non-profit organization, would 
like to express our support for the Trinity County Resource Conservation District’s 
proposal to the Bureau of Reclamation’s Cooperative Watershed Management 
Program for the expansion of the Trinity River Watershed Council. 

Our communities are located above the dams in the upper Trinity River watershed. 
We welcome the opportunity to participate in watershed planning with the TCRCD 
for all beneficial uses of our water. Our organization is concerned with the economic 
revitalization in the north Trinity Lake area, and we recognize the importance of a 
healthy watershed to keep our reservoir clean and full. 

The TCRCD has significant experience with providing watershed planning and 
coordination and working collaboratively with landowners, land managers, and other 
agencies. 

This project will contribute significantly towards reviewing and prioritizing 
established watershed goals expressed in the Upper Trinity River Watershed 
Assessment Report (2006), which have not been re-examined in 10 years due to a 
lack of funding. This project will promote local community and landowner 

involvement and foster collaboration among multiple stakeholders. 

Sincerely, 

Ms. Kelli Gant, president 

Trinity Lake Revitalization Alliance, Inc. 

CC: Northwest California’s Mountains and Rivers 
Jeff Morris 

TLRA • P.O. Box 128, Trinity Center, CA 96091 • 530-266-3568 • tlra@northtrinitylake.com 
www.NorthTrinityLake.com 

http:www.NorthTrinityLake.com
mailto:tlra@northtrinitylake.com


USDA 
74 United States Department of Agriculture 

Natural Resources Conservation Service 
1313 S Main Street 
POBox970 
Weaverville CA 96093 
Tel: 530.623.3991 

May 2, 2016 

Shiloe Braxton 
District Manager 
P.O. Box 1450 
Trinity County Resource Conservation District 
Weaverville, CA 96093 

Dear Mr. Braxton: 

The Natural Resources Conservation Service, Weaverville Field Office, suppot1s the Trinity 
County Resource Conservation District's proposal to the Bureau of Reclamation's Cooperative 
Watershed Management Program for the expansion of the Trinity River Watershed Council. The 
TCRCD has significant experience providing watershed plam1ing and coordination as well as 
working collaboratively with landowners, land managers, and other" agencies. 

The NRCS has worked with the Trinity County RCD for many years. We agree that funding the 
expansion of the existing Trinity River Watershed Council to include the entire river and its 
tributaries enhances the momentum of restoration eff011s in this watershed, on both public and 
private lands. 

This project will contribute significantly toward meeting established. watershed goals expressed 
in the Trinity County Strategic Fire Management Plan by reducing the risk of catastrophic fire, 
the Upper Trinity Watershed Assessment Report (2005), the Trinity County Hazard Mitigation 
Plan (2015) by addressing drought and water availability issues, and the Trinity River Watershed 
Total Maximum Daily Load and South Fork Trinity River Total Maximum Daily Load by 
reducing sediment delivery to the Trinity River. This project will promote local community and 
landowner involvement and foster collaboration among multiple stakeholders. 

The NRCS extends our support for this worthwhile project and will continue to work with the 
TCRCD in improving overall watershed conditions for the Trinity River. 

Best Regards, 

arris 
District Conservationist 
USDA-NRCS 
Weaverville Field Office 

An Equal Opportunity Provider and Employer 



TRINITY COUNTY 
Board of Supervisors 

P.O. BOX 1613, WEAVERYlLLE, CA LIFORN IA 96093-1 613 
PHONE (530) 623-1217 FAX (530) 623-8365 

Shiloc Braxton,Distri ct Manager 
Trinity County Resource Conservation District 
P.O. Box 1450 
Weaverville, CA 96093 

Dear Mr. Brax ton: 

The Trinity County Board or Supervisors \Votild like to express their support fo r the Trini ty 
County Resource Conservat ion Dist ri ct ·s (TCRCD) proposal to the Bureau of Reclamation' s 
Cooperative Watershed Management Program for the expansion or the Trinity Ri ver Watershed 
Council. The TCRCD has significant experience with providing watershed planning and 
coordination and working collaborati vely with landowners, land managers, and other agencies. 

Trin ity Coun ty has worked with the Trinity County Resource Conservat ion Distri ct fo r many 
years on watershed planning and coordinat ion. We agree that fund ing the expansion or the 
existing Trinity Ri ver Watershed Counci l to include the entire river and its tributaries would 
continue to enhance the momentum or restoration efforts in th is watershed. 

This project wil l cont ri bute signi!icantl y toward meeting estab lished watershed goals expressed 
in the Tri nity County Strategic f-ire Management Plan by reducing the ri sk or catas trophic fi re, 
the Upper Trini ty Watershed Assessment Report (2005) and the Trinity County Hazard 
Mitigation Plan (20 15) by address ing droug ht and water availabi lity issues, and the Trinity River 
Watershed Total Maxi mum Daily Load and South Fork Trinity River Total Maximum Daily 
Load by reducing sed iment delivery to the Trinity Ri ver. This project will promote local 
community and landowner involvement and foste r collaboration among multi ple stakeholders. 

We would like to extend our support fo r this worthwhile project and will continue to work with 
the TCRCD in improving overa ll watershed conditions fo r the Trinity River. 

L. Karl f-i sher, Chairman _, 
Trin ity County Board or Supervisors 

KEITH GROVES 
DISTRICT 1 

JUDY MORRIS 
DISTRICT 2 

KARL FISHER 
DISTRICT 3 

BILL BURTON 
DISTRICT 4 

JOHN FENLEY 
DISTRICT 5 



TRINITY CENTER COMMUNITY 
SERVICES DISTRICT 

P.0. Box 177 
Trinity Center, California 96091 

May 3. 2016 

Shiloe Br<1.xton 
District Manager 
P .0. Box 1450 
Trinity County Resource Conse"•ation District 
Weaverville, CA 96093 

Dear Mr. Braxton: 

The Trinity Center Co111D1unity s~rvices District would like 10 express our support for the Trinity 
County Resource Conservation Districl'sproposaJ lo the Bureau of Reclamation's Cooperative 
Watershed Management Program for the expansion of the Trinity Ri vcr Watershed Council. 

OurcomJuunity is located above the dams in the upper Trinity River watershed and we welcome 
the opportunity to participate in watershed planning with the TCRCD for all beneficial uses of 
our water. The TCRCD has significant experience with providing wmersbed planning and 
coordination and working collaboratively with landowners, land managers. and other agencies. 

The Trinity Center CSD has worked with and supported the Trinity County Resource 
Conservation Districl for years on warershed health and a wide variety of fuels reduction 
proje<:1$. We believe funding the expansion of the Trinity River Watershed Council to include 
the entire river and its tributaries would continue ro enhance the momentum of restoration efforts 
in this watershed. 

This project wiU contribute significantly towards reviewing and prioritizing c:.~tablished 
watershed goals expres:il:d in the Upper Trinity R.iver Wateished Assessmem Report (2006), 
which have not been re-examined in IO years due to a lack of funding. This project wilJ promote 
local community and lando\\11er involvemenr and foster collaboration among multiple 
stakeholders. 

:::±¥ 
Sincerely. 

Trinity Center Commwiity Services Distric1 



Trinity River Restoration Program 

P.O. Box 1300, 1313 South Main Street, Weaverville, California 96093 
Telephone: 530-623-1800, Fax: 530-623-5944 

APR 2 7 2016 

Shiloe Braxton 
District Manager 
P.O. Box 1450 
Trinity County Resource Conservation District 
Weaverville, CA 96093 

The Trinity River Restoration Program (TRRP) would like to provide its support for the Trinity County 
Resource Conservation District's proposal to the Bureau of Reclamation's Cooperative Watershed 
Management Program to expand the existing Trinity River Watershed Council (TRWC). The Trinity 
County Resource Conservation District is a member of the TRWC and is applying on behalf of the 
TRWC in order to expand the existing watershed council. The Trinity County Resource Conservation 
District has significant experience working collaboratively with landowners, land managers, and other 
agencies on projects that provide benefits to the health of the Trinity River and entire watershed. 

The TRRP has worked with the Trinity County Resource Conservation District for many years on 
watershed planning, coordination, and funding of watershed restoration projects. The expansion of the 
existing Trinity River Watershed Council will promote sustainable use of water resources in the 
watershed, recognizing that a healthy watershed is the foundation for a healthy community. Expansion of 
the TRWC will enhance restoration efforts in the watershed by providing coordination across the entire 
Trinity River Basin. 

The proposed project would provide for a watershed coordinator, expanded outreach activities throughout 
the entire watershed, development of new, review of completed, and re-examination 
of past watershed project concepts through a gap analysis using GIS and review and consolidation of 
currently decentralized data, and development of a watershed restoration plan. These proposal 
components would be highly beneficial for the entire watershed. 

The TRRP would like to provide our strong support for this excellent project proposal that will result in 
valuable conservation results for the Trinity River and watershed. We will continue our committed 
partnership with the Trinity County Resource Conservation District working collaboratively to improve 
watershed conditions for the mainstem Trinity River. 

Caryn 

h
Huntt DeCarlo 

/Ld~(Jg 
Acting Executive Director 



The Watershed Research and Training Center 
PO Box 356  Clinic Avenue  Hayfork, Ca. 96041  (530) 628‐4206  

Fax (530) 628‐5100  email: wrtc@hayfork.net   www.thewatershedcenter.com 

May 2, 2016 

Shiloe Braxton 
District Manager 
P.O. Box 1450 
Trinity County Resource Conservation District 
Weaverville, CA 96093 

Dear Mr. Braxton: 

The Watershed Research and Training Center would like to express its support for the Trinity County Resource 
Conservation District’s proposal to the Bureau of Reclamation’s Cooperative Watershed Management Program 
for the expansion of the Trinity River Watershed Council.  The TCRCD has significant experience with 
providing watershed planning and coordination and working collaboratively with landowners, land managers, 
and other agencies. 

The Watershed Center has worked closely with the Trinity County Resource Conservation District for many 
years on watershed planning, coordination and restoration, and worked in partnership with them on a wide 
variety of fuels reduction and sediment reduction projects.  I believe funding the expansion of the Trinity River 
Watershed Council to include the entire river and its tributaries would continue and enhance the momentum of 
restoration efforts in this watershed. 

This project will contribute significantly toward meeting established watershed goals expressed in the Trinity 
County Strategic Fire Management Plan by reducing the risk of catastrophic fire, the Upper Trinity Watershed 
Assessment Report (2005), the Trinity County Hazard Mitigation Plan (2015) by addressing drought and water 
availability issues, and the Trinity River Watershed Total Maximum Daily Load and South Fork Trinity River 
Total Maximum Daily Load by reducing sediment delivery to the Trinity River. This project will promote local 
community and landowner involvement and foster collaboration among multiple stakeholders.  

Sincerely, 

Nick Goulette 
Executive Director 
Watershed Research and Training Center 

http:www.thewatershedcenter.com
mailto:wrtc@hayfork.net


TRWC Expansion by Trinity County RCD (Task B) 

Budget Item Description 
Computation Quantity Type 

(Hours/days) 
Total Cost 

$/Unit Quantity 

Salaries and Wages 

Year 1 (Assume October, 1 2016 - September 30, 2017) 

Employee 1 

Watershed Coordinator Donna Rupp October 2016 - August 14, 2017  $ 24.33 983.1 per hour $ 23,918.82 
Step increase for D. Rupp effective August 15, 2017 - Sept 30, 2017 $ 25.31 50 per hour $ 1,265.50 $ 25,184.32 

Employee 2 

GIS Manager October 2016 - February 2017 $ 35.06 20 per hour $ 701.20 

Step increase for GIS Manager February 2017 - Sept 30, 2017 $ 36.11 20 per hour $ 722.20 $ 1,423.40 

Year 1 Subtotal $ 26,607.72 

Year 2 (Assume October 1, 2017 - September 30, 2018) 

Employee 1 

Watershed Coordinator Donna Rupp October 2017-August 14, 2018 $ 25.31 958.7 per hour $ 24,264.70 
Step increase for D. Rupp effective August 15, 2018 - September 30, 2018 $ 26.32 40 per hour $ 1,052.80 $ 25,317.50 

Employee 2 

GIS Manager October 2017 - February 2018 $ 36.11 15 per hour $ 541.65 

Step increase for GIS Manager February 2018 - Sept 30, 2018 $ 37.00 20 per hour $ 740.00 $ 1,281.65 

Year 2 Subtotal $ 26,599.15 

TOTAL Salaries and Wages 2 years $ 53,206.87 

Fringe Benefits 

57% of Salaries and Wages 

Year 1 subtotal $ 26,607.72 0.57 % of wages $ 15,166.40 

Year 2 subtotal $ 26,599.15 0.57 % of wages $ 15,161.51 

TOTAL  Fringe Benefits 2 years $ 30,327.92 

Travel 

Year 1 (Assume October, 1 2016 - September 30, 2017) 

Mileage for year 1 - includes mileage for Coordinator's trips to all watershed regions: 

North Lake - RT miles 38; Middle Trinity- 16 miles RT; Down River- RT 60 miles; South 

Fork - RT 48 miles; 4 trips per year to each region 0.54 651.9 miles $ 352.03 

Year 2 (Assume October 1, 2017 - September 30, 2018) 

Mileage for year 2 - includes mileage for Coordinator's trips to all watershed regions: 

North Lake - RT miles 38; Middle Trinity- 16 miles RT; Down River- RT 60 miles; South 

Fork - RT 48 miles; 4 trips per year to each region 0.56 652.65 miles $ 365.48 

TOTAL Travel 2 years $ 717.51 

Materials and Supplies 

Year 1 (Assume Oct. 1, 2016 - Sept. 30, 2017) 

Misc. office supplies - printer ink, pencils, thumb drives, etc. 

Year 2 (Assume Oct. 1, 2017 - Sept. 30, 2018) 

Misc. office supplies -  printer ink, pencils, thumb drives, etc. 

TOTAL Materials  2 years 

$ 

$ 

125.00 

125.00 

1 per year 

1 per year 

$ 

$ 

$ 

125.00 

125.00 

250.00 

Subtotal Direct Costs Year 1 

Subtotal Indirect Costs Year 1 - 18.34% 

Subotal Direct Costs Year 2 

Subtotal Indirect Costs Year 2 - 18.34% 

Subtotal Year 1 

Subtotal Year 2 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

42,251.15 

7,748.85 

50,000.00 

42,251.14 

7,748.85 

49,999.99 

TOTAL DIRECT COSTS 

TOTAL INDIRECT COSTS 

TOTAL Project Costs 

$ 

$ 

$ 

84,502.30 

15,497.70 

100,000.00 











Total Cost 
Indicate total amount of costs associated with proposed activities, including the Federal and non-Federal cost 
share amounts 

As shown in the summary on page 1 of this narrative, the total cost of the project is $106,438.11, 
with WaterSMART funding of $100,000. 

5 



United States Depart1nent of the Interior 
INTERIOR BUSINESS CENTER 

Indirect Cost Services 
2180 Harvard Street, Suite 430 

Sacramento, CA 95815 

March 7, 2016 
Ms. Shiloe Braxton, District Manager 
Trinity County Resource Conservation District 
P.O. Box 1450 
Weaverville, CA 96093-1450 

Dear Ms. Braxton: 

Enclosed are two copies of the Indirect Cost Negotiation Agreement offered by the Interior 
Business Center (IBC). If you agree with the contents, please sign and return two copies of the 
agreement to IBC to complete the acceptance process. IBC will then sign and return one of the 
signed original agreements to you. 

As a recipient of federal funds, the regulations require annual indirect cost rates. Indirect cost 
rate proposals are due within six (6) months after the close of your fiscal year end and are 
processed on a first-in, first-out basis. 

Common fiscal year end dates and proposal due dates are listed below: 

Fiscal Year End Date Proposal Due Date 
September 30tn March 31 st 

December 31 st June 30th 

June 30th December 31st 

Please visit our website for information and updates on filing indirect cost proposals. If you 
have any questions concerning the negotiation agreement or require additional information, 
please contact our office for assistance. 

Sincerely, 

~1'~
Office Chief 

~~ ~ 
Enclosure: Negotiation Agreement 

J:\States & Local Gov\Local Gov't & Water Districts\Trinity County Resource Conservation District (Tcrcw738)\FY 
14F 16P\Tcrc-Na.14F&l6P.docx 

Phone: (916) 566-7111 
Fax: (916)566-7110 

Email: ICS@ibc.doi.gov 
Website: https :/ /www.doi.gov/ibc/ services/finance/Indirect-Cost-Services 



State and Local Governments 
Indirect Cost Negotiation Agreement 

EIN: 68-0191522 

Organization: Date: 

Trinity County Resource Report No (s).: 
Conservation District 

P.O. Box 1450 
Weaverville, CA 96093-1450 Filing Ref. : 

Last Negotiation Agreement 
dated September 15, 2014 

The indirect cost rates contained herein are for use on grants, contracts, 
and other agreements with the Federal Government to which 2 CFR Part 200 
applies for fiscal years beginning on or after December 26, 2014 subject to 
the limitations in Section II.A. of this agreement. Applicable 0MB Circulars 
and the regulations at 2 CFR 225 will continue to apply to federal funds 
awarded prior to December 26, 2014. The rates were negotiated by the U.S. 
Department of the Interior, Interior Business Center, and the subject 
organization in accordance with the authority contained in applicable 
regulations. 

Section I: Rates 

Effective Period Applicable 
Type From To Rate* Locations To 

Final 07/01/13 06/30/14 18.34% All All Programs 

Provisional 07/01/15 06/30/16 18.34% All All Programs 

*Base: Total direct costs and subcontracts, less capital expenditures and 
passthrough funds. 

Treatment of fringe benefits: Fringe benefits applicable to direct salaries 
and wages are treated as direct costs; fringe benefits applicable to indirect 
salaries and wages are treated as indirect costs. 

Section II: General Page 1 of 3 

A. Limitations: Use of the rate(s) contained in this agreement is subject to 
any applicable statutory limitations. Acceptance of the rate (s) agreed to 
herein is predicated upon these conditions: ( 1) no costs other than those 
incurred by the subject organization were included in its indirect cost rate 
proposal, (2) all such costs are the legal obligations of the 
grantee/contractor, (3) similar types of costs have been accorded consistent 
treatment, and ( 4) the same costs that have been treated as indirect costs 
have not been claimed as direct costs (for example, supplies can be charged 
directly to a program or activity as long as these ~osts are not part of the 
supply costs included in the indirect cost pool for central administration). 

B. Audit: All costs (direct and indirect, federal and non-federal) are 
subject to audit. Adjustments to amounts resulting from audit of the cost 
allocation plan or indirect cost rate proposal upon which the negotiation of 
this agreement was based will be compensated for in a subsequent negotiation. 



Section II: General (continued) Page 2 of 3 

C. Changes: The rate(s) contained in this agreement are based· on the 
organizational structure and the accounting system in effect at the time the 
proposal was submitted. Changes in organizational structure, or changes in 
the method of accounting for costs which affect the amount of reimbursement 
resulting from use of the rate(s) in this agreement, require the prior 
approval of the responsible negotiation agency. Failure to obtain such 
approval may result in subsequent audit disallowance. 

D. Rate Type: 
1. Fixed Carryforward Rate: A fixed carryforward rate is based on an 
estimate of the costs that will be incurred during the period for which the 
rate applies. When the actual costs for such periods .have been determined, 
an adjustment will be made to the rate for future periods, if necessary, to 
compensate for the difference between the costs used to establish the fixed 
rate and the actual costs. 

2. Provisional/Final Rates: Within six (6) months after year end, a final 
indirect cost rate proposal must be submitted based on ·actual costs. 
Billings and charges to contracts and grants must be adjusted if the final 
rate varies from the provisional rate. If the final rate is greater than the 
provisional rate and there are no funds available to cover the additional 
indirect costs, the organization may not recover all indirect costs. 
Conversely, if the final rate is less than the provisional rate, the 
organization will be required to pay back the difference to the funding 
agency. 

3. Predetermined Rate: A predetermined rate is an indirect cost rate 
applicable to a specified current or future period, usually the 
organization's fiscal year. The rate is based on an estimate of the costs to 
be incurred during the period. A predetermined rate is not subject to 
adjustment. (Because of legal constraints, predetermined rates are not 
permitted for Federal contracts; they may, however, be used for grants or 
cooperative agreements.) 

4. Rate Extension: Only final and predetermined rates may be eligible for 
consideration of rate extensions. Requests for rate extensions of a current 
rate will be reviewed on a case-by-case basis. If an extension is granted, 
the non-Federal entity may not request a rate review until the extension 
period ends. In the last year of a rate extension period, the non-Federal 
entity must submit a new rate proposal for the next fiscal period. 

E. Agency Notification: Copies of this document may be provided to other 
federal off ices as a means of notifying them of the agreement contained 
herein. 

F. Record Keeping: Organizations must maintain accounting records that 
demonstrate that each type of cost has been treated consistently either as a 
direct cost or an indirect cost. Records pertaining to the costs of program 
administration, such as salaries, travel, and related costs, should be kept 
on an annual basis. 

G. Reimbursement Ceilings: Grantee/contractor program agreements providing 
for ceilings on indirect cost rates or reimbursement amounts are subject to 
the ceilings stipulated in the contract or grant agreements. If the ceiling 
rate is higher than the negotiated rates in Section I of this agreement, the 
negotiated rates will be used to determine the maximum allowable indirect 
cost. 



Section II : General (continued) Page 3 of 3 

H. Use of Other Rates: If a n y federal programs are reimbursing indirect 
costs to this grantee/contractor by a measure other than the approved rate(s) 
in t his agreement , the grantee/ contractor should credit such costs to the 
affected programs , and the approved rate ( s) should be used to identify the 
maximum amount of i ndirect cost allocable to these programs . 

I. Central Service Costs: If the proposed central service cost allocation 
plan f or t he same pe r iod has not been approved by that time , the indirect 
cost p r oposa l may be prepared including an amount for central services that 
is based on the latest federally- approved central service cost allocation 
plan . The difference between these central service amounts and the amounts 
ultimately approved will be compensated for by an adjustment in a subsequent 
period. 

J . Other: 
1. The purpose of an indirect cost rate is to facilitate the allocation and 
bil l ing of i ndirect costs . Approval of the indirect cost rate does not mean 
that an o r ganization can recover more than the actual costs of a particular 
program or activity . 

2. Programs received or initiated by the organization subsequent to the 
negotiation of this agreement are subject to the approved indirect cost 
rate(s) if the programs receive administrative support from the indirect cost 
pool. It should be noted that this could result in an adjustment to a future 
rate . 

3. Indirect cost proposals must be developed (and , when required , submitted) 
within six (6) months after the close of the governmental unit ' s fiscal year , 
unless an exception i s approved by the cognizant agency for indirect costs . 

Section III: Acceptance 

Listed b elow are the signatures of acceptance for this agreement : 

By the State & Local Government: 

Trinity Count y Resource 
Conservation District 

Signature 

Mc. S l{ lLoE- ]3R.A 't.:,oN 
Name (Type or Print) 

Ti tle 

Date 
LO ; 2..0{(;. 

t 

By the Cognizant Federal Government 
Agency : 

U.S . Department of the Interior 
Agency 

_________________ Isl 
Signature 
Deborah A. Moberly 
Name 
Office Chief 
Office of Indirect Cost Services 
Title 
U. S . Department of the Interior 
Interior Business Center 
Agency 

Date 
Negotiated by Stac y Frost 
Te l ephone (916) 566- 7002 



Resolution 

RESOLUTION NO. 016-01 

May 3, 2016 

Members of 
Trinity River Watershed Council 

A RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING SUBMITTAL OF A PROPOSAL TO THE 
BUREAU OF RECLAMATION AND DESIGNATING A REPRESENTATIVE TO 
SIGN THE AGREEMENT, AND ANY AMENDMENTS THERETO, FOR THE 
WaterSMART Cooperative Watershed Management Program. 

Whereas, the attending members of the Trinity River Watershed Council , an ad 
hoc group consisting of federal, state, local and non-profit entities, authorize the 
Trinity County Resource Conservation District to submit a proposal to the Bureau 
of Reclamation to expand the existing Watershed Council; and 

Whereas, the attending members of the Trinity River Watershed Council 
authorizes the Trinity County Resource Conservation District's District Manager, 
or designee, to sign the Agreement, and any amendments thereto ; and 

Whereas, the attending members of the Trinity River Watershed Council accepts 
that the Trinity County Resource Conservation District will work with Reclamation 
to meet established deadlines for entering into a cooperative agreement. 

Now, therefore, be it resolved , that the attending members of the Trinity River 
Watershed Council hereby adopts Resolution #016-1 on May 3, 2016. 

CERTIFICATION 

I hereby certify that the foregoing Resolution #016-01 was duly and regularly 
adopted by the attending members of the Trinity River Watershed Council at the 
meeting thereof held on the 3rd day of May, 2016, 

Ayes: it/ 
Noes: o 
Abstained: 0 

Attest: :iu&tJ /bk(__ 
Tracy McP'actin, Note Taker 

5/03/16 



MEETING SIGN-IN SHEET 

Trinity River Watershed Council I Meeting Date: May 3, 2016 _ ___.__ ---

TCRCD Conference Room 
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TRINITY RIVER WATERSHED COUNCIL 
Mission Statement 
To protect, enhance, restore and revitalize the watershed through collaborative efforts 
that leverage external resources, work toward common goals, educate and engage 
community stakeholders, address natural resource issues, and support healthy 
ecosystems for fu ture generations. 

AGENDA 

Tuesday May 3, 2016 

TCRCD Conference Room, 10:00 - 11:30 am 

Invited: Tina Lynsky, Bill Brock, Eric Wiseman, David Schmerge and Phil Fishella (USFS), 

Heidi Harris (NRCS), Tom Walz (SPI), Sean Ledwin and James Lee (Hoopa/ TRRP), Mark 

Lancaster and Sandra Perez (SCs), Joshua Smith (WRTC), Tim Hayden and Kyle DeJulio 
(Yurek Tribe), Shiloe Braxton, Donna Rupp, Zack Blanchard, Cynthia Tarw ater and Tracy 

McFadin(TCRCD), Kenneth Baldwin (RPF), Michele Fortner (Water Board), Andy Hill 

(CDFW), Susan Erwin (USFS), Wes Scribner (Water District), Cindy Buxton, Samantha 

Chilcote, Brian Hill and Eli Asarian (Stakeholders) . 

1. Introductions 

2. Outline of three CEs (postponed at last meeting). USFS staff - See page 2 for 
details. 

3. Grant fundin g updates. 

4. Request for TRWC resolution to support TCRCD grant appl ication to expand 

w atershed council and conduct gap analysis. 
5. Update on NorWeST stream temperature model 

(http://www.fs.fed.us/rm/boise/AWAE/projects/NorWeST.html). Eli 
6. Updates from member agencies: Quick outline of watershed 

work/updates/ news. 

• SCs 

• Watershed Center 

• USFS 

• NRCS 

• CDFW 

• TCRCD 

• TRRP 
7. Other 

8. Next Meeting: Tuesday Oct. 4 10 am TCRCD conference room. 



The three categories - Categories 18, 19 and 20- allow the Forest Service to efficiently 
document the environmental review process for certain types of rest oration projects. 
The three categories are: 
Category 18 - restores the flow of waters in natural channels and floodplains by 
removing, replacing or modifying water control structures. 
Category 19 - restores lands and habitat to pre-disturbance conditions by removing 
debris and sediment conditions following natural or human-caused events. 
Category 20 - restores to natural conditions lands occupied by roads and trails that are 
not National Forest system roads or trails. 
More information can be found in the following locations: 

• The final rule as published in the Federal Register can be found at: 
http://www.fs.fed.us/emc/nepa/restorationCE/includes/130912 FR CE FinalRul 
e.pdf 

• A summary of the final rule and additional links including examples of 
implemented projects that have activities within the categories of actions: 
http://www.fs.fed.us/emc/nepa/restorationCE/index.html 

• Frequently Asked Questions: 
http://www.fs.fed.us/emc/nepa/restorationCE/includes/Restoration CE QAs.pdf 
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