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Channel Rehabilitation:

Water Boards

« Bucktall Channel Rehabilitation Project —

Substantial changes since 2013 Bucktail/LJC EA
New Bucktail EA/IS for Bucktail I, 11, and |11
30 Day Public review fall 2015

 Lower Dutch Creek Channel Rehabilitation —
Scoping complete in July 2015;

Address comments with USFS
EA/IS for 30 Day Public review in late fall 2015

 Deep Gulch Project (in Lower Valley Suite)
On-going project refinement (BLM & PVT)



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Thank all the partners for their input on comment response. Especially USFWS. Thank parnter agencies for letters to WQCB
Redundant/overlapping comments. 
Cite internal review SAB Draft report


General Compliance: E®

=/

Renewed ALL long-term WQCB water
qguality certifications (Fine and Coarse sediment &
Channel Rehabilitation)

Programmatic Updates for Terrestrial and Aquatic
Biological Assessments — Biological Opinions in 2016

Cultural: Need to ID Representative Trinity mining
areas, protect, and interpretative sign

Recreation: River access assessment needed
TRRP Reveg Strategy and methods in final review
TRRP Section 10 Scientific Take Permit &
In renewal with NOAA Fisheries



Presenter
Presentation Notes
N. Spotted Owl: Change in Critical Habitat
Bald eagle: delisted
Western Yellow Billed Cuckoo: proposed
Fisher Proposed: proposed

Covers: Channel rehab, fine & coarse sediment management, infrastructure for high flows & restoration, a portion of watershed activities .  Existing BO remains in effect during development of new BO
Longterm gravel based on make up deficit, balance movement, and provide habitat as defined by scientists : Expect to place Avg of 2,000 yd/year at Diversion Pool and Lowden Ranch
Long-term sites: Require rationale (general & specific), locations, volumes, frequency, grain size, timing, placement methods, etc.
	
Reveg Enhances long-term conditions
	Shade
	Organic material (leaf litter)
	Cover (in and out of stream)
Updated Reveg Management Plan - 
Natural + Planted = �Potential Recovery Area
Observed Recovery �(200 stems/acre) = Recovered Veg



2015 Implementation

Hocker Flat / Lower Junction City:
= Contractor: Samara Revegetation

m riparian plantings with irrigation and
amendEd SOIIS_ UDIand. Emphasize floodplain function

for natural plant regeneration




2015 Implementation
Upper Douglas City:

= Contractor: Falcon Builders

(—out of water on Aug 18); Reveg remaining
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per Douglas City: Fish Translocation
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Upper Douglas City: bedrock




Upper Douglas City: Pit run vs clean rock
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Upper Douglas City: Revegetation
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2015 Implementation

Limekiln
ulch: o

Restoration Features
[:I Matural Forest Health Area

=] side channel

Contractor: PR

) wood structure

I: Banks and Floodplains

Yurok Tribe 7

|:| Contractor Lise Area

R t - Access Road (Existing)

e m O e = l:l Access Road (Temporary or Optional)
- Temporary River Crossing
Environmental Study Limit (ESL)

Challenging site =k

Limekiln Gulch Rehabilitation
Phase |l Project
scheduled for 2015




Limekiln Gulch: Archaeological protection




Limekiln Gulch: b




Limekiln Gulch: difficult access




I0NS

ht condi

19

Extremely ti

In Gulch:

Limek




Limekiln Gulch: Bedrock




flows (3,300 cfs)

In Gulch: Precautionary
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Limekiln Gulch: Channel Rehabilitation
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Environmental Compliance

= National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)

= Requires analysis and disclosure
of environmental & human effects

= California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
= State equivalent to NEPA
= Requires reducing environmental effects

Both minimize environmental effects
via public participation and
documentation



Presenter
Presentation Notes
NEPA – Trinity River Mainstem Fishery EIS/EIR –

CEQA – Master EIS (now site specific EA/IS) – if it fall within the scope of the Master it’s may us authroizations previous
We worked with North State Resources to prepare this document too

CEQA requires no economic impacts or social impacts therefore no environmental justice (effects of action on minority and low-income populations). Or Socioeconomics, population, & housing = NEPA only

Water resources: surface water hydrology and groundwater 
Geology, fluvial geomorphology, & soils: supports attributes of alluvial river, channel bed composition
Fishery resources – fish populations, their habitats, and harvest of populations
Vegetation wildlife and wetlands: wetland review and ACOE protection

Recreation – Conformance with state and fed W&S rivers & local and policies

tribal trust:  legal interests held in trust for tribes.  Anything that has values (land, minerals, hunting or fishing rights)

NEPA- Includes economic impacts.  Identifies mitigation but doesn’t require implementation. 






= NEPA: Federal

= Lead & Project Proponent = | e

U.S. Bureau of Reclamation
(Trinity River Restoration Program)

s Co-Lead =
U.S. Bureau of Land Management

s CEOA: State

s Lead = State Agency with primary project responsibility

North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board
= Responsible Agencies
= Trustee Agencies

Water Boards

RESOURCES AGENCY

CALIFORNIA

BB DEPARTMENT
iy FISH & GAME

™



Presenter
Presentation Notes
CEQA- State agencies have jurisdiction by law over natural resources affected by a project that are held in trust for people of the state.  



DIFFERENCE BETWEEN NEPA & CEQA:
CEQA requires Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plans and to minimize effects with the “right” alternative.  
CEQA basis of comparison is the existing condition vs. NEPA = no Action.

For permitting ADD Trinity County.  ALSO – TC DOT and Cal Trans
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