DRAFT
SALMONID CONSERVATION MEASURES
FOR ** FORESTRY ACTIVITIES
FOR A SHORT-TERM HCP
1999

Thefollowinginformationisprovided by the National Marine Fsheries Service(NMFS) inresponse
toarequest by ** to provide athorough exampleof conservation measuresthat would be necessary
to obtain a short-term, 3-5 year, habitat conservation plan (HCP). The measures below aregeneric
and presented for dl of ** ownershipwithin the range of anadromous salmonids. Measures may be
tailored mores tespeci fical y depending ontheavail ability of information. Themeasuresarewritten
in abasic style for inclusion directly into aHCP.

Aquatic Protection and Management Zones: Aquatic Protection Zones (APZs)will bedesignated
for all Class | and Class Il waters within watersheds containing salmonids. Aguatic Management
Zones (AMZs) will be designated for all Class |11 waters within watersheds containing salmonids.
APZs and AMZs will be mapped and marked on the ground on all waers before the preharvest
ingpection occurs. Thesize of APZs or AMZs, and the activities allowed within, vary with type of
water.

Class I and IT waters: The outer APZ boundary will be delineated and marked on the ground equal
to one site-potentia tree height, 180 feet, 50 feet beyond the break in slope at the top of the inner
gorge, 50 feet beyond the upper extent of any unstable area that extends down to within 180 feet of
aClass| or Il water or 50 feet beyond the break in slopefor all slopes 50% or greater adjacent to the
APZ, whichever of these distancesis greater. If this distance is greater than the distance from the
water to the drainage divide specific to that watercourse, the outer APZ boundary at the drainage
divide will be delineated and marked on the ground.

All distancesare measured horizontally from the edge of the channel migration zone (CMZ2), if one
exists, or from the outer edge of the bankfull channel on each side of the waters.

Timber operations or other management activities will not be conducted, except road-related
activities, as described below, within this APZ and within the adjacent bankfull channel.
The following restrictions apply within APZs:

° Equipment exclusion zone (EEZ).

° No salvageor sanitationlogging, exemption harvest, emergency timber operations including
within the bankfull channel.

° No burning or mechanical site preparation.

° Yarding across the APZ will be conducted only if it can be accomplished from full

suspension and without falling or harvesting trees in yarding corridors within the APZ or
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without removal or damage to tree crowns Achieving full suspension above the overstory
tree canopy is preferable.
° Retain trees within the APZ damaged during timber operations.

° No chemical treatments, including herbicides, pesticides, rodenticides, dust abatements, and
fire retardants (except in emergencies when deemed essential for the protection of life and
property).

° In casesof emergenciesthat couldresult intheloss of life or property, removal of wood may

be alowed in the APZ, after consultation and approval by NMFS. Loss of property is
defined as ademonstrated high risk of lossof capitol improvements such as bridges, roads,
culverts, and houses, however it does not include the loss of vegetation.

° Directionally fall trees and yard away from Class | and Il waters.

° Except in conjunction with construction of anew road that crosses awatercourse, |eave any
part of atree that falls within the APZ during timber operations.

° If ground-based yarding will be used on slopes greater than 50% adjacent to the APZ, or if
roads are within 100 feet of an APZ, the EEZ will beincreased by 100 feet, measured
horizontally from the outer edge of the APZ.

Class IIT waters: Theouter AMZ boundary will be delineated and marked on theground equal t0100
feet, up to the break in slope for slopes that exceed 50%, or 50 feet beyond the upper extent of any
unstable area that extends down to within 100 feet of a Class 11l water, whichever of these three
distancesisgreater. If thisdistanceisgreater than the distance from the watercourse to the drainage
divide specifictothat watercourse, the outer AMZ boundary at thedrainagedividewill bedelineated
and marked on the ground.

All distancesare measured horizontally from the edge on each sideof the channel. ThisAMZ may
be partially entered for timber management purposes.

Withinall Classlll water AMZs, thefirst 30 feet closest to the channel, or 50 feet beyond the upper
extent of any unstable area that extends down to within 30 feet of a Class 11l water, whichever
distance is greater, will be delineated and marked on the ground. Timber harvest or other
management activitieswill not be conducted, except road-related activities as desaibed, withinthis
inner buffer.

Between the inner 30 feet buffer closest tothe channel and the outer AMZ boundary, thefollowing
management restri cti ons apply:

® Theconifer basal areawill not be reduced to less than 50% of the potential of afully stocked
stand, according to published empirical yield tables (referenced in the definition for “Site-
potential tree, provided above), considering age and site class. Conifer tree size distributions
will be left representative of the pre-harvest stand. No harvest within the AMZ will occur
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except concurrent with commercial thinning or single tree selection (CDF 1999) in adjacent
stands and under the same timber harvest plan, immediately after which, at least 100 square
feet basal area per acre will be retained in these adjacent stands.

Equipment exclusion zone (EEZ).

No salvage or sanitation logging, exemption harvest, or emergency timber operations
including within the bankfull channel.

No burning or mechanical site preparation.

Yarding acrossthe AM Z may be accomplished us ng full suspension only.

Retain al trees in the AMZ that are damaged during logging activities, including yarding
operations.

No chemical treatments, including gpplication of herbicides, pesticides, rodenticides dust
abatements, and fire retardants (except in emergencies when deemed essential for the
protection of life and property).

Directionally fall trees and yard away from Class |1l waters.

Except in conjunction with construction of anew road that crosses awatercourse, any part of
atreethat falls within the AMZ during timber operations will be retained on site.

If ground-based yarding will be used on slopes greater than 50% adjacent to the AMZ, or if
roads are within 100 feet of an AMZ, the EEZ will be increased by 100 feet, measured
horizontally from the outer edge of the AMZ.

Measures to Minimize Surface Erosion in Riparian Areas

Within APZs and AMZs, all sites of exposed mineral soilswill be treated, that are caused by
timber operations and other forestry activities. Soil cover will be restored with acombination
of straw mulch (minimum 4 inches depth), or duff and surface vegetation, maintaining a
minimum of 95 percent surface cover. Erosion prevention materials, such as straw mulch,
hydromulchers, chipping machines, or seed will be located at THP sites during timber
operations to treat exposed soilsin atimely manner.

Exposed mineral soil associated with water crossings will be treated to avoid or minimize
sediment delivery, as described and specified above.

Waterbreaks will be installed in cable corridors that divert or carry water away from the
natural drainage network or channdizerun-off that reacheswatersat intervals as per skid trail
prescriptions by Weaver and Hagans (1994).

Channel Migration Zones

All segments of Class | and Il waters will be examined to identify the current boundaries of the
Channel Migration Zones(CMZ). Timber harvest plan areas, including appurtenant roads, situated
upslope of aClass| or Il watercourse will be analyzed andthe CMZ delineated with the assistance
of aqualified fluvid geomorphologst. No timber operations or other management activities will
occur within CMZs and within the adjacent bankfull channel, except road-related activities as
described below. The following restrictions apply within CMZs:
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Equipment exclusion zone.

No salvage or sanitation logging, exemption harvest, or emergency timber operations.

No burning or mechanical site preparation.

Conduct full suspension yarding across the CMZ only if it can be accomplished without

falling or harvesting trees in yarding corridors within the CMZ and without removal or

damage to tree crowns. Achieving full suspension above the overstory tree canopy is
preferable. Partial suspension will not be conducted.

° Trees within the CMZ damaged during timber operations will be retained.

° No chemical treatments, including herbi cides, pesticides, rodenticides, dust abatements, and
fire retardants (except in emergencies when deemed essential for the protection of life and
property).

° In cases of emergencies that could result in the loss of life or property, harvest may be

allowed inthe CMZ after consutation and approval by NMFS. Loss of property is defined

asademonstrated high risk of loss of capitol improvementssuch as bridges roads, culverts
and houses, however it does not include the loss of vegetation.

Road construction, maintenance, and use: In order to protect salmonids, roadswill be constructed,
reconstructed, maintained, and operated such that:

Roads do not initiategully and |andslide processes.

Road-related sediment (both coarse and fine) does not reach watercourses.
Salmonid movement is not restricted.

The natural drainage network and hydrology are maintained.

Forest chemicals do not come in contact with water.

A road management plan and long-term transportation plan will be developed at the ownership or
watershed scd g, in consultation and with approval by NMFS. This plan will identify a long-term
road network that will result in low environmental impacts and low annual maintenance
requirementsand costs. The plan will also set forth specific measuresfor controlling winter andwet
weather road use. The “Handbook for forest and ranch roads: A guide for planning, designing,
constructing, reconstructing, maintaining, and closing wildland roads” will be used (Weaver and
Hagans1994) asarefeencefor all road-related activities. Additional informationon road surfacing
“Reduction of soil on forest roads” (Burroughs and King 1989) will be used.

For al roadswithin and near aharvest area, including appurtenant roads under the control of **, and
legacy roads that could be treated with equipment in the harvest area, the following measures will
be implemented:

A. Fine sediment discharge from surface erosion of roads. To avoid or minimize fine sediment
discharges, thefollowing measureswill beimplemented during construction, maintenance, and
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operation of roads.

e Within APZs and AMZs, no new road construction or reconstruction or opening of legacy
roads (except for upgrading or decommissioning), or new stream crossings, unless it can be
demonstrated and agreed to by NMFS that such locations will be less impactive on aguatic
habitat than altemative routes.

®  Upgrade concurrently with timber operaions, or close or decommission prior to completion
of timber operations, all THP-related roads as per Weaver and Hagans (1994).

® Inconjunctionwith each THP, road upgrading, closure or decommissioning will be completed
to reducein sufficient quantity actual ongoing or potential sediment dischargeto at least offset
the quantity of sediment discharged from the THP. Complee measures to offset additional
predicted discharge from the THP operationsto waters within the sub-basin in which the THP
harvest units and any new road construction occur.

® Move soils for purposes of road construction, reconstruction and upgrading only when soil
moistureis no wetter than isfound during normal watering (dust abatement) treatments, and
when roads are not rutting or pumping fines.

e During and after road construction, reconstruction, and upgrading there will be no visible
increasein turbidity in any drainage facility, on any construction/reconstruction site or road
surface, which dischargesto aClassl, |1 or Il water and within any of these waters (standing
water on the road that does not drainto aClass|, 11, or 111, isnot applicable).

® During road construction, reconstruction and upgrading, erosion control materials will be
stockpiled of sufficient quantity on site and utilize to prevent a visible increase in turbidity
within any drainage facility that leads to a Class I, Il or Il waters and within any of these
waters.

®  Construct or reconstruct roads as single-lane with periodic turnouts that are no more than 12
to 14 feet wide. Buld turnouts only where landings and intersections are nat available to
providesafetransport of equipment. Periaodic turnouts, combinedwith road width, will extend
out to no more than atotal of 18 feet.

e  Surfaceall existing, new and reconstructed roadsin A PZsand AMZswith high quality, clean
rock surfacing (minimum packed 6 in. depth) or paving, and maintain the road surfaci ng to
avoid rutting or pumping fines during use.

e  Noroad construdion using through cuts.

e No skidding, road oconstruction, road reconstruction, road upgrading, rocking, layout
construction, or mechanical site preparation during the winter period.

® Do not haul duringwet weather conditions.

® Outside of the winter period, no skidding, road construction, road reconstruction, road
upgrading, rocking, layout construction, or mechanical site preparation during wet weather
conditions. Commencement or resuming these adivities will not occur for 48 hours after
precipitation ends or until road surfaces and ditches are dry (road moistureis no higher than
that found during normal watering - dust abatement - treatments) and when operations do not
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cause rutting or pumping of fines and do not cause a visible increase in turbidity within any
drainage facility that leadsto a Class|, Il or 111 waters and within any of these waters.

e  Road fill, watercourse crossings and actively eroding slopesthat can be demonstrated as high
risk of immediate failure which may deliver sediment to waters can be upgraded during the
winter period and during wet weather conditions.

®  Construct roadsusing the guidelines for outsloping, rolling dips, critical dips and water bars
found in Weaver and Hagans (1994). Follow gudelines for road construction on unstable
areasfound under “E. Gully and landslide erosion” and " Unstable areas proneto landslides,”
presented below.

® Promptly decommission temporary roads using the following methods according to the
recommendationsin Weaver and Hagans (1994) or Burroughs and King (1989): pull back all
perched fill and sidecast, treat road surfacesand ditchesto disperse runoff and prevent surface
erosion, remove potentially unstable road material, mulch and seed exposed soil surfaces,
remove all drainage structures and stream crossing fills, permanently drain using outsloping
and rolling dips, remove outside road berms and eliminate inside ditches. Where stream
crossings are removed, restore natural channel configurations to minimize channel
adjustments.

® Ingpect all THP roads, including drainage structures and facilities, at least twice annually
during, and for at least five years after completion of timber operations. Inspect al roads at
least once annually after May 31 and prior to October 1 to ensure that drainage structures and
facilities are in proper condition. This includes all closed roads. Inspect all roads again
annually during thewinter period at | east oncefollowing atwo-year, six-hour stormor bankfull
storm event as soon as conditions permit access to ensure and validate that drainage structures
and facilities are properly functioning. Multiple inspections during the winter period are
encouraged.

® Decommission roads that cannot be inspected during any one of the annua inspections
according to guidelines provided by Weaver and Hagans (1994).

® Inspect roads that have been decommissioned, during the first winter period after
decommissioning and again after the first five-year, six hour storm event or five years after
completion of work, whichever comesfirst, to ensurethat treatmentsto restorenatural drainage
and hillslope stability are functioning as intended. If treatments are found to be ineffective,
treat further if the volume of sediment prevented from entering a channel by additional
treatments is greater than that incurred by re-entering the site.

®  During road inspection and maintenance, employ measures to ensure that waterbars capture
runoff from road surfaces and di scharge it so that sediment isnot delivered to watercourses,
culvertsare not occluded by debris, ins de ditches are not scouring, cut banks are not eroding
and fines are not pumping from road surfaces such that they can be delivered directly or
indirectly to watercourses.

e Immediately repair or maintan waterbars, inside ditches, and plugged culverts. Reconstruct
or pull back failed landings blown crossings and road bench failures after the winter period
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B.

and prior to October 1. If blown crossings are pulled, limiting access to inspect and maintain
the road, decommission the remaining road crossings beyond the faled site.
Maintaintheroad surfaceand excavateor “blade” inboard ditches only when surfaceflowpaths
aredisrupted, inboard ditches are blocked or lack adequate hydraulic capacity, or driver safety
isaconcern.

Maintain proper surface drainage configuration of the road (e.g., outsloping or rolling dips)
while excavating inboard ditches.

Perform routine corrective work that will prevent diversion of water from a watercourse or
ditch (e.g., repair to inside ditches, cross drains, water bars, road surface, unblocking of
culverts, etc.) as soon as conditions permit, consistent with federal and state law, regardless
of the time of year.

Perform maintenance needs, other than stated in the previousitem, identified between May 31
and prior to October 1. Perform maintenance, other than stated inthe previousitem, identified
after October 1 and up to May 31, after May 31.

Impacts to fish passage, primarily due to culverts. Existing culverts and other stream

crossings within the THP boundaries and on appurtenant roads under ownership will beinventoried
and, if necessary, reconstructed to comply with the following:

C.

Construct or reconstr uct watercourse crossings only during low flow periods, between June 15
and October 1, and following emergence of juvenile salmonids from downstream spawning
gravels.

Construct or reconstruct watercourse crossings such that they do not change the channel bed
elevation or blodk sediment transport downstream. Mantain channel cross-sectional area at
least to the bankfull stage.

For all new roads and reconstructed water crossings, design structures over fish-bearing and
restorable fish-bearing waters to providefor fish passage of both juvenilesand adults so that
historic distribution patterns are restored. Asafirst choice, construct or reconstruct crossings
with bridges. Altematives include battomless or baffled culverts. Where culverts are used,
install them at an appropriate gradient, and select sizes to permit passage of a 100-year
recurrenceinterval fl ood without overtopping the culv ert, and mai ntain the stream bed through
the culvert to provide fish passage, and to prevent culvert “perching.” Fish passage will be
ensured by adhering to standards for culvert instal lation developed by NMFS, or by NMFS
review and approval of alternate installation measures.

Impacts to water temperature and volume due to drafting of water for dust abatement and

wildfire suppression. In order to prevent impacts from water drafting, the following will be
implemented:
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D.

No drafting of water for dust abatement or wildfire suppression in Class | waters, unless the
intake meets NMFS screening criteria for screen mesh size and approach and sweeping
vel ocity, and is managed to prevent adverse effects on indream flows, sediment levels, and
water quality. Water withdrawd sites in Class Il waters will be located and managed to
prevent adverse effects on instream flows, sediment levels, and water quality.

Gully and landslide erosion from roads, landings, and watercourse crossings. To avoid or

minimizethe potential for gully and landslide erosion caused by roads, landings, and watercourse
crossings, the following will be implemented :

Construct or reconstruct roads by outsl gping, maintained with rolling dips. Maintain ditched
roads with awell-spaced ditch relief system.

Construct road drainagestructures and facilities at appropriate intervas such that surface flow
originating from the road surface and ditch does not create a gully or sediment plume that
connects with the channel network.

Space ditch relief culverts on roads which utilize an inside ditch at intervals no greater than
that specified in Weaver and Hagans (1994).

Inventory and assess the existing road network and associated road drainagefacilities to:

a) locate theinstalled system, including legacy roads, b) identify the erosion hazard presented
by the road network, c) determine the potential impacts to aguatic resources, and d) prioritize
sitesfor upgrade or decommissioning. Conduct theinventories and assessments concurrently
with individual THPs and encompass the entire sub-basin that supports salmonids.

Size culvertsto prevent submergence of inlet at design flow.

Construct or reconstruct new, or upgraded road-water crossings such thatthey do not havethe
potential to divert flows down the road or inside ditch and minimize the potential for fill
failures. Reconstruct crossingsin such away asto minimize sedimentinput to streamsif they
do fail. Use permanent, broad rolling dips or grade bregks to prevent stream diversions.
Construct these so that they are driveable by standard logging equipment, are permanent
features of the road, and require little or no maintenance.

Do not construct roadsand landings onunstabl eareas, on steep sl opes (>50%) without benches
between the activity and the waters, in headwalls of defined channels, or on narrow ridges
between defined channds unless using full bench construction methods limiting the amount
of fill. Decommission existing roads and landings built in these areas within 5 yearsor at the
completion of timber harvest activities, whichever comes first.

Do not alow road-related drainage to discharge onto unstable slopes.
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E. Impacts of chemicals (fire retardant, toxic dust abatement, oil and fuel, etc.) on juvenilefish
growth. The transport and application of chemicalswill comply withthe following parameters:

e No chemical applications, in particular toxic dust abatement, and fire retardants on or along
roads located in APZs and AMZs or areas along roads that are drained by inside ditches
leading to a watercourse.

® No fuel facilities, equipment storage, fueling, changing fluids, cleaning of equipment, or
parking of equipment on roads located within APZs and AMZs.

® A gpill planwill be developed beforefuel, oils, or other chemicals are transported al ong roads
for accidental spills.

F.  Impacts of fire suppression from control burns and site preparation.

®  No construction of fire lines in APZs and AMZs. Conduct minimal hand clearing for fuel
breaks in the zone to prevent and control escaped fires. Exceptions to this standard apply
wherethefirelineintersectsthe APZ or AMZ for ashort distance and isenvironmentally less
damaging to a long fire line paralel to the APZ or AMZ.

e Donotignitefireinthe APZsand AMZs. Ignitefire so that firewill back itsway toward the
APZsand AMZs.

® Ignitefireononesideof the APZ or AMZ at atime, if dueto topographic features and/or fuel
patterns, afire on both sides likely would result in intrusion into the zone.

®  Conduct burning in the spring or inthe fall when fuel moisture conditions, relative humidity,
fuel loading and atmospheric conditions, such as wind, are conducive to controlled, light
burning.

® Do not remove overstory inthe APZ or AMZ.

o If areas of bare soil are exposed from fuel breaks or fire that could result in fine sediment
inputs into a Class I, Il, or Il waters, treat such areas & described under “Measures to
Minimize Surface Erosion in Riparian Areas”, above.

® Whenavailable and feasible, ahelitorch will be used toignitefiresfor better directiona and
speed control of thefire.

Unstable areas prone to landslides: To protect salmonids, the potential for increasing massfailure,
I.e., landdlides, above natural levelswill be minimized. Furthermore, if mass movement does occur
as a result of timber management, the likelihood for soil and debris to enter streams will be
minimized. This will be accomplished through carefully delinegting and marking potentially
unstable areas and limiting or avoiding timber management activities on the identified areas that
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could potentially deliver sediment to a stream.

A. Identify unstable areas: All unstable areas will be delineated, mapped, and marked on the
ground before the pre-harvest inspection. For each unstable area, the likelihood of failure
occurring will be determined; the probability of failure as low, medium, or high will be ranked.
There are numerous methods for identifying landslides and areas prore to sliding. “A Guide for
Management of Landslide-prone Terrain in the Pacific Northwest” may be usad in addition to other
methods (Chatwin et al. 1994). Whichever procedureisused, it will be based onthe best available
science, and be done by or with the assistance of ageomorphol ogical or geotechnical expert and will
contain the following components: (1) an office evaluation of existing data - areview of available
maps (topographic, soil, landslideinventory, slopestability, forest cover, bedrock, etc.), reports, and
current and historical aerial photographs; (2) afield evaluation of the site (including, the THP and
adjacent areas within the planning watershed) - note landform and slope configuration and gradient,
overburden, evidence of past landslides or other features that indicate instability, bedrock
characteristics, evidence of wet soil, evidence of hydrophytes, and indicators of movement from
vegetation (curved trees, leaning trees, etc.); (3) afield and aerial photo evaluation of landsliding
rates on similar sites that have undergone earlier management and stressing storm events; and, (4)
a quantitative assessment of unstable or potentially unstable dopes, based on thedata gathered in
the office and onthe field visit.

A process for assigning the likelihood of failure is based upon comparison of landslide rates on
similar landformswith andwithout management to assessloss of root strength on slopestability after
astressing storm event. The probability of failure is defi ned based on the following:

Low: Unstable areaswhere landsliderates under management are equal to rates in unsteble areas
without management.

Medium: Unstable areas where landslide rates under management are less than 2 times the ratein
unstable areas without management.

High: Unstable areas where landslide rates under management are greater than or equd to 2 times
the rate in unstabl e areas without management.

B. [Identify potential for sediment delivery. Determining the potential for sediment to be
delivered to a stream from amass fai lure will be based on the following:
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Low: Unstable area isabove APZ or AMZ, slope flattens (0-30%) for at least 300 feet before
reaching APZ or AMZ.

Medium: Unstable areaiswithin or above APZ or AMZ, slope ranges from 30 to 50% and leads to
APZ or AMZ without flattening.

High: Unstable areais within or above APZ or AMZ, slope >50%, leadsto APZ or AMZ without
flattening.

C. Allowable activities:

The prescriptionsfor timber operationsinvolving unstable areasin the APZs and AMZswill not be
lessrestrictivethan thegeneral prescriptionsthat apply to these areas presented in the sectionsabove.

Road decommissioning of existing roads is acceptable and encouraged on unstable areas.

Depending on the rating of a particular unstable area, either standard practices, limited practices, or
no practices will beused, as presented in the following matrix:

LIKELIHOOD OF FAILURE
POTENTIAL TO DELIVER SEDIMENT TO STREAM

LOW MEDIUM HIGH
LOW Std. Std. Practices Ltd. Practices
Practices*
MEDIUM Ltd. Ltd. Practices No Practices
Practices**
HIGH No No Practices No Practices
Practices***

*Standard Practices: NO special restrictions on timber operations and road construction aslong as
action is in compliance with the other sections of these guidelines and any other applicable
regulations.

**Limited Practices. Some land management practices may occur under review and guidance of a
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professional geomorphological or geotechnical expert, based on NMFS-approved review criteria
and an assessment of theri sk to the aquatic environment. Limited practi cesmay include uneven age
management, extended cutting cycles, and no ground-based loggi ng.

The following appliesto areas rated as “ Limited Practices”:

a) Timber operations on unstable areas will occur only if the following is provided for
agency and public review as part of the timber harvest plan review process: 1) amap of
all unstableareaswithinthe planning watershed overlaid by all existing roadsand timber
harvest plan areas that have been subjeded to at least one 10-year, six-hour or larger
storm event and 2) a geologic analysis of the risk of hillslope failure by the proposed
timber operations

b) Qualified professional geologist(s), including, but not limited to, certified engineering
geologist(s) licensed by the State of California, will evaluate at the time of THP
preparation the proposed roads, road specifications, silvicultural prescriptions and
yarding methods to determine whether the proposed timber operationsin these unstable
areas are appropriate. The geologist(s) should make a determination that the proposed
timber operations and mitigations are not likely to trigger or exacerbate mass wasting.
Taking into consideration this geologic review, including, the information listed in the
previous paragraph, the Public Trust Agencies (i.e. NMFS, U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, U.S. Environmentd Protection Agency, California Department of Fish and
Game, and the Regiond Water Quality Control Board) will makethefinal determination
if al, some or none of the proposed timbe operations should occur across an unstable
area. This determination will be based on an assessment of risk to the aguatic
environment by qualified Public Trust Agency aquatic biologist(s). It will also be based
on consideration of the proposed road locations, road specifications, silvicultural
prescriptionsand yarding methodsandthelikelihood of avoidance of significant adverse
Impacts to aquatic species and their habitats and other beneficial uses of water. If any
of the Public Trust Agencies determinesthat the proposed timber operations should not
goforth, the Public Trust Agenciesand ** may attempt to develop, if available, feasible
alternatives that will avoid significant impacts to sdmonids and their habitats.

c) The NMFS, in consultation with state and other federal agencies, will provide a set of
criteria for determining whether risk of mass wasting activity are to be considered
“gignificant” for aquatic resources.
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*** No Practices. These areas will be closed to all imber operations except use of upgraded and
stabilized existing roads. Existing roads across unstable areaswill be stabilized under the guidance
of ageotechnical expert or decommissioned.

Definitions:

Aquatic Management Zone (AMZ): A strip of land on either side of a Class Ill water where
management preactices are limited or excluded for the protection of aquatic resources.

Aquatic Protection Zone (APZ). A strip of land on either side of a Class | or Il water where
management prectices are excluded for the protection of aquatic resources.

Bankfull stage: The point on astreambank at which overflow into the activefloodplain begins. The
activefloodplainisaflat area adjacent to the channel constructed by thestream and overflowed by
the stream at arecurrence interval of about 1.5 to 2 years (Dunne and Leopold 1978). If the active
floodplain is absent or poorly defined, other indicators may identify bankfull. These include the
height of depositional features, achange in vegetation, slope or topographic breaks along the bank,
a change in the paticle size of bank material, undercuts in the bank, and stain lines or the lower
extent of lichens on boulders. Deposits of organic debris are seldom good indicators of bankfull.
Harrelson et a. (1994) provides a field guide for determining bankfull. Field determination of
bankfull will be cdibrated to known gream flows to avad errors.

Break in slope: thelocation on ahillslope above awater where areduction in slope beginstobeless
than 50% (see definition for Inner gorge) for adistance of more than 100 feet. In caseswhere inner
gorges have slopes that average less than 50%, the break in slope is defined as the location where
areduction inslope beginsto belessthan the average slope of theinner gorgefor adistance of more
than 100 feet.

Basal area: Thetotal cross-sectional areaexpressed in squarefeet, measured at breast height, of tree
stems per acre (CDF 1999). Measured for living trees over 4.5 inches diameter breast height.

Channel Migration Zone. Spatialy, thisareagenerdly corregponds to the modern floodplain, but
canalsoincluderiver terracessubject to significant bank erosion. For delineation, seedefinitionfor
floodplain.

Debris torrent tracks: Swales, gullies or watercourse channels susceptible to debris torrents.
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Channelsmay show recent evidence of debrisflow(s) and have the potential to deliver future debris
torrents. Characteristics of channels prone to debris torrents is described by Benda (1985).

Drainage facilities: facilities constructed to control road-related runoff, including, but not limited
to, fords, inside ditches, waterbreaks (waterbars), outsloping and rolling dips.

Drainage structure: astructureinstalled to control, divert, or to cross over water, including, but not
limited to, culverts, bridges and ditch drains.

Equipment Exclusion Zone. Areas where heavy equipment is completely excluded, except on
designated roads (CDF 1999).

Floodplain: The area adjacent to the stream constructed by the river in the present climate and
inundated during periodsof highflow. Delineatethefloodplain either by theflood-proneareaor the
approximate 100-year floodplain, whichever isgreater. For larger streams, the100-year floodplain
may already be indicated on U.S. Army Corps of Engineers or county flood hazard maps.

Headwall: Steep (generally greater than 50%), planar or concave slopes at or near the heads of steep
swales, gulliesand Class || and Class |1l waters. Headwalls may be less stegp and/or show little or
no evidence of past failureswhere vegetation mai ntains dope stability.

Headwall swale: A concave depression, with convergent slopes generally greater than 50% that is
connected to a water via a continuous linear depression. Linear depression interrupted by a
landslide deposit is considered continuous for this definition.

Inner gorge. Physiographic featuresthat occur along valey sidesl opes adjacent to stream channds.
In an inner gorge, slopes that are adjacent to the stream channel are steeper than those further
upslope. Typically, inner gorgesslopesaregenerally greder than 65% (33°), but Kelsey (1988) notes
that in Redwood Creek, inner gorge slopes average 27° (51%) in the upper valley and 21° (38%) in
the lower basin. In most cases, a clearly defined break-in-slope separates the steeper inner gorge
slopesfrom the more moderate, higher hillslopes. Inall cases, arecognizable break-in-slope occurs
at the upper limit of theinner gorge. Inner gorges occur therefore within segmented hillslopes that
have a valley-within-valley aross section (Kelsey 1988).

Roads: For purposes of these guidelines roads include al sites of intentional surface disturbance
for the purpose of vehicular traffic and equipment use, including all surfaced and unsurfaced roads,
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temporary roads, closed and inoperable roads, legacy roads, skid trails, tractor roads, layouts,
landings, turnouts, seasonal roads, fire lines, staging areas and base camps. This definition dso
includes all associated sites such as quarries, borrow pits, and spoil or waste areas.

Types of roads include the following:

Closed roads: Roads that have drainage structures designed to accommodate 100-year
flood events, using appropriatedrainagefacilities(rolling dips, water bars), with exposed
soils(including running surfaces) adequately treated (straw-mul ched or seeded, or both),
and physically closed to al vehicles during the winter period and during wet weather
conditions outside of the winter period except for the purposes of road monitoring and
mai ntenance.

Decommissionedroad: A road whered ementsthat reroute hillslopedrainage (e.g.,inside
ditches and culverts), restrict or confine stream flow, and/or present slope stability
hazards have been removed. Decommissioning a road reestablishes natural drainage
patterns on hillslopes and at stream crossings, and reduces the potential for erosion.
Decommissioning treatments are self-maintai ning, requiring nolong-term mai ntenance.

Legacy roads: Roads that are not maintained, are overgrown, and/or in disrepair.

Temporary road: A road that is used until the timber operations for which they were
constructed or reconstructed for a timber harvest plan have been completed. Upon
completion of timber operationsin the harvest unit(s) to which the road affords acoess,
the temporary roads must be decommissioned as soon as possible between May 31 and
October 1.

Upgraded road: A road that is well drained and shows no signs of failure (e.g., as
evidenced by slumping scarps or cracksin the road fill) which would deliver sediment
to awater, having drainage structures designed to accommodate 100-yea flood events
and having drainage facilities designed and in place as per Weaver and Hagans (1994)
that are hydrologically disconnected from waters. Actions necessary to upgrade a road
include the installation of ditch relief culverts and/or rolling dips where downcutting of
the ditch is noted and removal or stabilization of unstable fill material at sites showing
signs of failurewhich could impact waters.

15



Draft Salmo nid Conservation M easures
for ** Forestry Activities ~ A Short Term HCP 1999
FOR EXAMPLE ONLY

Salvage: Removal of trees and their parts, induding, 1) insed-attacked and/or diseased trees
(“sanitation”) and 2) dead, dying, or deteriorating trees or downed woody debris (“salvage”) and
treesthat havefallen through bank cutting, landslides or wind throw. Snagsthat arefelled to reduce
fire hazard and for reasons of safety areincluded.

Site-potential tree: A treethat has attained the average maximum height of dominart treesat the site
index age of 200 years, given siteconditions whereit occurs. To determine site-potential tree, the
appropriatefollowing document will be used - “ Empirical yield tables for young-growth redwood”

(Lindquist and Palley 1963), “The yield of Douglas-fir in the Pacific Northwest” (McArdle and
Meyer 1961), or “ A site classification for the mixed-conifer selection forests of the Sierra Nevada”

(Dunning 1942). These citations provide 100 year site index tree height values. To estimate the
200-year site-potential tree for redwoods, multiply the 100-year site index value presented in
Lindquist and Palley (1963) by 1.3%.

Swale: An unchanneled hillslope where subsurface flow is concentrated. Swales are often sites of
accumulation of colluvium. Combination of concentrated flow and unconsolidated colluvium can
lead to hillslope failure.

Timber operations. The cutting or removal of timber or other solid wood forest products, incl uding,
Christmas trees, from timberlands for commercia purposes, together with all the work incidental
thereto, including, but notlimited to, construction and mai ntenance of roads, fud breaks, fire breaks,
stream crossings, landings, skid trails, beds for the falling of trees, and fire hazard abatement, but
excluding preparatory work such astreemarking, surveying, or road flaggng (Z’ berg-Nejedly Forest
Practice Act of 1973).

Unstable areas: In addition to the definitions contained in 14 CCR 895.1 (CDF 1999) for unstable
areas, dide areas, and unstable soils, unstable areas include headwalls, steep swales, debristorrent
tracks, inner gorges, debristorrrentsand streamside areasthat havebeen undermined by stream bank
erosion. Unstable areas include past and current mass movement fegures as well as geomorphic
featuresindicating landdide prone terran (Chatwin and others 1994) where the potential for mass
movement exists.

'Based upon an extrapolation of redwood growth curves from Lindquist and Palley (1963). The height of
200 year-old redwood was calculated for various site classes. The ratio between 200- and 100-year heights was then
determined for each site class. The average of these ratios is 1.34 (L. Reid, pers. comm, 1998).
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Water(s).: Includes streams, watercourses, side channel s, seeps, springs, lakes, ponds, and wetlands.
Definitions for types of waters.

Class I waters: Fish beari ng waters; including watercourses, streams, rivers, estuaries,
lagoons, |akes and pondsthat are currently accessible, or werehistorically accessibleand
are restorable below dams, potentially accessible for fish continuoudy or seasondly,
including the habitat to sustain fish migration, spawning, and/or rearing.

Class Il waters. Non-fish bearing waters; including where aquatic habitat is present for
non-fish aguatic species, including invertebrates. These include non-fish bearing
watercourses, wetlands, seeps, and springs. Also included are dewatered, aggraded, or
torrented streamsthat have not recovered from past impacts, but would be classified as
Class Il waters under pre-impact conditions

Class Il waters: No aguatic life or aquatic habitat present. Classlll watersincludeany
definable channel, gully or swale, that is capable of transporting sediment, water, or
woody debristo Class| or || watersunder normal high water flow conditions before or
after completion of timber operations.

Wet weather conditions: Occur when any of the following conditions exist: one-quarter inch of
precipitation has accumulated within a 24-hour period or less; water is flowing in inside ditches;
fines are displaced that can cause avisible increase in turbidity in any drainage fecility that leadsto
aClassl, Il or Il water or inaClass |, 11, or Il water; soil moisture conditions are wetter than is
found during normal watering (dust abatement) or precipitation can generate overland flow from
roads or landings.

Winter period. Occurs from October 1 through May 31. The NMFS can modify this definition for
alocale based on an analysis of monthly precipitation data.
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