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May 1998 CALFED ECOSYSTEM RESTORATION PROPOSAL SOLICITATION

Indicate the type of applicant (check only one box):
[] State agency t~ Federal agency
’t~ Public/Non-profit joint venture [] Non-profit

~’ Local goverrunent]district o Private party
~ University [] Other:

Indicate the type of project (check only one box):
[] Planning ~( Implementation
[] Monitoring [] Education
o Research

By signing below, the applicant declares the following:

(1) the ~ruthfulness of all representations in their proposal;

(2) the individu~.t signing the form is entitled to submit the application an behalf of the applicant (if
applicant is an entity or organization); and

(3) the person submitting the application has read and understood the conflict of interest and eonfld~atiality
discussion ha the PSP (Section [I.K) and waives any and all rights to privacy and eonfidenfia.llty of the
proposal on behalf of the applicant, to the extent as provided in the Section.

of Applicant)
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H. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

THE SPRING CREEK LOCAL WATERSFFED STEWARDSHIP PROPOSAL
Submitted by the Nevada County Resource Conservation District

The Spring Creek watershed, a tributary of the South Yuba River, is located in Western
Nevada County. The suppression of wild]and fires and other land management activities
ha~ led to the degradation of ecosystem quality in this area. The Spring Creek watershed
has been identified as a geographic priority area within the San Juan Ridge Coordinated
Resource Management Plan, which was established in 1992. Many watershed
improvement projects have been implemented in this area, however, they have been mainly
limited to public lands. The intended approach of this project is to coordinate partnerships
between private landowners and public land agencies to increase the effectiveness,
efficiency, and cost-benefit ratio associated with the current programs in the area. The
tasks to be completed include vegetative treatments to reduc~ fuel loads, the incorporation
of fualbreaks, and upland habitat management. Implementation of the project will begin
immediately foihiwing the notification of proposal fimding, and will continue for two
years

Within the pest 35 years, there have been many major wild/and fires in the Spring Creek
watershed. The need to incorporate private participation and public land management
activities is vital to address resource issues effectively. The proposed CALFED funding
will provide cost-share assistance to encourage private participation with on-going
watershed management activities

The total budget cost for the proposed project is $774,351.00. A total of $566,373.00 of
CALFED funding is requested to implement conservation practices on 1,270 acres of
private land within the Spring Creek watershed. The proposed CALFED funding will be
matched with $207,978.00 of private landowner contribution. The local economic
community will be strengthened t~ough selection of service contracts from local
businesses. The Nevada County Resource Conservation District will be administering the
proposed CALFED funding. The District provides assistance to private landowners on
erosion, water qnality, forest health, and other ecosystem concerns. The District will be
worldng in conjunction with the federal and state agencies and local non-profit
organizations that currently have on-going projects in the Spring Creek watershed.

A combination of professional efforts will be used to monitor and evaluate the proposed
project. Monitoring will occur in three general categories: collection of baseline data,
documentation of the effectiveness of the specific implementation measures, and the
measurement of’erosion and sedimentation processes

The proposed project is supported by the Proposition 204 Steering Committee and a
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between local watershed groups. The ultimate
goal is to maintain and propagate a healthy watershed for the immediate area and the
enhancement of ecosystem quality for the Bay-Delta.
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THE SPRING CREEK LOCAL WATERSHED STEWARDSHIP
PROPOSAL

CAP.A M. WASILEWSKI, Pd~SOLrP.CE CONSERVATIONIST
NEVADA COUNTY RESOURCE CONSERVATION DISTRICT

113 PRESLEY WAY, SUITE 1
GRASS VALLEY, CALIFORNIA 95945

PHONE: (530) 272-3417
FAX: (530) 477-8055

EMAIL: ncrcd@oro.net

Organization Type: Special district under the authority of the State of California
Tax Status: No non-exempt status

Tax Identification Number: 94-6037651

In collaboration with the Natural Resource Conservation Service
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IV. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. Project Description and Approach

Western Nevada County, according to the California Department Of Forestry ~d Fire
Protection, has been identified as one of the leading areas for potential catastrophic
wildland fires in the state. The lack era natural fire regime has resulted i~ a decline in
ecosystem quality, An invasion of brush species and an overcrowding of young trees has
led to an incranse in insect infestation and disease, ultimately increasing the risk of
wildlaad fires.

The steady decline in watershed quality and diversity can be attributed to poor land
management practices The event era wildland fa-e within the region is likely to increase
in intensity, due ’co heavy fuel loading Such an occurrence could result in the destruction
of natural resources (i.e, water, soil, wildlife), as well as life and property.

The protection of the upper watersheds is critical The impacts of a catastrophic wildla~ad
fire include water quality degradation, which will afloat the immediate area, the central
valley agricultural industry, and the urban lower watersheds, Other effects include the
reduction of riparian areas essential in this area for yellow-legged frog and neotrnpical
migrant bird habitat, the retrogression of spawning sites for fall-rnn chinook, and the
overall biodiversity essential to maintain a healthy ecosystem.

The San JuaJ~ Ridge Coordinated Resource Management Plan (CRMP) was formed in
1992 to address the issues of fuels management and the decline in biodiversity. Although
local land agencies have been cooperating on joint projects, success has bean moderate
and limited to public lands To ad~luately address the natural resourc~ issues within this
area, the participation of private landowners is vital for the CRMP to succeed. The
proposed CALFED funding will compliment the efforts of agencies by providing
landowners with a cost-share incentive to deal with the resource issues on their lands.

Within the CRMP, the Spring Creek watershed was designated as a geographic priority
area to coincide with pending management practices. This critical area was distinguished
to maximize the efficiency and efforts of the agencies within the CRMP’s 207,000 acres
The watershed has been determined to be a high priority area by the U.S. Forest Service
and the Bureau of Lend Management. It is recognized as Foothill Yellow-legged frog
habitat, which has been determined as a Species of Special Concern on both the state and
federal level.

The intended approach of this project is to coordinate partnerships, already established
through the CRMP, between the private landowners and the land management agencies.
By placing conservation practices on project boundaries instead ofprnperty boundaries,
there will be an altogether increase in the effectiveness, effeiency, and the cost benefit
ratio associated with the current programs.
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B, Proposed Scone of Work
Phase 1 : Education and outreach to the private landowners in the Spring Creek

~vatershed.
Task 1 : Inform landowners through a series of workshops, brochures,

newsletters, and demonstration sites throughout entirety of project.

Phase 2: Vegetative treatments to reduce fi~el loads mad improve defftrable
species.

Task 1 : Brush management in the Spring Creek watershed.
Subtask 1: Mechanical removal of’brush.

Phase 3: Place strategic thelbreaks in coordinated efforts with public lands
Task I: Determine high priority areas to incorporate fi~elhreaks.
Task 2: Mechanically remove brush to create fuelbreak.

Phase 4: Plant treated sites (where appropriate).
Task 1 : Forest stand improvement.
Task 2: Range planting.

Phase 5: Manage grazing activities to protect soil and water resources and
riparian areas.

Task 1 : Upland wildlife habitat management.
Task 2: Upland aquatic habitat management,

C. Location and/or Geographic Boundaries of the Proiec|

HUA Code: 18020125; County: Nevada; Fips Code; 057

T~e Spring Cre~k watershed is located within the San Juan Ridge Coordinated Resource
Management Plan. This geographic priority area drains into the South Yuba River,
eventually emptying into the Bay-Delta. The inherent watershed supplies water to the
Central Valley agricultural industries and the urban, metropolitan areas in the lower
watersheds.

The CRMP lies between the Middle and South Fork of the Yuba River (See attached
map). The CRMP encompasses an extensive area covering 206,900 acres and has been
further divided into sub-areas. The Spring Creek watershed lies north of the South Yuba
River, south of Cruzon Grade Road, west of Backbone Road, and east of Tyler Foote
Crossing Road.
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D. Expected Benefits

The primary stressurs identified for the Feather l~iver/Sulter Basin Ecological Zone
involve land use issues such as grazing, forestry/a~r~cultural practices, and wildland fires.
Increased contara{nant loads due to excessive erosion, another result of land use activities,
has also been determined to be a primary stressor on water quality issues.

Priority species include spring-run chinook salmon and fall-run chinook salmon.
Secondary species include yellow-legged frogs and neotroplcal migrant birds.

"The Yuba River Watershed is considered one of the most significant ecological
units in the Feather River/Sutter Basin Ecological Zone" (ERPP, page 254). The
primary benefit of this project is the protection, restoration, and tnaintenanea of the
ecological functions and processes in the watershed. A combination ofprnper fuels
management and land use activities within the geographic priority area will ultimately
enh~nea the health and productivily oflhe Bay-Delta.

The elimination of heavy fi~el loads, through the coordinated efforts of private landowners
and public land agencies, will reduce the risk of catastrophic wildland fires. By
maintaining and propagating beneficial watershed management practices, there will be an
inorease in the quality of wildlife and fisheries’ habilal, improved riparian and dverine
environments, and an overall increase in biudiversity.

The secondary benefits of this project include coranaunity development and an increased
local capacity to address natural resource issues. In addition, there will be an increase in
monetary, technical, and educational support for conservatimt praoticos on private lands.

By improving the health of the upper Yuba River watershed, there will be an increase in
water quality and quantily. This is essential for endangered wildlife and anadromous fish
habitat, the agricultural industry in the lower watersheds, and the Bay-Dalta.

F~, Background and Ecolo~ical/Biolo~ical/~Feehnical Justification

The deficiency of fire ~thin the CRMP boundaries has led to an increase of fuel loads and
poor forest health. The need to incorporate private support with local land agencies is a
necessity to ensure the success of the plan. Installation of proper land management
techniques on both private and public lands will assist with promoting a healthy
ecosystem.

There are no alternatives to achieve comparable objectives. Landowners within the
geographic priority areas have traditionally participated in the U.S. Department of
Agriculture’s COSDA) cost-share programs Burning was a common practice in the past
and many landowners participated in CDF’s Vegetation Management Program (VMP)
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controlled bums in the 1980’s. This was until the lack of funding~ staff, and restrictions
nearly brought the program to a cessation, The landowners are still willing to bum,
however liability issues, air quality topics, and a long ~ list have discouraged almost
private bums

The basis of the expected benefits involve implementing preventive measures to decrease
the risk ofwiidland fires that could potentially eliminate the remdming healthy functions of
the Yuba River watershed By improving forest stands and removing invasive brush
species, restoration can begin bringing the watershed back to a healthy fimctioning system.
lmp]ementation of proper gl&zing management activities will reduce sedhnentafion into
the watershed and permit restoration and protection to occur within the riparian and
riverine corridors. Outreach and education for the private sector will link the proposed
management practices together.

The project meets the ERPP objectives concerning Upper Watershed Processes found on
page 270. 8y restoring the ecological processes in the upper watersheds, the
maimenance and improvement of watar quality and quantity flowing into the Bay-Delta
will be viable. This will be achieved by ’*reducing the excessive fuel loads found in this
region (Programmatic Action IA), improving land management practices
(Programmatic Action 1B), and developing a management plan (Programmatic
Action IC)".

The proposed project also relates to the ERPP objectives concerning the reduction and
elimination ofstressors in the land use section found on pages’ 271-272 The maintenance
of high-qua!ity habitats for ~viMlife, aquatic, and plant communities will be achieved by
promoting proper grazing management practices. "The eliminatlon of eantlicts between
land use practices and watershed practices will be accomplished by working with
the private landowners to protect and restore the watershed (Programmatic Action
IA); and to implement land use plans that establish, restore, and maintain riparian
areas by creating buffer zones between the streams and grazing activities
(Programmatic Action IB)",

The long-tetra effects of the benefits resulting from the proposed project will include
enhanced water quality/quantity entering the Bay-Ddta, an increase in habitat
quality/quantity for plant and animal communities, and an overall increase in biodiversity.
These effects will ultimately contribute to the overall improvement in health of the
immediate area and the Bay-Delta.

The project addresses the objectives of the Anadromous Fish Restoration Program
(AFRP) and sections of the cxrpIA by establishing, restoring, and maintaining healthy
ecological functions in the Spring Creek watershed. By promoting a heahhy ecosystem
within this key upper watershed, there ~ill be increased water quality/quantity for habitat
enhaneemant and other "beneficial uses" in the lower watersheds
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The CRMP has been in existence for six years Land managemem agencies have already
implemented projects within the Spring Creek watershed end future efforts are imminem.
The support and participation of the private landowners in this area have been minimal and
m’e essential to promote a successful watershed management plan. This project, in
conjunction with other local CALFED proposals, is supported by Proposition 204
Steerkng Committee with the ultimate goal of malmalhing and propagating a healthy
watershed.

F. Monitorin~ and Data Evaluation

Within the Spring Creek watershed, approximately half of the area is under the
managemem of the U.S. Forest Service, BLM, and State Parks A combination of
profeasional efforts will be used to monitor and evaluate the proposed project

Monitoring within the Spring Creek watershed will occur in three general categoriea:
I ) Collect baseline data:

A.) Resource trends;
B) Stream flow;
C.) Sediment discharge

2.) Document the effectiveness of the specific implementation measures:
A.) Photo points of befure and after;
B.) Tons of fuels load removed;
C.) Percentage of acres considered to be healthy forest stands by using tree

spacing, density, and composition as indicators~
3.) Measure the erosion and sedimentation processes:

A ) Identify and rank critically eroding areas;
B.) Measure erosion rates through the use era sediment trough/trap.

G. lmplementa billiy

The project will incorporate the efforts of the Nevada County Resource Conservation
District, the Natural Resource Conservation Service, the U.S. Forest Service, the U.S.
Bureau of Lami Management, the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection,
the California Department offish and ~3ame, the Northern Sierra Air Quality Management
Board, and the Yuba Watershed Institute.

The project is supported by a Memorandum Of Understanding (MOU) between the local
organizations and agencies, as well as the Proposition 204 Steering Committee (See
attachments).
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V. COSTS AND SCHEDULE TO IMPLEMENT PROPOSED PROJECT

A. Project Budget Analysis

Project Phase      Private    Direct      Overhead     Service      Materials IMiseell Total cost
Land Salary and Labor Contracts laneous
Dwner Benefits General land
Cost- Admin. and mother
~hare lee) IDireet

Costs

Forest Stand ~87,500.00000 316,250.00 $162,500.00:0.00 $0.00 $178,750.00
mprovement: 500

Brush $101,566.0000 ~;30,470.00 $304,700.00~0.00 $0.00 $335,170.00
Mmmgement: 5540

RangePlanting: $10,662.000.00 ~1,066.00 $1,012.00 ~9,650.00 $0.00$[1,728.00
135 acres
Riparian Corridor $0.00 $4,000.00 500.00 $1,000 00 t;0.00 ;0 00 $5,500.00
Enhancement: 50

Firebreak: 45 acres $8,250.00$0.00 g2,475.00 $24,750.00 [0.00 ;0.00 $27,225.00

Community $0.00 $8,000.00 I$0.00 ;0.00 ~0.00 ;0.00 $8,000.00
Outreach and
Education
Total Project $774,351.00
Budget

Total Land Owner $207,978.00
Cost Share

Total CALFED Funds $566,373.00
Requested

There are 3,100 acres of private land and 2,340 acres of federal land within the
Spring Creek Watershed. The U.S. Forest Service has began implementing conservation
practices on federal land throughout the watershed. The CALFED funds requested for
this projects will be used to support cost-share programs to encourage the private
landowners to assisl in the restoration of’the Spring Creek Watershed. The cost share
conm~itments will be secured through a contract with each private land owner to address
the appropriate issues for their land. The subcontract bids will be accepted and each
evaluated for each phase oftbe project by the grant administrators, in order to acifieve the
highest quality of work.
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B. Scheduled Milestones

Project work will begin immediately following the notification of pruposal funding,
and continuing for two years.

Month 1: Begin Service Contract bidding process, and establish a priority rankiKg for all
cost share program applicants. Begin community outreach and education component that
,~vill extend through the two years of funding.
Month 2: Select bid for 139 days of Brush Ma~agemant on the 277 acres selected for first
year funding, and begin project implementation. Payments to landowners will be made as
soon as the project is completed.
Month 4: Select bid for Forest Stand Improvement, and begin project implementation on
250 acres selected for first year funding. Payments to landowners will be made as soon as
the project is completed.
Month 6: Schedule and begin Range Planting to be completed on 135 acres, during the
appropriate planting season.
Month 8: Fire Break Construction
Month 10: Complete brush management component of first year projects.
Month 12: Completion of all first year fimded projects.
Month 13: Select bid for 139 days of’Brush Management on the 277 acres selected for
second year funding, and begin project implemeatation. Payments to landowners will be
made as soon as the project is completed.
Month 15: Select bid for Forest Stand Improvement, and begin project implementation on
250 acres selected for second year funding. Payments to landowners will be made as soon
as the project is completed
Month 16: Begin 50 acres of Pdparlan Corridor Enhancement project work.
Month 22: Complete brush management component of second year projects.
Month 24: Completion of all proposed projects.

C, Third Party Impacts

There will be many third party impacts derived from the proposed projects. To
ensure econotnic development within the community all service contracts will be selected
from local businesses. The proposed projects will change the land use on 1270 acres of
private land within the Spring Creek watershed. Through range planting the forage for
cattle and wildlife will be dramatically increased. Following the planting the education
component of’this project will encourage proper long term managemant of the newly
planted pastures. The brush removal and forest stand improvement projects will ensure
long term timber production, also contributing to the long term economic development of
the local community. The construction oftbe fire break will aid in protecting the residents
of the watershed against the economic loss due to a wildland fire. The third party benefits
from the projects that will be implemented using CALFED fimding will increase the
ecosystem quality of the Spring Creek watershed, ultimately enhancing the restoration
efforts of the Bay-Delta.
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x/I. APPLICANT QUALIFICATIONS

The Nevada County Resource Conservation District will be implemeeting the proposed
project. La cooperation with the Natural Resources Conservation Services Grass Valley
Field Office, the District currently provides assistance to the private land owners
throughout Nevada County and the western half of Sierra County to address soil erosion,
water quality, forest health, and other ecosystem concerns. The Resource Conservation
District is currently participating in memorandums of understanding with the Proposition
204 Steering Committee, the 49er Fire Safe Project, and the San Juan Ridge Coordinated
Resource Management Plan (see attachment). The accomplishments of the CRMP include
community education concerning the natural role of fu’e in the ecosystem and the need for
the reduction of fuel volumes within the watershed.

The Nevada Coanty Resource Conservation District has a wide diversity of resource
qualifications, with educational backgrounds in environmental biology, wildlife
management, and natural resources planning The office has administered many grants to
implement conservation practices on the private land, as well as providing technical
assistance lhe hundreds of land owners each year. Throughout the project the staffwill
administer the grant, provide technical assistance, and manage the project.
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Nevada County Geographic Priority Areas
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Vegetation Management
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Varied use occu~ in the planning area and includes rural
homesites, s~mmer and ~inter recreaticnel activities, timber
manaQement, grazing, end m~nin~.

vegetative types.    Suppression efforts, slthough well meaning and

a natural state with large portions having been modified by man.
The area exemplifies man)~ of the problems associated with the urban
wild!and interface. Conflagration, as occurred within about 35,000
~cres of the plaaning area in 19$8 (the 49’or Fire), to soma

The principle objective is to use fire, under controlled
conditions, as a cost effective tool that will accomplish ~ variety
of tasks. These tasks include: fuels reduction, thus potent&ally
decreasing the risk of wildfire to urban and rural hcmesites and
valuable standSng timber, restoring the health and vigor of native

fire hy prescription tether then by uncontrolled wildfire.
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Other techniques which complement proscribed burning and are
appropriate to meet the overall objectives may be incorporated into
this CRI,!?. These may inc!ude mechanical .treatment, planting and
seeding, fencing, road clqsure and obliteration, land trades and
aequisition~ waney dove!up,eat or other methods of vegetation

fuels by burning will reduce the ~otential for large eonflagratio~s

across agency and private !and boundaries with common goals being

for p=ovidinW t~chnical ~ssistasce.

implementation plans within landowners and work within them during
implementation.    SCS can also evaluate th~ practices for their

coordinate with Agricultural St=bi!ization and Conservation Service
(ASCS) e~d landowners within federally funded "conservation

actively involved in meeting many of the Goals as identified within
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Services. The program wi!l allow close coordination between public

local agency responsible for the management of air pollution in

permits end enforcement at the local level. As a too1 to better
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,~ba Watershed Institute

The YWI is a .citizens group organized as a non-profit corporal~ion
(50]-C3). Our. objectives in supporting this CRMP are as follows:

1) To maintain and creat:e a late seral (o.ld growth) forest
component--on the San Juan Ridge as well as all naturally occurring
wild life habitats. To achieve this we must prevent large sFale stand
replacing fires and reintroduce the approximate natura! ~[re regime,

2) To recognize the interreiatedness and continuity, of wildlife
t~abitat, water, and other natural processes, This management
reality involves private as well as public !gndewners. Working in
cooperation with the North San Juan Volunteer Fire Department,
neighborhood groups, and the Twin Ridges School District we will
work towards educating people as to the role of fire as a natural                 .
ecological process and the use of prescribed burning for fuels                   .::~
management.
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a. .Technical committee to meet and develop ootential sources ¯

4. Develop a fire history of the area.

a. Technical committee to develop based on file search.

5. Develop a pxiorizized list of projects to be implemented

a, Develop s process ~hereby projects are ranked ~ccording to .:[

b, Technical committee to deve!¢p !ist based on ranking.

6. Develop monitoring techniques and strategies
Actions proposed
a. Technics! committee to develop scientifically acceptable

and resources allow.
b~ Solicit input from the !oct! community and encourage grant

7. Zncourage coordination and communication of al! agencies for
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Tahoe National Forest

..

LE6END

Resource Management Plan
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We ~he undersigne£, have participated in the developmeni of

with the p!an~ and will act to implement it to the best of our

An annual meeting rot the review of this plan by the

technica! committee.     The purpose of thi~ meeting will be

of planned items,

Forest 5n~ervi~cr Tahoe National Forest

Ar{a Conservationist Soil Conservation Service

California     Department     of

Area ~ana~er ~ureau of Land Management

Yuba Watershed Institu[e
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M~MORAI’~UM OF UNDEP.STAI~DING

Between the

Nevada County Resource Consolation Disldct, C~umy of Nevada, US Forest So.ice,                   ¯
USDA Natural Resour~s Consolation Se~6ce, CaIif~a Department of Forestq and
Fire Protection, Califo~a State P~ks, Non~em giega Nr Quality Management District,
North San Juan Fire Protection Digfict,
Citizens League, City of Nevada City, Bureau of Land Management, Nevada County
Superintendent of SchooI$ O~ce, F~ends of Deer Creek.

TNs Memoraudum of Understanding (MOU) is made anti entered Jnlo b~twee~ ihe above
signatories.

I. P~OSE

The purpose of this MOU is to establish a framework upon wNch the parties may
~operatively plan mulually beneficial work project~ and activities enMsioned by the State
of C~ifomia Propo~kion 204, California Water Code, Division 24, Safe, Clean, Reliable
Water Supple Act, ~tic]e 5, Delta Tfibutaq Watershed Program.                                     :? "

projects to protec~ regional water qualky and co~espending watersh~ proposes ~or ~e                  :..:
public good; and

~AS, all pa~ies have the public responsibility to identi~ and take co~ective
actions where water quality may become degraded; and

~AS, all panics ad~N~er propeaies that are eliNble for grits provided und~ the
~dta Tributau Watershed Program.

NOW, T~FO~, in consideration of the above’presses, the panics her~o agree as
follows:

IIL P~T~S AGUE

1. Actively pursue oppoau~ties for mutually beneficial work proj~ts or acti~ties that fit
under the Delta Tfibmau Watershed Program.

2. Enter into supplemental agr~ments or other legal instruments with each olher to
implement any grant Nnding received under the auspices o£tNs program.
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IV. GE:ffEI~:L TEKMS AND CONDITIONS

1. This agreement is neither a fiscal nor a f~nds obligation document. Any endeavor
involving reimbursement or contribution of f~ds b~tween the panics to
instrument will be handled in accordance with app]icaNe lawn, re~lation~, and
procedures nc ud ng th~se for Government procurement. Such endeavors will be
outlined ~n separate agreements that shall be made in ~ting by representatives of the
panics and sha}l be independently authorized by appropfiale statuto~ authoOty.
instrument d~es not give that authehty,

2. Modifications when the scope oft~s instrument ~h~ll be made by the issuance era
bilaternlly execoted modification pfor to any changes being ~ffo~ed.

3. T~s ]nstmm~t in no way restricts any signato~ paay from participating in
activities with other pubfic or private agencies, organizations and individual~.

4. ~y sig~ato~ pa~y, in writing, may request ten,finn of their                                     .
pa~icipation at any time before the date of expiration.                                            :.

T~s instrument i~ executed as efthe hst date shown below and will expire on September                .:
30, 200t, at w~ch time it will be subject to renew, renewal, or expiration.

Nevada Coun~ Reseurce Conse~atien District

R~, ~man, Sa~ Oardick
Nevada County Board of Supe~i~ors

USDA Natural Resource~ Conse~’arion Se~ce
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U~t C~f
California Department of’Forestry and Fire Protection

y~P tton, Park Superintendent
California State Parks

Rodney A. Nil, Air Pdllution Control 0fiqcer -
Northern SJerra Air Quality Management District

~rl,tt, Killigrmv: ~h~irpers~n. Board ,fDi’e~ ~

Noah San ~uan Fire Protecrion D~s~ct

Bob E6ckson, Presi~ea~, Yuba Watershed Instkute

Roger HJ~s. President. Board ef D~re~

Sout~ Yuba ~ver ~,zens Lease/’

Bur~fL~d M~agenNnt

Terence MeAteer, Superintendent of Schools, Nevada Coun~

Ma~ ~I ~es~a, Cha[~erson, Fiends lfDtr Creek
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USDA United States Natural Grass Valley Service Center
Department of Resources 113 Presley Way, Suite 1

~ Agrlculture Conservation Grass Valtey, CA 95945
Service (530)272-3417

J~yl, 1998

To: CALFED - Watershed Management

Subject: Proposal - Assessment of the South Yuba River Category 11[ Program

The Proposition 204 Steering Committee for Nevada County supports this Category III
Proposal to improve water quality in the Spring Creek watershed~

The Nevada County Resource Conservation District has dedicated its efforts to improving
conditions in the watershed, and therefore water quality, which will benefit the Bay Delta.
Much ofthis watershed effort involves improving forest and range land uses by
encouraging landowners to implement proper resource conservation practices.

This project, in conjunction with other local CALFED proposals, is supported by the
Proposition 204 Steering Committee with the ultimate goal of’maintaining and
propagating a healthy watershed The Nevada County Proposition 204 Steering
Committee also voted to support the long-term project goal of developing a coordinated
watershed mauagemet~t and implementation plan for the South Yuba P,.iver, with input and
involvement by the MOU group.

g

District Conservationist and Conurtittee Chair

Attachment
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HIGH SIERRA RESOURCE CONSERVATION & DEVELOPMENT AREA

July 2, 1998,

To: CALFED    Watershed Management

Subject: Support of Proposal, Category III Program
Spring Creek Watershed Fuel Management Project

The High Sierra Resource Conservation and Development (RC&D)
Council supports Nevada County Resource Conservation District
(RCD) proposa! for the Spring Creek Watershed project.

The Spring Creek Watershed is in mixed ownership    Federal, State
and private, and has been identified as having a serious wildfire
hazard condition. Spring Creek is a tributary to the South Fork
of the Yuba River, and a catastrophic wildfire in this watershed
would seriously impact water quality in the Yuba River.

The Spring Creek project will serve as a model £n coordination of
forest health/fuel management between public and private
landowners. We request your support and approval of this grant
proposal.

Betty    Ley
President, High Sierra RC&D Council
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