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March 6-7, 2013

California Department of Food and Agriculture
Auditorium

1220 N Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

March 6, 2013 12:30 — 4:30 PM
Members of the Board and staff will participate in a focused set of meetings with key
legislators and/or staff to discuss the critical role Sierra Nevada forests and watersheds
play in meeting water quality, water reliability, greenhouse gas emission reduction, and
overall ecosystem health goals for the State. Following the policy meetings the
Boardmembers, stakeholders, and staff will attend a debrief open to the public. The
debrief will be at 5:00pm, held upstairs at P.F. Chang’s located at: 1530 J St #100
Sacramento, CA 95814.

March 7, 2013
Board Meeting 9:00-1:00 PM
(End time of the meeting is approximate)

Call to Order

Oath of Office for New Boardmembers

Roll Call

Approval of December 6, 2012 Meeting Minutes (ACTION)

Public Comments
Provide an opportunity for the public to comment on non-agenda items.

Board Chair’'s Report

Executive Officer's Report INFORMATIONAL)
a. Administrative Update

b. Proposition 84 Investment Report Review

c. Potential Activities Related to Abandoned Mines

Deputy Attorney General's Report (INFORMATIONAL)

2012-13 Proposition 84 Grant Award (ACTION)
The Board may act to authorize grant awards for the 2012-13 Proposition 84
Preservation of Ranches and Agricultural Lands grant program.

Policy and Outreach (ACTION)
The Board will review staff's plans for policy and outreach activities during the
coming year and may provide direction relative to these activities.



March 6-7, 2013
Board Meeting Agenda

XI.  Future Proposition 84 Expenditures (ACTION)
The Board will review staff's recommendation for expending the remaining
Proposition 84 funds.

Xll.  September 2013 Board Date (ACTION)
The Board may act upon staff's recommendation to move the September Board
meeting to September 11 and 12, 2013.

XIll.  Updates on Various SNC Activities INFORMATIONAL).
a. Sierra Nevada Forest and Community Initiative

XIV. Boardmembers’ Comments
Provide an opportunity for members of the Board to make comments on items not on
the agenda.

XV. Public Comments
Provide an opportunity for the public to comment on non-agenda items.

XVI.  Adjournment

Meeting Materials are available on the SNC Web site at www.sierranevada.ca.gov. For additional
information or to submit written comment on any agenda item, please contact Mrs. Burgess at (530) 823-
4672, toll free at (877) 257-1212; or via email at tburgess@sierranevada.ca.gov. 11521 Blocker Drive,
Suite 205, Auburn CA 95603. If you need reasonable accommodations please contact Mrs. Burgess at
least five working days in advance, including documents in alternative formats.

Closed Session: Following, or at any time during the meeting, the Conservancy may recess or adjourn to
closed session to consider pending or potential litigation; property negotiations; or personnel-related
matters. Authority: Government Code Section 11126(a), (c) (7), or (e).



VI.

VII.

Board Meeting Minutes
December 5 -6, 2012

Caltrans — District 3

Sierra Nevada Conference Room
703 B Street

Marysville, CA 95901

Call to Order
Board Chair BJ Kirwan called the meeting to order at 9:04 AM.

Roll Call

Present: Sherrie Thrall, BJ Kirwan, Bob Johnston, Bob Kirkwood, Lee Stetson, John
Brissenden, Linda Arcularius, Ted Owens, Todd Ferrara, Tom Wheeler,
Este Stifel, Karen Taylor-Goodrich, and Barnie Gyant

Absent: Brian Dahle and Pedro Reyes

Approval of September 6, 2012 Meeting Minutes (ACTION)
There were no changes to the meeting minutes.

Action: Boardmember Arcularius moved and Boardmember Brissenden
seconded a motion to approve the September 6, 2012 meeting minutes.
The motion passed unanimously.

Public Comments
There were no public comments at this time.

Board Chair’'s Report
Board Chair Kirwan asked Deputy Attorney General Christine Sproul to administer the
oath of office to incoming Boardmember Sherry Thrall of Plumas County.

Election of a Vice Chair for 2013 (ACTION)

Board Chair Kirwan noted that former Boardmember and Lassen County Supervisor
Brian Dahle has been elected to serve in the State Assembly. Dahle was one of the
Sierra Nevada Conservancy’s (SNC) inaugural Boardmembers.

Kirwan asked for nominations to replace Boardmember Arcularius as the Vice Chair
on the Board for 2013.

Action: Boardmember Arcularius moved and Boardmember Kirkwood seconded
a motion to approve the nomination of Boardmember Wheeler as the
Vice Chair for 2013. The motion passed unanimously.

2013 Board Meeting Schedule (ACTION)

SNC Assistant Executive Officer Joan Keegan noted that with this meeting the Board

has now met in all of the Sierra Nevada'’s 22 counties. She announced that Executive
Officer Jim Branham was not able to attend due to the birth of his grandchild, Cecilia.

Keegan presented the schedule for the Board’s quarterly Board meetings, noting that

the March meeting would be held in Sacramento. This location was chosen so that
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the SNC and its Board could meet with policy-makers in Sacramento and to continue
to educate them as to the importance of the Sierra.

The following schedule was proposed for 2013:
e March 6 & 7, Sacramento
e June 5 & 6, North Subregion, Lassen County
e September 4 & 5, South Subregion Tulare County
e December 4 & 5, North Central Subregion, Plumas County (may be changed
based on weather considerations)

Kirwan thanked SNC Staff and The Sierra Fund Director, 1zzy Martin for their work in
organizing a very worthwhile and educational Board tour the previous day.

Boardmember Kirkwood added his appreciation for those involved in the tour of the
olive oil company and to those who treated the Board to a reception with all local food,
prepared by Yuba College culinary arts students.

Boardmember Wheeler noted that both the Chair and Vice Chair would not be in
attendance for the September Board meeting and asked if the date could be moved to
the following week. Keegan said it could be looked at as an option.

Action: Boardmember Wheeler moved and Boardmember Brissenden seconded a
motion to approve staff recommendation for the 2013 Board meeting
schedule and direct staff to research moving the September meeting for
Chair or Vice Chair to attend. The motion passed unanimously.

VIIl. Executive Officer’s Report (INFORMATIONAL)
a. Administrative Update

SNC Administrative Chief Theresa Parsley said the SNC was notified that it was
going to be subject to the State Personnel Board’s (SPB) review, testing
compliance with civil service exams, appointments, Equal Employment Opportunity
and personal service contracts. Administrative staff is preparing the requested
documentation, which is due December 20. The SPB will receive the information
and will either accept, reject, or modify the report, but the process will provide
valuable feedback to SNC Administration.

Parsley said the SNC is about to conduct its first set of promotional exams for its
program class. It will eventually lead to an open exam to create a hiring list, to be
used should vacancies occur.

The SNC’s Mariposa staff will be moving to a safer and more accessible location
on 11" Street in Mariposa. Tenant improvements are expected to be completed in
April 2013.
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Parsley said the current round of Proposition 84 grants for ranch and agriculture
lands is in the evaluation stage. Of the 62 applications received, only three did not
pass completeness or eligibility review. The remaining 59 projects are being
assessed for California Environmenal Quality Act (CEQA) compliance: 34 have
passed, while additional information is needed on 25. Parsley said the SNC is
optimistic about CEQA compliance with this round of grants. Staff is well on the
way to preparing recommendations for the Board’s consideration in March.

Parsley then noted with mixed emotions that long time SNC contracts analyst
Shelly Sanders has accepted a position with another State department. Shelly has
been with the Conservancy for over five years. Parsley said Sanders would be
greatly missed, as she was part of the fabric of the SNC.

Kirwan requested Keegan draft a letter of commendation for Sanders, to be signed
by the Board Chair.

b. Mt. Whitney Fish Hatchery Update
Danna Stroud, SNC Mt. Whitney Area Representative, summarized the staff report
on this issue, reminding the Board of its visit to this site in June. She said the
process for evaluating the possible jurisdictional transfer of the former Fish
Hatchery from the Department of Fish and Game (DFG) to the SNC is moving
forward. Several processes are underway since the June 2012 Board meeting and
are close to being completed, including the following:

e The Wildlife Conservation Board (WCB), acting on behalf of DFG, is completing
their due diligence including an appraisal, title report, and Phase 1
environmental report.

e DFG has finalized a draft document identifying areas of concern and
restrictions for future use of the facility that will become conditions of a transfer.

e SNC is working with Inyo County on developing an assurance agreement to
assure the county that all parties will continue to work on this possible transfer
of ownership from SNC to the county (in the event SNC takes ownership). Inyo
County is also developing and preparing for a planning process that will create
a strategic plan for the facility that will identify possible long-term uses.

SNC Staff is monitoring all of these efforts and expediting discussions as needed
among all of the parties involved in this effort.

Boardmember Arcularius thanked Stroud for her work on this project. She added
that there would be some decision points next year for both the SNC and Inyo
County as to whether the project will move forward.
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c. CA Bioenergy Action Plan — SNC’s Role
Keegan said the SNC was pleased to be named in the state plan in an effort to
move this issue forward, and introduced Kim Carr who is lead on this issue for the
SNC.

Carr gave an outline from the staff report on how the SNC is engaged in biomass
energy throughout the Sierra. She said the SNC is continuing to help figure out
how to generate the resources, and how to develop new financial and market
mechanisms that allow active management of the forests. Senate Bill 1122
(Rubio) adds support to SNC implementing its responsibilities under the Bioenergy
Action Plan by requiring large utilities purchase 50 MW of forest biomass energy
from from facilities 3 MW or smaller. Carr said it will take a concerted and
coordinated effort and SNC is preparing to play a lead role in supporting the
development of forest bioenergy facilities in the Sierra Nevada Region.

One of the challenges, according to Catrr, is the scarcity of facilities to process the
biomass, noting that one has recently closed in Oroville.

Carr presented a map of the Sierra, which indicated that much of the Region is in
an area of high fire risk. She said the SNC is working collaboratively with groups in
the Region on ways to prevent catastrophic fire through forest treatments, while
generating local modest economic opportunity from forest byproduct.

For the past two years, Carr said, the SNC has been engaged in a Biomass
Working group whose goal is to coordinate biomass issues among diverse groups.
The group now includes other State agencies, universities, the US Forest Service,
technical experts, non-governmental agencies, and environmental and industry
representation.

Carr noted that SB 1122 (Rubio) was passed in September, requiring the Public
Utilities Commission to direct the three large investor-owned utility companies-
Pacific Gas and Electric, Southern California Edison, and San Diego Gas and
Electric, to purchase at least 250 mega watts (MW) of power derived from
bioenergy sources. Of the 250 MW, 50 MW is to come from byproducts of
sustainable forest management.

Carr said another important piece of this plan is the involvement of the California
Energy Commission, which has a proposal to set aside $27 million from its EPIC
funds to invest in grants for bioenergy projects, research, technology development
and deployment. There is a lot of work ahead to address issues surrounding the
pricing of the energy produced by these facilities.

Carr said two projects in the Sierra could be operational by 2014 or 2015. The first
is the North Fork Mill Site in Madera County, and the other is the Placer County
project along Highway 89 near Truckee.
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Boardmember Wheeler thanked Carr for her work on the issue and said the U.S.
Forest Service (USFS)has also stepped up to guarantee a source for these
biomass plants. He asked if the SNC might be able to tap some of the grant
funding available. Carr noted that SNC’s consultant Elissa Brown is preparing a
grant application for about $500,000 to submit to CEC for the North Fork mill site.

Boardmember Arcularius said she and Boardmember Dahle have made at least
five trips back to Washington D.C. to lobby for biomass energy in the past 10
years. She said the economics must include the full costs of wildfire, including
forest health and species lost, in addition to the cost of fighting the fire. She said
that on the federal level, many do not realize the impacts of mill closures in the
Sierra over the past few decades. She noted these impacts need to be factored in
when determining how to spend tax dollars.

Boardmember Gyant echoed Arcularius’ comments. He stated that the USFS had
budgeted $905 million for fighting fires, the actual costs turned out to be $600
million higher than that. The extra $600 million had to be pulled from their other
programs designed to help treat the forest which prevent fires. Using the example
of utility transmission lines in the forest, he said it is better to invest in fire
prevention measures rather than the more expensive costs of fighting fires.

Boardmember Owens echoed the comments made about the importance of
preventing large fires and avoiding the high cost of fighting them. Kirwan thanked
Carr for applying her very considerable talents on this issue.

d. 2012-13 Grant Program Update
Theresa Parsley provided a brief update during the Agenda Item VIIl a
Administrative Update.

e. Central Subregion Report
Assistant Executive Officer Keegan introduced The Sierra Fund Director, 1zzy
Martin, and thanked her for organizing the previous day’s tour on mining issues in
the Sierra.

Martin said the Sierra Fund is looking to increase public and private investment in
the Sierra to deal with abandoned mines. It has convened a panel of experts from
various agencies to try to get a body of documentation about what occurred in the
Sierra during the gold mining days.

As a result of this work, Martin said an estimated 47,000 abandoned mines have
been identified in California, most of them owned by the U.S. Forest Service and
the Bureau of Land Management. Some of these pose serious environmental and
physical hazards.

Martin said that as a result of gold mining, there is mercury in the Delta, most of it
carried downstream from the Sierra. The State Water Resources Control Board is
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putting limits on how much mercury can be in the state’s reservoirs, which means
that local (city and county) sanitation systems and wastewater districts will likely
bear the brunt of the expense to reduce the amount of mercury entering the
reservoirs from upstream.

The SNC, Martin said, can play a role by working with local government and other
state agencies to find a solution. For example, if the water bond is reopened, SNC
could seek funding to reduce mercury discharges at the source. Another
possibility might be to seek some of the money that the Department of Parks and
Recreation has paid in fines for use in remediation and better management at
Malakoff Diggings State Park and other source areas.

The Sierra Fund, according to Martin, believes the best way to prevent mercury
from entering the reservoirs and the Delta is to address the issue with the owners
of abandoned mines. The Sierra Fund is working with State Parks, via a grant
from the SNC, to evaluate the contamination coming from Malakoff State Park.

Boardmember Kirkwood said he felt the SNC should get involved in this issue, and
suggested that the next state water bond should include some funding for mercury
cleanup. He said this should be appealing on a water quality basis as it affects
downstream consumers.

Keegan said the SNC has already starting to pursue involvement and will be
following up with Martin and other stakeholders prior to the March meeting in
Sacramento.

Kirkwood asked Keegan to consider setting up a wider group, similar to the SNFCI
Coordinating Council, to address this issue, and to seek additional funding in the
SNC budget for this purpose. Kirwan said she also felt the SNC would be a good
vehicle at the state level for dealing with abandoned mines in the Region.

Boardmember Gyant pointed out that water is the “connecting tissue” for all issues:
forestry, mining and mercury.

Keegan added that from a staffing perspective, the chances of the SNC receiving
additional resources during the State’s current budget crisis are not good.

Arcularius said that this is the kind of project that highlights the importance of the
makeup of the SNC Board; local government representatives for land use
decisions, as well as federal partners and State partners.

Deputy Attorney General’s Report (INFORMATIONAL)

Deputy Attorney General Christine Sproul said that CEQA reform efforts in the Capitol
have been of interest in the Legislature. There have been a number of workshops
taking place, coordinated by the Senate Leadership Office. Senator Rubio is the Chair
of the Senate Environmental Review Committee. Senator Rubio was the author of a
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bill last year that would have made significant changes to CEQA, and Sproul expects
another bill will be considered in the spring.

Sproul said there is also a case pending before the State Supreme Court regarding
the use of CEQA exemptions which could be before the court by next summer.

X. Forest System Indicators Report (ACTION)
Chris Dallas introduced this, the fourth of six System Indicator reports, with an
overview of the staff report. He pointed out that the overall Indicators project is
developing useful information that will inform our programs and planning and also help
partners understand current issues and conditions in the Region, which is something
we can all use in justifying needed investment in the Sierra Nevada. The primary
author of this report is Susie Kocher, a Natural Resources Advisor and a Registered
Forester with U.C. Cooperative Extension. Steve Beckwitt provided GIS development
and spatial analysis. Two of the 19 indicators approved by the SNC Governing Board
are incorporated into this report: Forest Health and Carbon Storage.
Dallas provided and overview of key data from the report.

Boardmember Brissenden said the SNC should work with federal partners to ensure
that money can be spent on public lands, and we should endeavor to be included
among the agencies receiving revenue from the State’s “cap-and-trade” auctions. He
requested a presentation on the SNC'’s efforts on cap-and-trade at the March meeting.

Keegen said the SNC is advocating for forest health projects to be considered as
worthy recipients of cap-and-trade funding because of the positive impact they can
have on reducing “greenhouse gas” emissions.

Boardmember Gyant said that issues in the Sierra with respect to bioenergy and
carbon storage are very complex, and that collaboration is crucial to meeting
everyone’s needs. He pointed out, for example, that 70 million board-feet of timber
sales offered for bid received no bidders, likely due to the cost of required biomass
removal. When timber harvest opportunities don’t sell, local communities lose rural
schools and roads funding, as well as having to bear the localized costs of wildfire
impacts that might have been reduced. He hopes that the cap and trade and biomass
efforts can help to address these issues.

Boardmember Johnston said that work on private land to reduce fire hazard and
contribute to biomass energy is important, but given that the large percentage of
Sierra forestland is publicly held, the federal landowners need to find a way to qualify
for funding for treatment projects.

Boardmembers Taylor-Goodrich, Arcularius and Stifel further clarified that there are
legal issues and Wilderness Act restraints which make it difficult to accomplish
permanent easements on federal land for such purposes, especially those held by a
third party. Future discussions will need to integrate the kinds of treatments that are
appropriate on different landscapes to accommodate all values and regulations.
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Boardmember Stifel asked what the SNC plans to do with the information provided in
the Indicator Report.

Keegan said it will be used to inform SNC programs, and that stakeholders in the
Region may find it useful. She said there is no advocacy in the report - it is just data -
but that it could help others outside the Region to better understand conditions within
the Region. The next system indicators report, which will be out in 2013, will focus on
fire risk in the Region. The final report will cover agricultural and ranch lands.

Stifel added that as the SNC moves forward in analyzing its role with respect to cap
and trade issues to be sure and contact BLM and USFS to help those agencies
understand the complications involved in obtaining conservation easements on federal
lands.

Action: Boardmember Kirkwood moved and Boardmember Wheeler seconded
a motion to approve the fourth System Indicators Report and approve
the creation of an additional System Indicators Report on Forest
Health. The motion passed unanimously.

Discussion on Future Proposition 84 Expenditures (INFORMATIONAL)
Keegan said SNC Staff has completed an analysis of several different ideas about
how to effectively invest the remaining $2.3 million of Proposition 84 funds the SNC
anticipates being available due to a few awarded projects that can’t ultimately be
implemented or that come in under budget.

The analysis resulted in the following alternatives:

e Administer a very small competitive grant round to target underrepresented
grantee types in the Region.

e Augment existing grant projects, should they need additional funding to help
them get to completion.

e Augment the current grant round for ag and ranchlands.

e Assist partners in the Region with pre-project work to help them become eligible
for future funding, whether it be from the SNC or other sources. Keegan said the
staff is leaning toward this alternative.

Keegan asked the Board Chair to appoint a two-member committee to work with staff
to develop a recommendation to bring back to the Board.

Boardmember Kirkwood suggested that given the low dollar amount, it would not
make sense to go out for a full competitive grant round. He preferred making further
investment in projects the SNC is working on in forestry and possibly the
mercury/mining issue, given its strong tie to Proposition 84.
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Boardmember Wheeler agreed, stating that he did not feel another competitive grant
round would be warranted, and added that there are probably a number of great
projects that would benefit from a little more help.

Boardmember Gyant said the staff's approach seemed solid, and that he would look
for projects that had additional capability and could use the funding.

Boardmember Arcularius asked if the SNC could also consider funding
underrepresented areas in the Region.

Boardmember Stetson added that the SNC should consider being flexible in its
approach so that it can help any projects that are in need of additional dollars to get to
completion.

Boardmember Owens added that the value of the SNC is that decision-making
remains local rather than being made by entities far away from the areas impacted by
those decisions.

Board Chair Kirwan appointed Boardmembers Kirkwood and Wheeler to serve on a
subcommittee to assist the SNC Staff.

Updates on Various SNC Activities (INFORMATIONAL)
a. Sierra Nevada Forest and Community Initiative (SNFCI)
Kim Carr provided a brief update on SNFCI activities:

e The U.S. Forest Service (USFS) is completing its Forest Plans, providing a
significant opportunity to participate in setting the course for forest
management for years to come. The SNFCI Regional Coordinating Council
Is participating by assisting the USFS with a socio-economic component to
their plan.

e Several of the collaborative groups affiliated with SNFCI with have helped to
identify projects that may qualify for SNC funding.

e Carr said that as she moves on to the bioenergy project, Mandy Vance, with
the SNC’s Mariposa office, would be taking over as lead for SNFCI.

b. Sierra Nevada Geotourism MapGuide Project
Mt. Lassen Area Manager Bob Kingman said the Geotourism project continues to
grow in importance. For the first time, California has surpassed the $100 billion
mark in travel-related spending, $7 billion of that is attributed to the Sierra Nevada.
The Geotourism project is an effective way for the SNC to support recreation and
tourism in the Region.

Kingman reported that it is also a very successful project. The web statistics show
about 119,000 page views of the Sierra Nevada Geotourism webpage per month,
from over 103 countries. The free mobile phone app for iPhone and Droid mobile
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phones continues to grow, and the next step might be the addition of “real time”
traffic and safety alerts.

Kingman said the SNC and the Sierra Business Council have distributed 100,000
print maps, and will soon be distributing another 60,000 copies.

He noted that the North Yuba Grown organization that hosted the reception for the
SNC the previous day is one of the Geotourism web points. In addition all of the
“California Watchable Wildlife” locations within the Sierra are now included on the
web site.

Board Chair Kirwan thanked Kingman for a terrific tour and asked that he pass that
thanks along to the hosts and to SNC staff who supported the day.

c. Recognition of SNC’s meeting in all 22 Counties of the Region
Keegan introduced a slide show with pictures and a musical rendition featuring all
of the Board meetings and tours to commemorate the Board’s meeting schedule in
the past seven years, which has included stops in every county in the Sierra
Region.

Keegan thanked IT Analyst David Madrigal and Board Liaison Theresa Burgess for
their work in setting up all the meetings over the life of the SNC. She thanked Area
Managers Bob Kingman and Julie Bear for their significant contributions to the
Board meetings as well.

Keegan also gave special recognition to Boardmember Bob Kirkwood, who is the
one Boardmember who has participated in every meeting.

Kirwan thanked the staff for its hard work in putting together the Board meetings
and tours. She also noted the significant positive outcome of the tours, and noted
that it is great that the SNC is now in a position to actually visit and see the
outcome of projects it has funded. She also noted the importance of tours in
meeting with the people who do this work, and developing worthwhile relationships
throughout the Region.

Boardmembers’ Comments
Board Chair Kirwan thanked the County Supervisors who are rotating off the Board for
their service, Boardmembers Nunes, Arcularius, Owens, and Dahle.

Arcularius thanked the Board and said she was pleased to be at the meeting in the
first county and now the last one, stating that the Board was one of the reasons why
she decided to run for reelection.

Owens said it has been a pleasure because the Conservancy encompasses a region
of the world in which he lives. He says the challenge remains to educate those in
metropolitan areas about the importance of the rural areas of the State.
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Brissenden added his compliments to the North Yuba Grown organization for their
work in the area and thanked them for the Board reception. Brissenden said he also
enjoyed the creativity of the SNC staff over the past seven years. Finally, he thanked
Boardmember Gyant for attending the tour and for being a “breath of fresh air.”

XIV. Public Comments
Nick Spaulding from North Yuba Grown thanked those who attended the tour.

XV. Adjournment
Board Chair Kirwan congratulated Keegan for a job well done as “acting” Executive
Officer for the Board meeting and invited everyone to attend the next meeting March
6-7 in Sacramento. She adjourned the meeting at 12:23 PM.



Sierra Nevada Conservancy Agenda Item VIl a
March 7, 2013 Administrative Update

Background
Over the past few months the Sierra Nevada Conservancy’s administrative programs

have taken several staffing losses, including retired annuitants, students and a key
budgets/contracts staff person. These losses notwithstanding, administrative staff is
doing the heavy lifting to keep things running as smoothly as possible. Recruitment is
underway to fill the position of the Budget and Contracts Officer, with interviews expected
in February and a hire in March.

Current Status — Grants Administration

Staff continues to support the 2012-13 Proposition 84 grant program by coordinating and
implementing final evaluation reports and awards recommendations for consideration by
the Board at the March Board Meeting. Grants administration (GA) staff have
coordinated California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) reviews and Department of
General Services’ appraisal reviews, as well as the posting of public notifications, in order
to bring fully vetted and ready projects to the Board.

Current Status — Budget

The Governor’s proposed 2013-14 budget was released on January 10. Slight budget
increases were included to cover the reinstatement of 4.62% of salaries and wages as the
personal leave program ends on June 30, 2013, otherwise no significant changes were
proposed for SNC.

Current Status — Human Resources

With the help of California Human Resources Department, SNC completed its first
comprehensive job analysis report, required before any department can conduct civil
service examinations. This led to the completion of SNC’s first exam, conducted for the
class of Conservancy Project Development Analyst Il (CPDA 1l). This exam was
conducted on a department-wide, promotional basis. The next exam will be conducted in
the spring on an open basis to create hiring lists at the CPDA 1l level for SNC field offices.

Staff also responded to its first State Personnel Board (SPB) Compliance Review,
assessing SNC’s compliance with merit-based civil service laws, rules and policies in the
areas of examinations, appointments, equal employment opportunity and personal
services contracts. In December SPB staff came on site in the Auburn office and
gathered significant information in response to specific requests. Staff awaits SPB’s initial
response, anticipated in February.

Current Status — Facilities
Construction has begun on the tenant improvements for the downtown Mariposa office.
Staff in the current fairgrounds office will prepare to move in April, 2013.

Recommendation

This is an informational item only; no formal action is needed by the Board at this
time, although Boardmembers are encouraged to share their thoughts and
comments.
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Agenda Item VIl a

Administrative Update

2012-13 SNC EXPENDITURES AND ENCUMBRANCES
Through January 2013

State Operations

Personal Services Budgeted Expended Balance % Spent
SALARIES AND WAGES 1,938,717 898,183 1,040,534 46%
STAFF BENEFITS 583,430 341,193 242,237 58%
Personal Services, Totals $2,522,147 $1,239,376 $1,282,771| 49%
Operating Expenses & Equipment Budgeted Expended Balance % Spent
GENERAL EXPENSE 297,262 139,984 157,278| 47%
TRAVEL - IS 55,000 18,583 36,417 34%
TRAVEL - OS 2,791 - 2,791 0%
TRAINING 47,500 12,171 35,329 26%
FACILITIES 287,025 138,595 148,431 48%
UTILITIES 21,480 7,579 13,901 35%
CONTRACTS- INTERAGENCY AGREEMENT 966,950 610,813 356,137 63%
CONTRACTS- EXTERNAL 63,581 53,876 9,705| 85%
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 95,173 6,602 88,571 7%
CONSOLIDATED DATA CENTER - - - 0%
EQUIPMENT - - - 0%
OTHER ITEMS OF EXPENSE 21,124 10,101 11,023 48%
PRO RATA (control agency costs) 161,517 40,379 121,138 25%
Operating Expenses & Equipment, Totals $2,019,403 $1,038,683 $980,721| 51%
Local Assistance
Appropriation Budgeted Expended Balance % Spent
2007 Original Appropriation (reapprop 11/12) 17,000,000 17,000,000 0 100%
2008 Original Appropriation (reapprop 11/12) 17,000,000 17,000,000 0 100%
2009 Original Appropriation (reapprop 12/13) 15,448,000 8,142,878 7,305,122 53%
Budgeted Expended Balance % Spent
State Operations 4,541,551 2,278,059 2,263,492 | 50%
Local Assistance * 49,448,000 42,142,878 7,305,122 | 85%
SNC EXPENDITURES, TOTALS $53,989,551 $44,420,937 $9,568,614| 82%

* The balance does not include encumbrances for March awards totaling $5,155,865. If all of
this amount is encumbered, the balance available for future awards is $2,149,257.
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March 7, 2013 Proposition 84 Investment Report Review

Background
In November 2006, California voters passed Proposition 84, the Safe Drinking Water,

Water Quality and Supply, Flood Control, River and Coastal Protection Bond Act of
2006, which included $54 million for the Sierra Nevada Conservancy (SNC), with
approximately $50 million to be granted to eligible projects throughout the Region. At
this meeting, the Board is scheduled to consider approximately $5 million in remaining
Proposition 84 grant awards for the Preservation of Ranches and Agricultural Lands.
After these awards are made, the SNC will have granted almost all of its allocated
Proposition 84 funds, with the exception of funds that have been returned to the SNC
due to projects coming in under budget or projects failing to reach completion.
Expenditure of these remaining funds will be discussed under Agenda Item XI.

Now that the awards are nearly complete, SNC wishes to communicate to decision-
makers and the public the many benefits resulting from the wise investment of
Proposition 84 funds in the Sierra Nevada. To this end, SNC is creating a multimedia
report that will tell the story of how state funding has made a difference in the Region.
By incorporating text and video highlighting grantees’ own words about specific project
accomplishments, the report, Investing in California’s Watershed: SNC'’s Proposition 84
Grant Program, will also help to make the case for future investment in the Sierra
through vehicles such as the upcoming water bond or the greenhouse gas emission
reduction cap-and-trade auction program.

Current Status

SNC Staff are completing an administrative draft of the Investing in California’s
Watershed report, which is being prepared for key decision-makers, including
legislators, other agencies, allies, and partners within and outside the Region, in
addition to local and statewide media. We are also developing a specific
communications strategy to maximize the utility and distribution of the report, using
print, electronic, and social media.

The highlight of the report will be a series of case studies or project profiles highlighting
individual Proposition 84 funded projects and their outcomes. Together the project
profiles will illustrate the geographic spread, range of project types, and, most
importantly, breadth of benefits achieved, including:

Working Landscapes Preservation
Forest Health and Fire Prevention
Water Quality Protection
Watershed Health and Restoration
Protection of Iconic Landscapes.

Next Steps
Staff will finalize the report after incorporating relevant data from today’s grant

authorizations, and distribute it to the intended audiences using a variety of strategies to
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be outlined in the communications plan. Staff will provide copies of the final report to
the Board at that time as well.

Recommendation

This is an informational item only; no formal action is needed by the Board at this
time, although Boardmembers are encouraged to share their thoughts and
comments.




Sierra Nevada Conservancy Agenda Item Vil c
March 7, 2013 Potential Activities Related To Abandoned Mines

Background
The December 2012 Board tour and the presentation by Izzy Martin from The Sierra

Fund during the Board meeting highlighted legacy impacts from California’s Gold Rush.
Toxic substance hazards, notably mercury, are of particular concern for downstream
populations and communities. There are over 47,000 identified abandoned mines in the
state of California. A large volume of these identified abandoned mines are located in
the Sierra Nevada Region.

Following the field tour and presentation, the Board requested Sierra Nevada
Conservancy (SNC) staff, in consultation with The Sierra Fund, consider potential
actions and an appropriate role SNC could undertake to address abandoned mine land
issues in the Region.

To date, the SNC has been involved with abandoned mine land remediation efforts
through participation in the Department of Conservation Abandoned Mine Lands Forum,
The Sierra Fund Abandoned Mine Lands events, and through funding projects under
the SNC Proposition 84 Grants Program. The SNC has funded three projects
supporting efforts to mitigate the legacy impacts of mining:

e Environmental Review Assessing the Impacts of Removing Mercury Laden
Sediment from Combie Reservoir - Nevada Irrigation District: Mercury laden
sediment currently is trapped behind numerous dams within the Region. The
Combie Reservoir Project is a pilot project that promotes an increase in storage
capacity within a reservoir by alleviating further release of mercury through
sedimentation disturbance during dredging.

e Humbug Creek Watershed Assessment and Management Plan - The Sierra
Fund: Malakoff Diggins Mine (State Park), an abandoned hydraulic mine site
with many mining features, has been identified as the source of mercury in
Humbug Creek, a tributary to the South Yuba River. The goal of the Humbug
Creek Project is to identify which feature is the source of the mercury and
develop a remediation plan.

e Mercury Bioavailability and Transport in Deer Creek over Lake Wildwood
Reservoir - Friends of Deer Creek: Dams do not block mercury from moving
downstream. The Lake Wildwood Project measured contamination in algae,
macro-invertebrates, and fish above and below the lake to determine the
potential transport and dissemination of mercury moving over the dam.

Current Status

Since the December 2012 Board meeting, staff has met with 1zzy Martin and Dr. Carrie
Monohan from The Sierra Fund, to explore potential roles for the SNC and partners in
support of abandoned mine remediation. Immediate actions were identified to address
some of the initial concerns raised by The Sierra Fund associated with public funding for
acquisition of properties with abandoned mines. As a result, the Natural Resources
Agency (Agency) is planning to convene selected departments within the Agency to
discuss the potential for consistent Agency-wide policies.
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Other actions that were discussed include:

¢ Recommending to the Board that projects to address toxic substance issues
associated with abandoned mine lands in the Sierra be included as eligible
projects for use of remaining Proposition 84 funds (see Agenda Item Xl);

e Working with The Sierra Fund, other State agencies, and other entities to explore
opportunities to partner in addressing issues related to abandoned mines,
including exploring avenues to provide technical assistance resources for local
governments in possession of contaminated abandoned mine sites; and,

e Seeking long term funding for the SNC to address abandoned mine land issues
by building upon the continuing efforts of The Sierra Fund to educate legislators
and the public about the importance of remediation work to the reliability and
sustainability of California’s water supply.

Next Steps
Staff will continue to consider appropriate roles and activities for the SNC to address

this important issue, in coordination with the work being done by The Sierra Fund.
Specific actions will be identified in the 2013-14 Action Plan, which will be presented to
the Board at the June 2013 meeting.

Recommendation

This is an informational item only; no formal action is needed by the Board at this
time, although Board members are encouraged to share their thoughts and
comments.
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March 7, 2013 2012-13 Proposition 84 Grant Awards

Background

The Sierra Nevada Conservancy (SNC) was allocated approximately $50 million for
grant awards from the Proposition 84, Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply,
Floor Control, River and Coastal Protection Bond Act of 2006. Since that time the SNC
has conducted four competitive grant rounds, awarding 267 projects worth
approximately $47 million. Some funds from previous awards have been returned to
the SNC due to projects being completed at less cost or being cancelled due to critical
problems, leaving around $7.3 million available for award.

At its June 2012 meeting, the SNC Board approved the 2012-13 Grant Guidelines for
the final competitive grant cycle to support the Preservation of Ranches and Agricultural
Lands (Ranches and Ag Lands) grant program. The Board further directed staff to
recommend projects totaling approximately $5 million in FY 2012-13 for this focus area.
Eligible projects for FY 2012-13 include site improvement or restoration projects and
conservation easement acquisitions (Category 1) and pre-project activities associated
with specific future on-the-ground projects (Category 2).

The Grant Guidelines and accompanying Grant Application Packet were released on
June 18, 2012, opening the grant round and requesting grant project proposals in the
form of pre-applications. Pre-applications were required by July 16, 2012. Projects that
were accepted as eligible were given a deadline of October 22, 2012 for submittal of full
applications.

Summary of FY 2012-13 Pre-Applications and Applications Received

The SNC received 94 pre-applications requesting a total of $16,989,332.64. Of those,
62 full applications were submitted representing $11,078,538.64 of need throughout the
Region. There were 43 Category 1 projects totaling $9,865,193.31. The remaining 19
Category 2 projects totaled $1,213,345.33.

Of the applications received, 2 Category 1 projects (3%) were disqualified due to
various California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) non-compliance problems totaling
$129,009.03. Three projects (5%) were deemed ineligible (not meeting the subject
matter requirement) during the full application completeness and eligibility review
consisting of one Category 1 project and two Category 2 projects. A total of 57
applications requesting $10,569,355.61 were moved forward to full evaluation in this
grant round.

Evaluation and Recommendation Process

Each application was evaluated by two teams of evaluators — one team of outside
technical experts and one team of SNC internal staff. Technical experts represented
expertise in subjects such as ranching and farming, conservation, wildlife biology and
water quality. In addition, each conservation easement application was reviewed by a
consultant with planning and land use experience, with comments provided to the other
evaluators regarding risk of conversion, etc. The internal team consisted of six SNC
Staff from throughout the organization. Each team focused on a different set of
evaluation criteria; the technical team scored up to 55 points for Proposition 84
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alignment, ranch and agricultural benefits and project quality, while the internal team
scored up to 45 points for how well the application addressed the SNC mission and
programmatic goals, Proposition 84 alignment, organizational capacity and community
support. Each application was reviewed by a total of six evaluators - four from the
technical team and two from the internal team.

The scores from each application evaluation group were averaged by the team then
added together for a total combined preliminary score. If single outlier score were
present, a reconciliation process allowed for a re-review by one or more evaluators.
Technical evaluator scores were considered final unless the evaluator personally
adjusted his/her own score. Internal team scores were considered preliminary until
reviewed by the management team and organizational capacity was taken into
consideration and applied.

In a few instances the outlier score was discarded, the remaining team scores were
averaged, and internal/technical team scores added to develop final recommendations
of the highest benefit projects. SNC Staff considered the question of geographic
distribution, but given the rankings, is not recommending any changes based on this
factor.

This process for final scoring deviated slightly for three projects. The proposed projects
for applications 734, 735, and 737 were basically identical, conducting Fish Friendly
Farming activities, except for the geographic locations. Due to the randomization of
evaluation assignments, the three projects were reviewed by twelve separate technical
evaluators, resulting in three significantly different scores. In recognition of their
similarities, and in order to score these projects consistently, all evaluator scores were
averaged and the resulting score of 77.95 was applied to all three projects.

Projects Recommended for Funding

The 29 projects being recommended today represent a range in score from 92.5 to
77.95 and total $5,155,865. Specific information about the projects recommended for
award including applicant organization, project title, project score, project type, amount
requested, county and Subregion is presented in Exhibits A through C. Exhibit D lists
all projects that were disqualified due to CEQA non-compliance and ineligibility. Exhibit
E lists all projects that are not being recommended for funding. A summary of all
projects recommended for award, by project type, is provided below (the county where
the project is located is shown in parentheses after each project).

Ranch and Farm Infrastructure Development (5 projects totaling $1,217,591)

* 670 — provide for the repair and construction of stock ponds, 1,200 feet of encased
irrigation canals and watering troughs as well as perimeter fence replacement
(Placer)

* 699 — includes over 2 miles of fencing, creation of off-stream watering facilities,
irrigation diversion structures as well as weed treatment on over 400 acres
(Plumas; Sierra)
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» 705 — improvements for cattle management/water sources at 4 sites by using
fencing and off-site watering facilities (Madera)

» 718 — installation of spring boxes, troughs, inflow/outflow pipes, as well as, fencing
to control traffic in sensitive areas (Lassen)

» 725 —the construction of 7.5 miles of fencing for grazing management, as well as,
the removal of 677 — 1,152 acres of western juniper (Lassen)

Conservation Easement Acquisitions (5 projects totaling $1,329,811)

* 674 — a conservation easement on the 47-acre Side Hill Citrus organic farm near
the city of Lincoln (Placer)

» 703 — a conservation easement on the 1,240-acre Sinnamon Meadows property
near Bridgeport (Mono)

e 724 — a conservation easement on the 142-acre Chadwick Ranch near Loyalton
(Sierra)

» 726 — a conservation easement on the 262-acre Key Brand Angus Ranch near
Greenville (Plumas)

e 731 — a conservation easement on 375-acre Flynn Ranch near Ducor (Tulare)

Invasive Species Removal (4 projects totaling $978,019)

* 666 — treatments of noxious weeds on 6,933-acres and 6.57 miles of stream
including the California Department of Fish and Game Hallelujah Junction Wildlife
Area (Sierra)

» 689 — treatment of noxious weeds within private ranch lands as well as public and
private reserves on a total of 5,218-acres and 5 miles of stream (Kern)

» 700 — management of 5,870-acres of agricultural lands with known weed
populations, resulting in a 70% decrease in net infested areas and eradication of
15 sites (Inyo)

» 707 — removal of A and B rated invasive weed populations through chemical and
manual control methods at seven project areas (El Dorado; Alpine)

Stream Restoration (3 projects totaling $689,002)

» 680 — stream bank stabilization project with crossing locations for a center pivot
system on a 3.5-acre area (Modoc)

* 694 — two bank stabilization projects and two fish passage and irrigation dam
stabilization projects impacting 13.6-acres of aquatic and riparian habitat, as well
as, 2,720 feet of stream channel (Plumas)

» 720 — restoration of 1.3 miles of a stream and 50-acres of wet meadows through
resurfacing and regrading of 10 check dams (Lassen)

Meadow Restoration (1 project totaling $294,817)

» 685 — restoration of approximately 100-acres along 1.5 miles of channel near Adin
(Lassen)
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Pre-Project Activities (11 projects totaling $646,625)

» 684 — the project will collect data to develop a site-specific grazing management
plan, pre- and post-restoration monitoring plan collecting and analyzing data, as
well as, obtaining CEQA/NEPA clearance and the appropriate permitting (Alpine)

* 690 — preparation of final restoration designs, obtaining permits, collecting data to
determine grazing compatibility with meadow management after restoration, as
well as, obtaining CEQA/NEPA compliance (Tuolumne)

* 693 — assessment of the site for planning document preparation for a meadow
restoration project, engineering survey and design work, as well as, NEPA
compliance (El Dorado)

» 722 — conduct due diligence work in preparation for a conservation easement
acquisition on the Pyle Ranch property (Lassen)

» 734 — site assessment and identification of proper best management practices for
landowners, improving data collection and revising pesticide use methodology,
preparing designs for re-vegetation or wildlife enhancement, and preparing farm
plans for certifications (El Dorado)

» 735 — site assessment and identification of proper best management practices
(BMP) for landowners; pollution prevention complete with a timeline and project
design; support to farmers/ranchers to teach BMPs for sustainable
framing/ranching practices (Amador)

» 737 — site assessment and identification of proper best management practices
(BMP) for landowners; pollution prevention analysis complete with a timeline and
project design; support to farmers/ranchers to teach BMPs for sustainable
framing/ranching practices (Placer)

* 740 - the development of a Conceptual Area Protection Plan and four
conservation easement appraisals (Tehama; Butte)

» 751 — preparation of a baseline study and development of restoration and
management plans for property located within a conservation easement and on
Williamson Act contracted land (Shasta)

» 752 — completing a full wetland delineation at the riparian restoration site,
conducting surveys in preparation for completing CEQA documentation and
permits for the upcoming riparian restoration project (Nevada)

» 753 — the due diligence work involved in preparing for the acquisition of the
conservation easement on the 238-acre Ratto Ranch (Tuolumne)

California Environmental Quality Act Compliance

SNC worked with the Department of General Services’ Environmental Services Section,
the Deputy Attorney General assigned to assist the SNC and RBF Consulting to review
project proposals for compliance with CEQA requirements. This round saw a significant
decrease in the number of projects with serious CEQA compliance issues from previous
grant rounds. There are no doubt various reasons for this outcome, including a
concerted effort by SNC Staff to work early on with applicants to ensure that there was
a clear understanding of the requirements of CEQA. Staff will continue to review the
success of this grant round in order to inform future efforts.



Sierra Nevada Conservancy Agenda Item IX
March 7, 2013 2012-13 Proposition 84 Grant Awards
Page 5

Unfortunately, two projects were found to have impediments to CEQA compliance
during the course of environmental review, and led to the 2 projects being disqualified
from further evaluation. These barriers included:

* CEQA requirements not being addressed in the application;

» Submittal of outdated or incomplete information;

* Projects not qualifying for an exemption from CEQA and not having a valid
lead agency to prepare the appropriate documentation.

Twenty-seven (27) projects being recommended require the SNC to complete a Notice
of Exemption (NOE) and file the NOE with the State Clearinghouse. NOEs have been
prepared for review and will be filed upon Board approval. Copies of all proposed
NOEs are included in this report within Exhibit F.

Notices of Determination (NODs) have been prepared for the Greenhorn Creek
Integrated Restoration Project (SNC 694) and the Butte Creek Meadow Restoration
Project (SNC 685). Copies of the proposed NODs are included in this report within
Exhibit F. Before approving the Greenhorn Creek Integrated Restoration Project (SNC
694), the SNC must find that the Plumas National Forest FONSI signed August 2011
satisfies the requirements of CEQA and adopt findings in support of that conclusion.
Before approving the Butte Creek Meadow Restoration Project (SNC 685), the SNC
must find that the Butte Creek Restoration Project Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration signed October 2012 satisfies the requirements of CEQA and adopt findings
in support of that conclusion. If the Board approves the projects after adopting the
CEQA findings, it will also authorize the Executive Officer to file NODs with the State
Clearinghouse. For these projects, the SNC is serving as a Responsible Agency in
accordance with CEQA Guidelines. The environmental documents are on file at the
offices of the Sierra Nevada Conservancy, 11521 Blocker Drive, Suite 205, Auburn, CA
95603.

Recommendations:

Staff recommends the Board (a) adopt necessary California Environmental
Quality Act findings and authorize the Executive Officer to file a Notice of
Determination for project SNC 694, the Greenhorn Creek Integrated Restoration
Project; (b) adopt necessary California Environmental Quality Act findings and
authorize the Executive Officer to file a Notice of Determination for project SNC
685, the Butte Creek Meadow Restoration Project; (c) adopt the proposed Notice
of Exemptions for approved projects; and (d) authorize the grants listed in
Agenda Item IX, Exhibit A. Staff additionally recommends the Board authorize
staff to enter into the necessary agreements for the recommended projects and
direct staff to file the appropriate California Environmental Quality Act
documentation with the State Clearinghouse.
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COMPREHENSIVE LIST OF ALL RECOMMENDED PROJECTS
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Amount
Score | Subregion County | SNCID # Organization Project Title Requested
92.50 ([North Lassen 720 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Nevada Fish and Wildlife Office Upper Pete's Creek Habitat Restoration Project $198,225.00
90.75 [North Central Sierra 724 Feather River Land Trust Chadwick Ranch Conservation Easement $97,750.00
88.75 [North Central Plumas 726 Feather River Land Trust Rogers Key Brand Ranch Conservation Easement $350,000.00
87.50 |East Mono 703 Eastern Sierra Land Trust Sinnamon Meadows Agricultural Conservation Easement $350,000.00
87.00 [Central Placer 674 Placer County Community Development Resource Agency Side Hill Citrus Conservation Easement $185,000.00
87.00 [North Central Plumas; 699 Sierra Valley Resource Conservation District Sierra Valley Agricultural Water Quality and Habitat Enhancement $316,320.00
Sierra Project
87.00 |North Lassen 725 Lassen County Fire Safe Council, Inc. Ash Valley Ranch Native Grassland Restoration $350,000.00
86.00 |East Alpine 684 American Rivers Integrated Restoration and Grazing in Hope Valley Meadow $75,000.00
86.00 |South Madera 705 Yosemite-Sequoia Resource Conservation and Development Council Long Ridge Allotment Rangeland Improvement Project $18,607.00
85.75 |North Central Plumas 694 Plumas Corporation Greenhorn Creek Integrated Restoration Project $341,000.00
84.50 |Central Placer 670 Placer County Hidden Falls Regional Park Agricultural and Public Use $325,000.00
Improvements
84.00 |North Shasta 751 Shasta Land Trust Hathaway Ranch Riparian Zone Restoration Planning $39,600.00
84.00 |Central Nevada 752 Bear Yuba Land Trust Garden Bar Preserve Riparian Restoration and Grazing Management $68,075.00
Planning Grant
83.67 |South Central |Tuolumne 690 American Rivers Integrated Meadow Restoration and Grazing in Shell Meadow $62,000.00
83.50 [North Lassen 685 Pit Resource Conservation District Butte Creek Meadow Restoration Project $294,817.00
83.25 [North Central Sierra 666 Sierra County Fire Safe and Watershed Council, Inc. The Upper Long Valley Creek Agricultural Lands Improvement $348,850.00
Project
82.00 |North Modoc 680 Pit Resource Conservation District Dutch Flat Creek Enhancement and Nelson Ranch Sustainability $149,777.00
Project
81.75 |[Central; East El Dorado; 707 El Dorado County Department of Agriculture Noxious Weed Eradication in El Dorado and Alpine Counties $266,500.00
Alpine
81.67 |North Lassen 718 Bureau of Land Management, Eagle Lake Field Office Rush Creek Improvement Project $207,164.00
81.17 |South Central |Tuolumne 753 Tuolumne County Land Trust, Inc. Ratto Ranch Conservation Easement - Appraisal and Planning $19,650.00
80.75 |East Inyo 700 Inyo and Mono Counties' Agricultural Commissioner's Office Lower Owens Invasive Plant Removal and Survey Project $88,249.00
80.75 |North Lassen 722 Lassen Land and Trails Trust Pyle Ranch Conservation Easement $35,000.00
80.50 |South Tulare 731 Sequoia Riverlands Trust Acquisition of a Conservation Easement in the White River $347,061.00
Watershed
80.25 [North Central |Tehama,; 740 Northern California Regional Land Trust Pine Creek Linkage Project $50,300.00
Butte
79.50 |South Kern 689 Desert Mountain Resource Conservation and Development Council Kern River Valley and Walker Basin Agricultural Lands Improvement $274,420.00
Project
78.00 |Central El Dorado 693 El Dorado National Forest Cody Meadow Restoration Project $72,000.00
77.95 |South Central |Amador 735 California Land Stewardship Institute Fish Friendly Farming and Fish Friendly Ranching: Amador County $75,000.00
77.95 |Central El Dorado 734 California Land Stewardship Institute Fish Friendly Farming - Phase Il $75,000.00
77.95 |Central Placer 737 California Land Stewardship Institute Fish Friendly Farming and Fish Friendly Ranching: Placer County $75,000.00
Total, All Projects $5,155,865.00
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Score Subregion | County | SNCID# | Organization Project Title | Amount Requested
Ranch and Farm Infrastructure Development
87.00 |[North Central Plumas; Sierra 699 Sierra Valley Resource Conservation District Sierra Valley Agricultural Water Quality and Habitat Enhancement $316,820.00
Project
87.00 |North Lassen 725 Lassen County Fire Safe Council Ash Valley Ranch Native Grassland Restoration $350,000.00
86.00 |[South Madera 705 Yosemite-Sequoia Resource Conservation and Long Ridge Allotment Rangeland Improvement Project $18,607.00
Development Council
84.50 |Central Placer 670 Placer County Hidden Falls Regional Park Agricultural and Public Use Improvements $325,000.00
81.67 |North Lassen 718 Bureau of Land Management, Eagle Lake Field Rush Creek Improvement Project $207,164.00
Office
Total, 5 Ranch and Farm Infrastructure Projects $1,217,591.00
Conservation Easement Acquisition
90.75 |North Central Sierra 724 Feather River Land Trust Chadwick Ranch Conservation Easement $97,750.00
88.75 |North Central Plumas 726 Feather River Land Trust Rogers Key Brand Ranch Conservation Easement $350,000.00
87.50 |East Mono 703 Eastern Sierra Land Trust Sinnamon Meadows Agricultural Conservation Easement $350,000.00
87.00 [Central Placer 674 Placer County Community Development Resource ([Side Hill Citrus Conservation Easement $185,000.00
Agency
80.50 |[South Tulare 731 Sequoia Riverlands Trust Acquisition of a Conservation Easement in the White River Watershed $347,061.00
Total, 5 Conservation Easement Acquisition Projects $1,329,811.00
Invasive Species Removal
83.25 |North Central Sierra 666 Sierra County Fire Safe and Watershed Council, The Upper Long Valley Creek Agricultural Lands Improvement Project $348,850.00
Inc.
81.75 |Central; East El Dorado; 707 El Dorado County Department of Agriculture Noxious Weed Eradication in El Dorado and Alpine Counties $266,500.00
Alpine
80.75 |East Inyo 700 Inyo and Mono Counties' Agricultural Lower Owens Invasive Plant Removal and Survey Project $88,249.00
Commissioner's Office
79.50 ([South Kern 689 Desert Mountain Resource Conservation and Kern River Valley and Walker Basin Agricultural Lands Improvement $274,420.00
Development Council Project
Total, 4 Invasive Species Removal Projects $978,019.00
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Score Subregion | County | SNCID# | Organization Project Title | Amount Requested
Stream Restoration
92.50 |North Lassen 720 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Nevada Fish and Upper Pete's Creek Habitat Restoration Project $198,225.00
Wildlife Office
85.75 |North Central Plumas 694 Plumas Corporation Greenhorn Creek Integrated Restoration Project $341,000.00
82.00 |North Modoc 680 Pit Resource Conservation District Dutch Flat Creek Enhancement and Nelson Ranch Sustainability Project $149,777.00
Total, 3 Stream Restoration Projects $689,002.00
Meadow Restoration
83.50 |North [Lassen | 685 |Pit Resource Conservation District |Butte Creek Meadow Restoration Project | $294,817.00
Total, 1 Meadow Restoration Project $294,817.00
Pre-Project Activities
86.00 |East Alpine 684 American Rivers Integrated Restoration and Grazing in Hope Valley Meadow $75,000.00
84.00 [Central Nevada 752 Bear Yuba Land Trust Garden Bar Preserve Riparian Restoration and Grazing Management $68,075.00
Planning Grant
84.00 |North Shasta 751 Shasta Land Trust Hathaway Ranch Riparian Zone Restoration Planning $39,600.00
83.67 |South Central Tuolumne 690 American Rivers Integrated Meadow Restoration and Grazing in Shell Meadow $62,000.00
81.17 |South Central Tuolumne 753 Tuolomne County Land Trust, Inc. Ratto Ranch Conservation Easement - Appraisal and Planning $19,650.00
80.75 |North Lassen 722 Lassen Land and Trails Trust Pyle Ranch Conservation Easement $35,000.00
80.25 |North Central Tehama; Butte 740 Northern California Regional Land Trust Pine Creek Linkage Project $50,300.00
78.00 [Central El Dorado 693 El Dorado National Forest Cody Meadow Restoration Project $72,000.00
77.95 ([Central El Dorado 734 El Dorado County Resource Conservation District |Fish Friendly Farming - Phase |l $75,000.00
77.95 [South Central Amador 735 California Land Stewardship Institute Fish Friendly Farming and Fish Friendly Ranching: Amador County $75,000.00
77.95 [Central Placer 737 California Land Stewardship Institute Fish Friendly Farming and Fish Friendly Ranching: Placer County $75,000.00
Total, 11 Pre-Project Activities Projects $646,625.00
Total, All Projects $5,155,865.00




Agenda Item IX Exhibit C

LIST OF ALL RECOMMENDED PROJECTS BY SUBREGION

March 7, 2013

County | Score | sSNCiD# | Organization Project Title | Amount Requested
North Subregion
Lassen 92.50 720 U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Nevada Fish and Wildlife Office Upper Pete's Creek Habitat Restoration Project $198,225.00
Lassen 87.00 725 Lassen County Fire Safe Council, Inc. Ash Valley Ranch Native Grassland Restoration $350,000.00
Shasta 84.00 751 Shasta Land Trust Hathaway Ranch Riparian Zone Restoration Planning $39,600.00
Lassen 83.50 685 Pit Resource Conservation District Butte Creek Meadow Restoration Project $294,817.00
Modoc 82.00 680 Pit Resource Conservation District Dutch Flat Creek Enhancement and Nelson Ranch Sustainability Project $149,777.00
Lassen 81.67 718 Bureau of Land Management, Eagle Lake field Office Rush Creek Improvement Project $207,164.00
Lassen 80.75 722 Lassen Land and Trails Trust Pyle Ranch Conservation Easement $35,000.00
7 Projects Totaling $1,274,583.00
North Central Subregion
Sierra 90.75 724 Feather River Land Trust Chadwick Ranch Conservation Easement $97,750.00
Plumas 88.75 726 Feather River Land Trust Rogers Key Brand Ranch Conservation Easement $350,000.00
Plumas; Sierra 87.00 699 Sierra Valley Resource Conservation District Sierra Valley Agricultural Water Quality and Habitat Enhancement Project $316,820.00
Plumas 85.75 694 Plumas Corporation Greenhorn Creek Integrated Restoration Project $341,000.00
Sierra 83.25 666 Sierra County Fire Safe and Watershed Council, Inc. The Upper Long Valley Creek Agricultural Lands Improvement Project $348,850.00
Tehama; Butte 80.25 740 Northern California Regional Land Trust Pine Creek Linkage Project $50,300.00
6 Projects Totaling $1,504,720.00
Central Subregion
Placer 87.00 674 Placer County Community Development Resource Agency Side Hill Citrus Conservation Easement $185,000.00
Placer 84.50 670 Placer County Hidden Falls Regional Park Agricultural and Public Use Improvements $325,000.00
Nevada 84.00 752 Bear Yuba Land Trust Garden Bar Preserve Riparian Restoration and Grazing Management Planning Grant $68,075.00
El Dorado 78.00 693 El Dorado National Forest Cody Meadow Restoration Project $72,000.00
El Dorado 77.95 734 El Dorado County Resource Conservation District Fish Friendly Farming - Phase || $75,000.00
Placer 77.95 737 California Land Stewardship Institute Fish Friendly Farming and Fish Friendly Ranching: Placer County $75,000.00
6 Projects Totaling $800,075.00
South Central Subregion
Tuolumne 83.67 690 American Rivers Integrated Meadow Restoration and Grazing in Shell Meadow $62,000.00
Tuolumne 81.17 753 Tuolumne County Land Trust, Inc. Ratto Ranch Conservation Easement - Appraisal and Planning $19,650.00
Amador 77.95 735 California Land Stewardship Institute Fish Friendly Farming and Fish Friendly Ranching: Amador County $75,000.00
3 Projects Totaling $156,650.00
South Subregion
Madera 86.00 705 Yosemite-Seguoia Resource Conservation and Development Council Long Ridge Allotment Rangeland Improvement Project $18,607.00
Tulare 80.50 731 Sequoia Riverlands Trust Acquisition of a Conservation Easement in the White River Watershed $347,061.00
Kern 79.50 689 Desert Mountain Resource Conservation and Development Council Kern River Valley and Walker Basin Agricultural Lands Improvement Project $274,420.00
3 Projects Totaling $640,088.00
East Subregion
Mono 87.50 703 Eastern Sierra Land Trust Sinnamon Meadows Agricultural Conservation Easement $350,000.00
Alpine 86.00 684 American Rivers Integrated Restoration and Grazing in Hope Valley Meadow $75,000.00
Inyo 80.75 700 Inyo and Mono Counties' Agricultural Commissioner's Office Lower Owens Invasive Plant Removal and Survey Project $88,249.00
3 Projects Totaling $513,249.00
Multiple Subregion Projects
El Dorado; Alpine | 81.75 [ 707 |El Dorado County Department of Agriculture Noxious Weed Eradication in El Dorado and Alpine Counties $266,500.00
1 Project Totaling $266,500.00

Total, 29 Projects

$5,155,865.00




Agenda Item IX Exhibit D
LIST OF ALL DISQUALIFIED PROJECTS
March 7, 2013

Amount Reason for
SNC ID # Organization Project Title Requested Disqualification | County | Subregion
698 Sierra Institute for Solutions from the Ground - $75,000.00( Ineligible Project Plumas North Central
Community and Working Landscapes &
Environment Functioning Watersheds
706 Yosemite-Sequoia Meadow Restoration and $80,257.03| CEQA/NEPA Non- Madera South
Resource Conservation [Forage Improvement Project Compliance
and Development
Council
717 California Association of |Cosumnes River Technical $64,300.00( Ineligible Project El Dorado; |Central; South
Resource Conservation [Assistance Mobile Lab Amador Central
Districts
750 Plumas County Plumas-Sierra Counties $240,874.00( Ineligible Project Plumas; North Central
Department of Noxious Weed Control and Sierra
Agriculture Eradication Project
760 Sequoia Riverlands Rangeland and Habitat $48,752.00 CEQA/NEPA Non- Tulare South
Trust Enhancements at Blue Oak Compliance
Ranch
5 Projects Totaling $509,183.03




Agenda Item IX Exhibit E
LIST OF ALL PROJECTS NOT RECOMMENDED FOR FUNDING
March 7, 2013

Score Subregion County SNC ID Organization Project Title Amount
77.75 [Central Placer 678 |Placer Land Trust Taylor Ranch Preserve Coon Creek Restoration Project $65,000.00
77.25 [North Lassen 723 |Pit Resource Conservation District Ash Valley Ranch Irrigation Infrastructure Efficiency Project $350,000.00
77.25 [North Lassen 736 |Honey Lake Valley Resource Conservation District Susan River Watershed Irrigation Infrastructure Improvement Project $350,000.00
76.75 [North; North Central Lassen; Sierra 687 |Honey Lake Valley Resource Conservation District Lahontan Basins Region Integrated Perennial Pepperweed Management Plan $75,000.00
76.75 [North Lassen 743 |Ducks Unlimited, Inc., Western Regional Office Leavitt Lake Ranch Irrigation Improvement Project $297,601.00
76.00 [Central El Dorado 747 |El Dorado County Resource Conservation District Future Farmers of America Agricultural Leadership Program $249,250.00
74.75 [North Lassen 682 |Honey Lake Valley Resource Conservation District Stroing and Beaty Ranches - Stream Restoration Project $75,000.00
74.50 [Central Nevada 759 |Placer Land Trust Marino-Correia Ranch: Marino Agricultural Easement Acquisition $350,000.00
74.25 [Central El Dorado 688 |American River Conservancy Wakamatsu Colony Farm Habitat Restoration and Enhancement $51,550.00
73.25 |[South Central Mariposa 696 |Sierra Foothill Conservancy Kelly Ranch Conservation Easement $184,000.00
73.00 [North Central Sierra 667 |Resources for Humanity Genasci Ranch Riparian Restoration $117,846.00
72.00 [South Central Mariposa 728 |The Trust for Public Land Kelsey Ranch Conservation Easement Acquisition $350,000.00
71.50 [Central Nevada 677 |Truckee River Watershed Council Dry Creek Watershed Restoration Planning $74,965.00
71.25 [Central El Dorado 686 |American River Conservancy Salmon Falls Ranch Restoration and Improvement Plan $66,000.00
71.25 [North Modoc 746 |Pit River Tribe Riparian Fence Project $199,042.41
71.25 [Central Nevada 758 |Bear Yuba Land Trust Sanford Ranch: Sanford-Thompson Agricultural Easement Acquisition $320,000.00
70.50 [North Lassen 721 |Lassen Land and Trails Trust Upper Stevens Meadow Restoration $34,950.00
69.00 [Central; East; North Plumas; Sierra; Nevada; 679 |California Invasive Plant Council Preventing Yellow Starthistle Spread in the Sierra Nevada $298,931.00

Central; South; South  [Placer; El Dorado;
Central Amador; Calaveras;
Tuolumne; Mariposa;
Alpine; Madera; Fresno;
Tulare
68.25 |[Central Nevada 730 |Bear Yuba Land Trust Sanford Ranch: Sanford-Dominquez Agricultural Easement Acquisition $260,000.00
66.50 [South Tulare 719 |Social and Environmental Entrepreneurs (SEE)/WildPlaces Ranchland/Oak Woodland Site Improvement and Restoration Project $265,475.00
66.00 [Central Placer 676 |Meadow Vista Trails Association Simpson Ranch Working Landscape Preservation Project $350,000.00
64.00 [South Central Mariposa 701 |Sierra Foothill Conservancy Bean Creek Preserve Meadow Restoration Project $12,050.00
63.75 |South Central Tuolumne 714 |Tuolumne County Resource Conservation District Bull Meadow Restoration Plan $89,600.00
63.50 [South Central Amador; Calaveras; 732 |Central Sierra Resource, Conservation and Development Agriculture and the Floating Island Treatment Project: A Natural Alternative $165,000.00
Tuolumne
60.50 [South Kern 716 |Sequoia Riverlands Trust Conservation of a Working Ranch in the South Sierra Foothills $349,644.00
58.75 |South Central Tuolumne 709 |Tuolumne Utilities District Power Creek Restoration at Cedar Ridge Apple Ranch $350,000.00
54.50 |North Central Tehama 671 |Tehama County Resource Conservation District Ponderosa Way Erosion/Sediment Delivery Prevention Plan $46,855.33
53.75 |South Kern 675 |Eastern Kern County Resource Conservation District Dove Spring Riparian Pasture Exclosure $15,731.23
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SIERRA NEVADA CONSERVANCY

Sierra Nevada Conservancy Grant Program
Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply, Flood Control,
River and Coastal Protection Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 84)

Applicant: U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Nevada Fish and Wildlife
Office

Project Title: Upper Pete’s Creek Habitat Restoration Project

Subregion: North

County: Lassen

SNC Funding: $198,225.00

Total Project Cost: $291,147.00

Application Number: 720
Final Score: 92.50
PROJECT SCOPE

The Upper Pete’s Creek Restoration Project will increase management efficiency of
cattle and water resources on the Pete’s Valley Ranch while improving watershed
health and providing benefits to wildlife in an upper reach of the Susan River Watershed
in Lassen County, California. The project includes restoration of 1.3 miles of Pete’s
Creek and approximately 50-acres of wetlands and wet meadows. Specifically, 10
check dams will be resurfaced and regarded, and Pete’s Creek will be restored to a
historic channel. Ranch access roads will be stabilized, fencing will be installed to
protect restored areas, and livestock watering improvements will be developed.

Connection of the stream to its floodplain will restore hydrologic function to its historic
condition. The desired result will be a self maintaining stream where energy from peak
flows is dissipated across a broad, well vegetated wetland surface.

Direct outcomes of the project include restored groundwater hydrology; improved forage
for livestock production; and public benefits through enhanced wet meadow and
wetlands habitat for greater sage grouse, migratory waterfowl and shorebirds,
pronghorn antelope, mule deer, and a variety of other wildlife species.
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PROJECT SCHEDULE

DETAILED PROJECT DELIVERABLES TIMELINE
Complete Project Design July 30, 2013

Fencing July 30, 2013

Water Developments July 30, 2013

Road Maintenance April 30 — July 30-2013
Earthwork July- October 30, 2013
Six Month Progress Report October 30, 2013
Revegetation July - December 2014
Post- Monitoring October 30 — June 30, 2015
Six Month Progress Report April 2014, October 2014
Final Report December 31, 2014
FINAL PAYMENT/FINAL PAYMENT REQUEST June 30, 2015

PROJECT COSTS

TOTAL SNC
PROJECT BUDGET CATEGORIES FUNDING
Direct* $181,250.00
Indirect** $0
Administrative*** $16,975.00
GRAND TOTAL $198,225.00

* Direct: Direct costs are expenses necessary to acquire, construct, or to adapt property to a new or
different use, or to improve property including land, buildings and equipment. The property/expense
must have a useful life longer than one year.

** Indirect: Expenses involve ongoing operations, repair or maintenance costs, regardless of whether
the repair or maintenance may last more than one year.

** Administrative: Expenses associated with the administration of a project and may not exceed 15
percent of the total SNC grant request for direct and indirect costs.

PROJECT LETTERS SUPPORT/OPPOSITION

e Support
0 Lassen County Board of Supervisors
o California Department of Fish and Game
o Intermountain West Joint Venture
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PROJECT PERFORMANCE MEASURES

There are four Performance Measures common to all grants. In addition, grantees are
required to include between one and three project-specific measures. Performance
Measures listed here represent those proposed by applicants and may be modified
through further discussion with SNC staff.

Number of People Reached.

Dollar Value of Resources Leveraged for the Sierra Nevada.
Number and Type of Jobs Created.

Number of New, Improved or Preserved Economic Activities.
Linear Feet of Stream Bank Protected or Restored.
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Notice of Exemption Appendix E

To: Office of Planning and Research From: (Public Agency) Sierra Nevada Conservancy
PO Box 3044, 1400 Tenth Street, Room 212 11521 Blocker Drive, Suite 205
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 Auburn, CA 95603

Project Title: Upper Pete’s Creek Habitat Restoration Project (SNC 720)

Project Location — Specific:
The project is located approximately nine miles north of the County Road A27/Belfast Road
intersection, approximately 13 miles northeast of Susanville, in Lassen County, California.

Project Location — City: Susanville
Project Location — County: Lassen

Description of Nature, Purpose and Beneficiaries of Project:

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), Nevada Fish and Wildlife Office, is requesting
$198,225 in funding from the Sierra Nevada Conservancy’s Proposition 84 Preservation of
Ranches and Agricultural Lands Grant Program for improving water quality and protecting water
resources while efficiently managing livestock (cattle) on the Pete’s Valley Ranch. The project
would result in the restoration of approximately 1.3 miles of Pete’s Creek and 50-acres of
wetlands/wet meadows. Project activities would include installing approximately two miles of
fence, resurfacing and re-grading 10 existing check dams, returning Pete’'s Creek to historic
channel, reconnecting the stream to its floodplain to allow peak flows to be dissipated, thereby
reducing overall maintenance requirements, and enhancing habitat value for a variety of wildlife
species (e.g. Greater sage grouse, migratory waterfowl and shorebirds, pronghorn antelope,
and mule deer). The project would require that documentation from the State Historic
Preservation Office (SHPO) be provided to the district engineer to demonstrate compliance with
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). The landowner and USFWS
have an existing landowner agreement through 2022 that includes a written commitment to
provide access for completing project work and necessary follow-up through the term of the
agreement. The purpose of the project is to return the stream to a natural state in order to
minimize long-term maintenance and increase ecological integrity within the watershed. The
project would restore groundwater hydrology, improve water quality, and enhance wet meadow
and wetlands habitat for wildlife species.

Name of Public Agency Approving Project: Sierra Nevada Conservancy
Name of Person or Agency Carrying Out Project:_U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Nevada
Fish and Wildlife Service

Exempt Status: (check one)
[] Ministerial (Sec. 21080(b)(1); 15285);
[] Declared Emergency (Sec 21080(b)(3); 15269(2));
[_] Emergency Project (Sec. 21080(b)(4); 15269(b)(c);
[X] Categorical Exemption. State type and section number: Section 15301, “Existing
Facilities;” Section 15303, “New Construction or Conversion of Small Structures;” and
Section 15304, “Minor Alterations to Land”
[] Statutory Exemptions. State code number:

Reasons why project is exempt:

The proposed Upper Pete’s Creek Habitat Restoration Project is categorically exempt from the
provisions of California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15301, Class 1, which permits the operation, repair, maintenance, permitting, leasing,
licensing, or minor alteration of existing public or private structures, facilities, mechanical
equipment, or topographical features, involving negligible or no expansion of use beyond that
existing at the time of the lead agency’s determination; Section 15303, Class 3, which permits



construction and location of limited numbers of new, small facilities or structures; installation of
small new equipment and facilities in small structures; and the conversion of existing small
structures from one use to another where only minor modifications are made in the exterior of
the structure; and Section 15304, Class 4, which permits minor public or private alterations in
the condition of the land, water, and/or vegetation which do not involve removal of healthy,
mature, scenic trees except for forestry or agricultural purposes. The project consists of minor
land alterations (infrastructure improvements and installation of fencing) to allow for restoration
of Pete’s Creek and improved grazing management activities that will protect wetland/wet
meadow habitat and water resources for the long-term. No significant adverse impacts to
natural resources will occur as a result of the project.

Lead Agency Contact Person: Matthew Daley
Area Code/Telephone/Extension: (530) 823-4698

Signature: Date: Title:__Executive Officer
Jim Branham

Date Received for Filing at OPR:

Revised 2005

Sierra Nevada Conservancy Notice of Exemption
2 Proposition 84 Grant Application No. 720






STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SIERRA NEVADA CONSERVANCY

Sierra Nevada Conservancy Grant Program
Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply, Flood Control,
River and Coastal Protection Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 84)

Applicant: Feather River Land Trust

Project Title: Chadwick Ranch Conservation Easement
Subregion: North Central

County: Plumas

SNC Funding: $ 97,750.00

Total Project Cost: $222,750.00

Application Number: 724
Final Score: 90.75

PROJECT SCOPE
The Feather River Land Trust (FRLT) will purchase a conservation easement over the
142-acre Chadwick Ranch, located immediately adjacent to Loyalton Elementary and
High Schools in Sierra County. The landowner currently leases the property for cattle
grazing and haying and will continue to do so under the easement.

The conservation easement will protect a working ranch, wildlife habitat, and scenic
open space, as well as guarantee permanent educational access to this land. The
property contains 142-acres of irrigated pasture, wetlands, and exceptional cottonwood-
willow riparian habitat. It includes three branches of Smithneck Creek, a major tributary
to the Middle Fork Feather River.

The Chadwick Ranch is centered in Sierra Valley, which is designated by the National
Audubon Society as a Nationally-Important Bird Area and an important stopover in the
Pacific Flyway. After acquisition of the conservation easement, FRLT’s school-based K-
12 Learning Landscapes education program plans on highlighting agriculture and local
food production, as well as, stream restoration and ecology on the Chadwick Ranch.
Using funds donated by FRLT partners, teachers and students will be trained and
supported to plan and implement hands-on stewardship and restoration projects on the
property including invasive weeds management, restoration of native plants, wildlife
viewing and habitat enhancement. The Northern Sierra Partnership has committed
$65,000 in capital toward the purchase of the easement, as well as, $30,000 toward
staff, legal, baseline, and other pre-acquisition costs needed to complete the easement.
The owner, Anne Chadwick, will also donate $30,000 towards long-term management
of the easement and protection of the land.
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PROJECT SCHEDULE

DETAILED PROJECT DELIVERABLES TIMELINE
Six Month Progress Report October 15, 2013
Close Escrow- Transfer of CE October 31, 2013
Final Report May 30, 2014
FINAL PAYMENT/FINAL PAYMENT REQUEST June 30, 2014

PROJECT COSTS

TOTAL SNC
PROJECT BUDGET CATEGORIES FUNDING
Direct* $85,000.00
Indirect** $0
Administrative*** $12,750.00
GRAND TOTAL $97,750.00

* Direct: Direct costs are expenses necessary to acquire, construct, or to adapt property to a new or
different use, or to improve property including land, buildings and equipment. The property/expense
must have a useful life longer than one year.

** Indirect: Expenses involve ongoing operations, repair or maintenance costs, regardless of whether
the repair or maintenance may last more than one year.

** Administrative: Expenses associated with the administration of a project and may not exceed 15
percent of the total SNC grant request for direct and indirect costs.

PROJECT LETTERS SUPPORT/OPPOSITION
e Support
o Northern Sierra Partnership
o Sierra County Board of Supervisors

PROJECT PERFORMANCE MEASURES

There are four Performance Measures common to all grants. In addition, grantees are
required to include between one and three project-specific measures. Performance
Measures listed here represent those proposed by applicants and may be modified
through further discussion with SNC staff.

Number of People Reached.

Dollar Value of Resources Leveraged for the Sierra Nevada.
Number and Types of Jobs Created.

Number of Acres Conserved.

Linear Feet of Stream Bank Protected or Restored.

Number of significant sites protected or preserved.
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Notice of Exemption Appendix E

To: Office of Planning and Research From: (Public Agency) Sierra Nevada Conservancy
PO Box 3044, 1400 Tenth Street, Room 212 11521 Blocker Drive, Suite 205
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044 Auburn, CA 95603

Project Title: Chadwick Ranch Conservation Easement Project (SNC 724)

Project Location — Specific:

The project is bounded by Highway 49 (Main Street) on the south, County Road A24/Beckwith
Road on the east, and Poole Lane on the north, in Loyalton, Sierra County, California.

Project Location — City: Loyalton

Project Location — County: Sierra

Description of Nature, Purpose and Beneficiaries of Project:

The Feather River Land Trust is requesting $97,750 in funding from the Sierra Nevada
Conservancy’s Proposition 84 Preservation of Ranches and Agricultural Lands Grant Program
for a conservation easement over the 142-acre Chadwick Ranch, which is currently under
Williamson Act contract. This project consists of purchasing a conservation easement over the
Chadwick Ranch, which will ensure continued agricultural use of the ranch and provide
opportunities for education in agriculture for the students at the adjacent Loyalton Elementary
and Loyalton High Schools. The purpose of the conservation easement is to protect productive
agricultural land (Chadwick Ranch), wildlife habitat, and open space in perpetuity.

Name of Public Agency Approving Project: Sierra Nevada Conservancy
Name of Person or Agency Carrying Out Project:_Feather River Land Trust

Exempt Status: (check one)
[ ] Ministerial (Sec. 21080(b)(1); 15285);
[] Declared Emergency (Sec 21080(b)(3); 15269(2));
[] Emergency Project (Sec. 21080(b)(4); 15269(b)(c);
[X] Categorical Exemption. State type and section number: Sections 15317, “Open Space
Contracts or Easements,” and 15325, “Transfers of Ownership of Interest in Land to
Preserve Existing Natural Conditions and Historical Resources”
[] Statutory Exemptions. State code number:

Reasons why project is exempt:

The proposed Chadwick Ranch Conservation Easement Project is categorically exempt from
the provisions of CEQA pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15317, Class 17, which permits
the establishment of agricultural preserves, the making and renewing of open space contracts
under Williamson Act, or the acceptance of easements or fee interests in order to maintain the
open space character of the area; and Section 15325, Class 25, which permits the transfers of
ownership of interests in land in order to preserve open space, habitat and natural conditions, or
historical resources. The project consists of establishing a conservation easement to protect
the working ranch and habitat in perpetuity and guarantee permanent educational access to the
working ranch. No significant adverse impacts to natural resources will occur as a result of the
project.

Lead Agency Contact Person: Matthew Daley
Area Code/Telephone/Extension: (530) 823-4698

Signature: Date: Title:__Executive Officer
Jim Branham

Date Received for Filing at OPR:
Revised 2005






STATE OF CALIFORNIA
SIERRA NEVADA CONSERVANCY

Sierra Nevada Conservancy Grant Program
Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply, Flood Control,
River and Coastal Protection Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 84)

Applicant: Feather River Land Trust

Project Title: Rogers Key Brand Ranch Conservation Easement
Subregion: North Central

County: Plumas

SNC Funding: $350,000.00

Total Project Cost: $475,000.00

Application Number: 726
Final Score: 88.75
PROJECT SCOPE

The Feathe