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Reclamation shall initiate a 5-year mitigation-monitoring program after the first growing season 
following project implementation.  After a period of 2 years, the need for additional wetland 
enhancement will be evaluated.  At that time, Reclamation, in consultation with the USACE, 
Regional Water Board, and CDFG, will determine whether there is a need to further enhance or 
create additional areas of jurisdictional wetlands within the project boundary defined in the EIR so 
that there will be no net loss of wetlands at the end of the 5-year monitoring period.  Determining 
the need to further enhance or create additional wetland areas after 2 years of monitoring will 
provide a 3-year period for Reclamation to take additional pro-active measures towards meeting the 
goal of no net loss of jurisdictional wetland habitat within the boundaries of the sites.   

Reclamation shall conduct a post-project wetland delineation 5 years after project construction for 
comparison to the pre-construction wetland delineation.  In the event that a post-project wetland 
delineation identifies a net loss of jurisdictional wetlands within the sites, the TRRP, in 
consultation with the USACE, the Regional Water Board, and CDFG, will implement additional 
mitigation measures to further enhance or create additional jurisdictional wetlands within the 
boundaries of the Lewiston–Dark Gulch Rehabilitation Sites.  In the event the conditions within the 
boundary of these sites preclude the ability to adequately mitigate onsite, Reclamation may 
consider alternate locations for jurisdictional wetland mitigation within the local Trinity River 
corridor, subject to approval by the USACE, the Regional Water Board, and CDFG. 

Significance after Mitigation 

Less than significant 

Impact 3.7-2:  Implementation of the project would result in the loss of upland plant 
communities.  No Impact for the No-Action Alternative; Less-than-Significant 
Impact for the Proposed Action and Alternative 1   

No-Action Alternative  

Under the No-Action Alternative, no construction-related impacts to upland plant communities would 
occur because the project would not be constructed.   

Proposed Action   

Table 3.7-7 indicates the total acreage of  temporary impacts to upland plant communities as a result of 
the Proposed Action.  The temporary modification of  35.00 acres would result in impacts to the various 
upland plant communities that occur within the boundaries of the project sites.  While the project 
activities will modify the contour and slope of the upland areas, these areas will be subject to natural 
recruitment of native plants, supplemented by planting programs consistent with the TRRP vegetation 
management objectives.  Over time, these upland areas would be revegetated to the degree that site 
conditions allow.  The temporary impact to 35.00 acres of upland habitat is not considered significant due 
to the relative abundance of these upland plant community types within the sites and local area.  A 
combination of replanting and natural revegetation will occur to ensure that riparian habitat values on the 
Trinity River meet wildlife needs.  Current needs for revegetation will be determined via monitoring, 
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coordination with local resource agencies, and adaptively managing to meet changing needs and desired 
future conditions.  Temporary access routes and staging areas will be restored to their original condition 
upon completion of work.  Additionally, any affected upland areas will be seeded with native plant 
species. 

Alternative 1 

Alternative 1 would result in impacts to upland habitats similar to those of the Proposed Action but a 
larger number of acres of upland habitat would be affected.  Table 3.7-7 indicates the total acreage of  
temporary impacts to upland plant communities as a result of Alternative 1.  The temporary impact of 
modifying  55.73 acres of upland habitat is not considered significant due to the relative abundance of 
these upland plant community types within the sites and local area.  Furthermore, a proportion of the 
impacted montane riparian habitat communities would be replaced with an early and diverse stage of 
riparian community that is relatively rare along the river.  A combination of replanting and natural 
revegetation will occur to ensure that riparian habitat values on the Trinity River meet wildlife needs.  
Current needs for revegetation will be determined via monitoring, coordination with local resource 
agencies, and adaptively managing to meet changing needs and desired future conditions.  Temporary 
access routes and staging areas will be restored to their original condition upon completion of work.  
Additionally, any affected upland areas will be seeded with native plant species. 

Table 3.7-7.  Expected Maximum Areas of 
Disturbance to Upland Plant Communities 

Approximate Areas of 
Disturbance (acres) 

 
 

Upland Plant 
Community Type 

Proposed 
Action Alternative 1 

Lewiston Site 
Annual grassland 0.897 1.825 
Barren 0.885 1.229 
Foothill pine 0.879 1.302 
Klamath mixed conifer 0.021 0.275 
Mixed chaparral 0.367 0.367 
Montane hardwood 0.117 0.117 
Montane hardwood-conifer 0.599 0.599 
Montane riparian 6.904 10.588 
Perennial grassland 2.207 2.283 
Ponderosa pine 0.020 0.000 

Lewiston Total 12.896 18.585 
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Table 3.7-7.  Expected Maximum Areas of 
Disturbance to Upland Plant Communities 

Approximate Areas of 
Disturbance (acres) 

 
 

Upland Plant 
Community Type Proposed 

Action Alternative 1 
Dark Gulch Site 

Annual grassland 4.889 7.376 
Barren 5.995 12.464 
Foothill pine 1.710 1.608 
Klamath mixed conifer 1.141 4.105 
Mixed chaparral 0.030 0.048 
Montane hardwood 0.150 0.150 
Montane hardwood-conifer 1.572 1.988 
Montane riparian 6.319 8.834 
Perennial grassland 0.298 0.573 
Ponderosa pine 0.000 0.000 

Dark Gulch Total 22.104 37.146 

Project Total  35.0 55.73 

 
Mitigation Measures 
No-Action Alternative, Proposed Action, Alternative 1, and Alternative 2   

Since no significant impact was identified, no mitigation is required.   

Significance after Mitigation 

N/A 

Impact 3.7-3:  Construction of the project could result in the loss of individuals of a special-
status plant species.  No Impact for the No-Action Alternative; Significant Impact 
for the Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

No-Action Alternative 

Under the No-Action Alternative, no construction-related impacts to a special-status plant species would 
occur because the project would not be constructed.   

Proposed Action and Alternative 1   

Floristic (vegetation) inventories and special-status plant surveys were conducted over the entirety of the 
Lewiston site and most of the Dark Gulch site.  A habitat analysis of those portions of the Dark Gulch site 
not included in the comprehensive floristic surveys was performed after blooming season.  This indicated 
that the non-surveyed areas do not provide suitable habitat for federally listed plant species and that these 
species are not likely to occur.  However, there is a possibility that six special-status plant species— 
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California globe mallow, Dudley’s rush, English Peak greenbriar, fox sedge, northern clarkia, and veiny 
arnica—may occur in these areas. 

Mitigation Measures  
No-Action Alternative 

Since no significant impact was identified, no mitigation is required.   

 Proposed Action, Alternative 1, and Alternative 2   

The following measures shall be implemented at the Dark Gulch site to avoid or minimize project-related 
impacts to California globe mallow, Dudley’s rush, English Peak greenbriar, fox sedge, northern clarkia, 
and veiny arnica: 

3a A qualified botanist will visit the unsurveyed portion of the Dark Gulch site to determine habitat 
suitability at those locations for California globe mallow, Dudley’s rush, English Peak greenbriar, 
fox sedge, northern clarkia, and veiny arnica.  If suitable habitat is determined to be available, 
surveys shall be conducted during the blooming periods for these species (i.e., May–July) to 
determine (1) if the species occur and (2) the quality, location, and extent of any populations.  If 
either of these species is found within 250 feet of any proposed disturbance, the following 
measures shall be implemented. 

3b Prior to the start of disturbance, exclusionary fencing shall be erected around the known 
occurrences.  If necessary, a qualified botanist should be present to assist with locating these 
special-status plant populations.  The exclusionary fencing shall be periodically inspected 
throughout each period of construction and be repaired as necessary. 

3c If a population cannot be fully avoided, the applicant shall retain a qualified botanist to contact 
CDFG to determine the appropriate salvage and relocation measures. 

Significance after Mitigation 

Less than Significant 

Impact 3.7-4:   Construction activities associated with the project could result in impacts to the 
state-listed little willow flycatcher.  No Impact for the No-Action Alternative; 
Significant Impact for the Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

No-Action Alternative   

Under the No-Action Alternative, no construction-related impacts to the little willow flycatcher would 
occur because the project would not be constructed.   

Proposed Action  

Suitable montane riparian habitat for the little willow flycatcher is present at the sites, and singing males 
were detected during the 2007 survey.  Consequently, the potential for nesting exists at these sites 
(Redwood Science Laboratory, unpublished data) .  The Proposed Action would result in a small, 
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temporary reduction of foraging habitat for this species.  However, implementation of Mitigation Measure 
3.7-1 will ensure that there is no net loss of riparian habitat and a long-term increase in riparian habitat 
diversity.  Due to the small and temporary nature of the impacts and the regional abundance of similar 
habitats, the project is not expected to have a significant impact on habitat for the little willow flycatcher.  
However, the removal of riparian vegetation and the noise associated with construction activities could 
disturb individuals nesting on or adjacent to the sites.  Construction disturbance during the breeding 
season could result in the incidental loss of fertile eggs or nestlings, or otherwise lead to nest 
abandonment.  Loss of fertile eggs or nesting little willow flycatchers or any activities resulting in nest 
abandonment would be considered a significant impact.   

Alternative 1   

Construction-related impacts to little willow flycatchers under Alternative 1 would be similar to those 
under the Proposed Action but a larger number of acres of montane riparian habitat would be affected.   

Mitigation Measures 
No-Action Alternative   

Since no significant impact was identified, no mitigation is required.   

Significance after Mitigation 

N/A 

Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

The following mitigation measures shall be implemented to avoid or minimize potential impacts to the 
little willow flycatcher: 

4a Grading and other construction activities shall be scheduled to avoid the nesting season to the 
extent possible.  The nesting season for this species in Trinity County extends from June 15 
through July 31.  If construction occurs outside of the breeding season, no further mitigation is 
necessary.  If the breeding season cannot be completely avoided, Mitigation measures 4b and 4c 
shall be implemented. 

4b A qualified biologist shall conduct a minimum of one pre-construction survey for the little willow 
flycatcher within the project sites and a 250-foot buffer around the sites.  The survey shall be 
conducted no more than 15 days prior to the initiation of construction in any given area.  The pre-
construction survey shall be used to ensure that no nests of this species within or immediately 
adjacent to the project sites would be disturbed during project implementation.  If an active nest is 
found, CDFG shall be contacted prior to the start of construction to determine the appropriate 
mitigation measures. 

4c If vegetation is to be removed by the project and all necessary approvals have been obtained, 
potential nesting substrate (e.g., shrubs and trees) that will be removed by the project shall be 
removed before the onset of the nesting season, if feasible.  This will help preclude nesting and 
substantially decrease the likelihood of direct impacts. 
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Significance after Mitigation 

Less than Significant 

Impact 3.7-5:  Construction activities associated with the project could result in impacts to the 
foothill yellow-legged frog.  No Impact for the No-Action Alternative; Significant 
Impact for the Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

No-Action Alternative   

Under the No-Action Alternative, no construction-related impacts to the foothill yellow-legged frog 
would occur.   

Proposed Action  

The project sites provide suitable habitat for the foothill yellow-legged frog, and the species is known to 
occur in the Trinity River (CNDDB 2003).  Construction activities associated with the Proposed Action 
may affect foothill yellow-legged frogs directly and indirectly.  Potential direct effects include mortality 
of individuals due to equipment and vehicle traffic, disturbance of boulders or cobbles that support egg 
masses, and the loss of riparian vegetation cover.  The species may also be indirectly affected if 
construction activities result in degradation of aquatic habitat and water quality due to erosion and 
sedimentation, accidental fuel leaks, and spills.  These impacts would be significant.  However, over the 
long term, the project will benefit the species through the creation of additional and higher quality habitat, 
such as feathered edges and backwaters that will provide habitat for tadpoles. 

Alternative 1  

Construction-related impacts to breeding foothill yellow-legged frogs under Alternative 1 would be 
similar to those under the Proposed Action.   

Mitigation Measures 
No-Action Alternative   

Since no significant impact was identified, no mitigation is required.   

Significance after Mitigation 

N/A 

Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

In order to avoid and/or minimize impacts to the foothill yellow-legged frog, the following measures shall 
be implemented: 

5a If any construction in the Trinity River channel will occur prior to August 1 of any construction 
season, a pre-construction survey for yellow-legged frog larvae and/or eggs shall be conducted by a 
qualified biologist.  This survey would need to be conducted within the construction boundary no 
more than 2 weeks prior to the start of in-stream construction activities.  If larvae or eggs are 
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detected, the biologist shall relocate them to a suitable location outside of the construction 
boundary.   

5b In the event that a yellow-legged frog is observed within the construction boundary, the contractor 
shall temporarily halt in-stream construction activities until the frog has been moved to a safe 
location with suitable habitat outside of the construction limits.   

5c Mitigation measures presented in Section 3.5 (Water Quality) for addressing erosion and 
sedimentation and accidental spills shall be fully implemented to mitigate for potential indirect 
impacts to dispersal habitat for the yellow-legged frog due to sedimentation and accidental spills.   

5d The mitigation measure associated with the disturbance to riparian habitat (Mitigation Measure 
3.7-1) will be fully implemented.  

Significance after Mitigation 

Less than significant. 

Impact 3.7-6:  Construction activities associated with the project could result in impacts to the 
northwestern pond turtle.  No Impact for the No-Action Alternative; Significant 
Impact for the Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

No-Action Alternative   

Under the No-Action Alternative, no construction-related impacts to the northwestern pond turtle would 
occur because the project would not be constructed.   

Proposed Action  

The project area provides suitable habitat for the northwestern pond turtle.  Thus, construction activities 
associated with the Proposed Action could affect pond turtles directly and indirectly.  Potential direct 
effects include mortality of individuals due to equipment and vehicle traffic, disturbance to nests in 
upland areas, and the loss of riparian cover.  The species may also be indirectly affected if construction 
activities result in degradation of aquatic habitat and water quality due to erosion and sedimentation, 
accidental fuel leaks, and spills.  These impacts would be significant.  However, over the long term, the 
project will benefit the species through the creation of additional and higher quality habitat.  For example, 
removal of riparian berms will improve access to potential upland nesting and overwintering sites, and the 
creation of side channels will provide slow-water basking and foraging habitat. 

Alternative 1  

Construction-related impacts to northwestern pond turtles under Alternative 1 would be similar to those 
under the Proposed Action.   

Mitigation Measures 
No-Action Alternative   

Since no significant impact was identified, no mitigation is required.   
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Significance after Mitigation 

N/A 

Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

In order to avoid and/or minimize impacts to the northwestern pond turtle, the following measures shall 
be implemented: 

6a A minimum of one survey for pond turtle nests shall be conducted during the nesting season 
(generally late June-July) prior to construction.  A qualified biologist shall be retained by 
Reclamation to conduct the survey.  If a pond turtle nest is found, the biologist shall flag the site 
and determine whether construction activities can avoid affecting the nest.  If the nest cannot be 
avoided, the nest shall be excavated by the biologist and reburied at a suitable location outside of 
the construction limits.   

6b In the event that a pond turtle is observed within the construction limits, the contractor shall 
temporarily halt construction activities until the turtle has been moved to a safe location within 
suitable habitat outside of the construction limits.   

6c Mitigation measures presented in Section 3.5 (Water Quality) for addressing erosion and 
sedimentation and accidental spills shall be fully implemented to mitigate for the potential indirect 
impacts to potential dispersal habitat due to sedimentation and accidental spills.   

6d The mitigation measure associated with the disturbance to riparian habitat (Mitigation Measure 
3.7-1) shall be fully implemented.   

Significance after Mitigation 

Less than Significant 

Impact 3.7-7:  Construction activities associated with the project could result in impacts to 
nesting California yellow warblers, yellow-breasted chats, Vaux’s swifts, and 
ruffed grouse.  No Impact for the No-Action Alternative; Significant Impact for the 
Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

No-Action Alternative   

Under the No-Action Alternative, no construction-related impacts to nesting yellow warblers, yellow-
breasted chats, Vaux’s swifts, and ruffed grouse would occur.   

Proposed Action  

The riparian habitat associated with the Trinity River corridor in the project area provides suitable nesting 
and foraging habitat for the California yellow warbler and yellow-breasted chat.  The conifer habitat in 
the project area provides habitat for the Vaux’s swift and ruffed grouse.  All four species are designated 
as Species of Special Concern by CDFG.   
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The Proposed Action would result in a small, temporary reduction of foraging and/or roosting habitat for 
these species.  However, implementation of Mitigation Measure 3.7-1 will ensure that there is no net loss 
of riparian habitat.  Furthermore, the Proposed Action would result in a long-term increase in riparian 
habitat diversity, increasing the quality of the habitat for the California yellow warbler and the yellow-
breasted chat.  Thus, due to the small and temporary nature of the impacts and the regional abundance of 
similar habitats, the project is not expected to have a significant impact on habitat for the California 
yellow warbler, yellow-breasted chat, Vaux’s swift, and ruffed grouse.  However, the removal of riparian 
vegetation and the noise associated with construction activities could disturb individuals nesting on or 
adjacent to the sites.  Construction disturbance during the breeding season could result in the incidental 
loss of fertile eggs or nestlings, or otherwise lead to nest abandonment.  Loss of fertile eggs or nesting 
individuals or any activities resulting in nest abandonment would be a significant impact.   

Alternative 1   

Construction-related impacts to nesting California yellow warblers, yellow-breasted chats, Vaux’s swifts, 
and ruffed grouse under Alternative 1 would be similar to, but greater than, those under the Proposed 
Action because the area of disturbance would be larger.   

Mitigation Measures 
No-Action Alternative   

Since no significant impact was identified, no mitigation is required.   

Significance after Mitigation 

N/A 

Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

In order to avoid and/or minimize impacts to nesting California yellow warblers, yellow-breasted chats, 
Vaux’s swifts, and ruffed grouse, the following measures shall be implemented: 

7a Grading and other construction activities shall be scheduled to avoid the nesting season for these 
species to the extent possible.  The nesting season for these species in Trinity County extends from 
March 15 through August.  If construction occurs outside the breeding season, no further 
mitigation is necessary.  If construction during the breeding season cannot be completely avoided, 
measures 7b and 7c shall be implemented. 

7b A qualified biologist shall conduct a minimum of one preconstruction survey for these species 
within the project site and a 250-foot buffer around the site.  The survey shall be conducted no 
more than 15 days prior to the initiation of construction in any given area.  The preconstruction 
survey shall be used to ensure that no nests of these species within or immediately adjacent to the 
project sites would be disturbed during project implementation.  If an active nest is found, a 
qualified biologist shall determine the extent of a construction-free buffer zone to be established 
around the nest. 
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7c If vegetation is to be removed by the project and all necessary approvals have been obtained, 
potential nesting habitat (e.g., shrubs and trees) that will be removed by the project shall be 
removed before the onset of the nesting season, if feasible.  This will help preclude nesting and 
substantially decrease the likelihood of direct impacts. 

Significance after Mitigation 

Less than significant 

Impact 3.7-8: Construction activities associated with the project could disrupt nesting by 
special-status raptors.  No Impact for the No-Action Alternative; Significant 
Impact for the Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

No-Action Alternative   

Under the No-Action Alternative, no construction-related impacts to active raptor nests would occur 
because the project would not be constructed.   

Proposed Action   

Suitable nesting habitat for the northern goshawk, osprey, Cooper’s hawk, and sharp-shinned hawk, 
which are designated as California Species of Special Concern, occurs at the sites.  Construction 
disturbance during the breeding season could result in the incidental loss of fertile eggs or nestlings, or 
otherwise lead to nest abandonment.  Loss of fertile eggs or nesting raptors, or any activities resulting in 
raptor nest abandonment, would be a significant impact.   

Alternative 1   

Construction-related impacts to nesting special-status raptors under Alternative 1 would be similar to, but 
greater than, those under the Proposed Action due to the larger area of disturbance.   

Mitigation Measures 
No-Action Alternative   

Since no significant impact was identified, no mitigation is required.   

Significance after Mitigation 

N/A 

Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

In order to avoid and/or minimize impacts to nesting special-status raptors, the following measures shall 
be implemented: 

8a Construction shall be scheduled to avoid the nesting season for raptors to the extent feasible.  The 
nesting season for most raptors in Trinity County extends from February 15 through July 31.  Thus, 
if construction can be scheduled to occur between August 1 and February 14, the nesting season 
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will be avoided and no impacts to nesting raptors would be expected.  If it is not possible to 
schedule construction during this time, the following mitigation measures shall be implemented. 

8b Pre-construction surveys for nesting raptors shall be conducted by a qualified biologist to ensure 
that no nests will be disturbed during project implementation.  These surveys shall be conducted no 
more than 14 days prior to the initiation of construction activities.  During this survey, the biologist 
shall inspect all trees immediately adjacent to the impact areas for raptor nests.  If an active raptor 
nest is found close enough (i.e., within 500 feet) to the construction area to be disturbed by these 
activities, the biologist, in consultation with the CDFG, shall determine the extent of a 
construction-free buffer zone to be established around the nest. 

8c If vegetation is to be removed by the project and all necessary approvals have been obtained, 
potential nesting habitat (i.e., trees) that will be removed by the project shall be removed before the 
onset of the nesting season, if feasible.  This will help preclude nesting and substantially decrease 
the likelihood of direct impacts. 

Significance after Mitigation 

Less than significant 

Impact 3.7-9:  Construction activities associated with the project could result in impacts to 
special-status bats and the ring-tailed cat.  No Impact for the No-Action 
Alternative; Significant Impact for the Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

No-Action Alternative   

Under the No-Action Alternative, no construction-related impacts to breeding special-status bats or the 
ring-tailed cat would occur because the project would not be constructed.   

Proposed Action   

The Trinity River riparian corridor, including the project area, provides suitable roosting and/or foraging 
habitat for four bat species:  the long-eared myotis, pallid bat, Yuma myotis, and Townsend’s western 
big-eared bat.  Species-specific surveys for bats were not conducted at the site; therefore, their presence is 
assumed.  Two of these bat species (long-eared myotis bat and pallid bat) may roost in trees (e.g., spaces 
under tree bark or in cavities) as well as caves and buildings, while the other two species (Townsend’s 
western big-eared bat and Yuma myotis) prefer to nest in structures such as buildings, caves, and mines.  
The project area does not provide suitable roosting habitat for the Townsend’s western big-eared bat or 
the Yuma myotis.  For the long-eared myotis and pallid bat (species that roost in trees), habitat preference 
is typically woodland and forest habitat.  It is unlikely that these bats would roost in the willows and 
alders typically found immediately along the Trinity River.  However, they may roost in habitats more 
likely to contain large trees with cavities or loose bark, such as montane hardwood and foothill pine.  
Impacts to habitat containing potential roost trees will occur at the sites.  Noise and visual disturbances 
associated with construction activities may disrupt bats roosting within and directly adjacent to the project 
area.  Further, removing large trees with cavities could result in the direct loss of colonies, which would 
be considered a significant impact.   
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Each of these bat species has the potential to forage at the project site.  Foraging habitat typically consists 
of forested habitats in close association with water.  Construction activities associated with the Proposed 
Action could temporarily alter the foraging patterns of these species; however, this would be considered a 
less-than-significant impact based on the abundance of suitable foraging habitat in the vicinity of the 
Proposed Action.  No long-term impediments to foraging habitat associated with the Proposed Action are 
anticipated. 

The Trinity River riparian corridor also provides habitat for the ring-tailed cat.  The willows and alders 
typically found immediately along the river are unlikely to provide suitable denning habitat for this 
species due to their small size and lack of large cavities/snags.  However, other habitats in the project 
area, such as montane hardwood and montane hardwood conifer habitats, may provide suitable denning 
sites.  Thus, removal of large trees with cavities or snags could result in the loss of ring-tailed cats, which 
would be considered a significant impact.  Construction activities would also result in a short-term 
reduction in foraging habitat for this species.  However, the project would ultimately result in an increase 
in habitat and an increase in habitat quality for this species.  Thus, due to the abundance of similar habitat 
in the area, the temporary loss of foraging habitat would be a less-than-significant impact.  

Alternative 1   

Construction-related impacts to special-status bats and the ring-tailed cat under Alternative 1 would be 
similar to, but greater than, those under the Proposed Action due to the larger area of disturbance.   

Mitigation Measures 
No-Action Alternative   

Since no significant impact was identified, no mitigation is required.   

Significance after Mitigation 

N/A 

Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

In order to avoid and/or minimize impacts to roosting special-status bats and the ring-tailed cat, the 
following measures shall be implemented: 

9a A pre-construction survey for roosting bats and ring-tailed cats shall be conducted prior to any 
removal of trees ≥12 inches in diameter at 4.5 feet above grade.  The survey shall be conducted by 
a qualified biologist.  No activities that would result in disturbance to active roosts of special-status 
bats or dens of ring-tailed cats shall proceed prior to completion of the surveys.  If no active roosts 
or dens are found, no further action is needed.  Because bats are known to abandon young when 
disturbed, if a maternity roost is located, a qualified bat biologist shall determine the extent of a 
construction-free zone to be implemented around the roost.  If a bat maternity roost or 
hibernaculum or a ring-tailed cat den is present, Measures 9b and/or 9c shall be implemented.  
CDFG shall also be notified of any active bat nurseries within the disturbance zones. 
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9b If an active maternity roost or hibernaculum is found, the project shall be redesigned to avoid the 
loss of the tree occupied by the roost, if feasible.  If the project cannot be redesigned to avoid 
removal of the occupied tree, demolition of that tree shall commence before bat maternity colonies 
form (i.e., prior to March 1) or after young are volant (flying) (i.e., after July 31).  The disturbance-
free buffer zones described above shall be observed during the bat maternity roost season (March 
1–July 31).  If a non-breeding bat hibernaculum is found in a tree scheduled to be razed, the 
individuals shall be safely evicted, under the direction of a qualified bat biologist (as determined by 
a Memorandum of Understanding with CDFG), by opening the roosting area to allow air to flow 
through the cavity.  Demolition shall then follow no sooner than the following day (i.e., there will 
be no less than one night between initial disturbance for air flow and the demolition).  This action 
will allow bats to leave during dark hours, thus increasing their chance of finding new roosts with a 
minimum of potential predation during daylight.  Trees with roosts that need to be removed shall 
first be disturbed at dusk, just prior to removal that same evening, to allow bats to escape during 
the darker hours. 

9c If an active ring-tailed cat nest is found, the project will be redesigned to avoid the loss of the tree 
occupied by the nest if feasible.  If the project cannot be redesigned to avoid removal of the 
occupied tree, demolition of that tree shall commence outside of the breeding season (February 1 to 
August 30).  If a non-breeding den is found in a tree scheduled to be razed, the individuals shall be 
safely evicted under the direction of a qualified biologist.  Trees with dens that need to be removed 
shall first be disturbed at dusk, just prior to removal that same evening, to allow ring-tailed cats to 
escape during the darker hours. 

Significance after Mitigation 

Less than significant 

Impact 3.7-10: Construction activities associated with the project could result in the temporary 
loss of non-breeding habitat for special-status birds.  No Impact for the No-Action 
Alternative; Less-than-Significant Impact for the Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

No-Action Alternative   

Under the No-Action Alternative, no construction-related impacts to non-breeding habitat for sensitive 
species would occur because the project would not be constructed.   

Proposed Action  

The Trinity River riparian corridor, including the project area, provides both foraging and perching 
habitat for bald eagles, golden eagles, American peregrine falcons, merlins, and black swifts, but suitable 
nesting habitat is absent.  The nearest recorded bald eagle nesting site is located less than 1 mile to the 
north of the Lewiston site on the shores of Lewiston Reservoir (CNDDB 2003).  Construction activities 
associated with the project could temporarily alter the foraging patterns of these species; however, this 
impact would be considered less than significant based on the abundance of suitable foraging habitat in 
the vicinity of the proposed project.  No long-term impediments to foraging habitat associated with the 
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Proposed Action are anticipated.  The loss of potential perch trees would not affect the abundance of these 
species or their use of the Trinity River for foraging habitat.   

Alternative 1   

Construction-related impacts to non-breeding habitat for special-status birds under Alternative 1 would be 
similar to, but greater than, those under the Proposed Action due to the larger area of disturbance.   

Mitigation 
No-Action Alternative, Proposed Action, and Alternative 1  

Since no significant impact was identified, no mitigation is required.   

Significance after Mitigation 

N/A 

Impact 3.7-11: Construction activities associated with the project could result in impacts to 
BLM and USFS sensitive species.  No Impact for the No-Action Alternative; 
Significant Impact for the Proposed Action and Alternative 1 except for the 
Pacific fisher, and Less-than-Significant Impact for the Proposed Action and 
Alternative 1  for the Pacific fisher 

No-Action Alternative   

Under the No-Action Alternative, no construction-related impacts to BLM or USFS sensitive species 
would occur because the project would not be constructed.   

Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

Nine of the wildlife species with potential to occur at the sites are designated BLM or USFS sensitive 
species:  foothill yellow-legged frog, northwestern pond turtle, northern goshawk, little willow flycatcher, 
Pacific fisher, long-eared myotis bat, pallid bat, Townsend’s western big-eared bat, and Yuma myotis bat 
(see Table 3.7-1).  With the exception of the Pacific fisher, potential impacts to these species are 
discussed as separate impacts above.  The Pacific fisher may use the Trinity River as a travel corridor; 
however, suitable denning habitat is not present at the sites.  Therefore, the impact would be less than 
significant. 

Mitigation Measures 
No-Action Alternative, Proposed Action, and Alternative 1 

Since no significant impacts for the Pacific fisher were identified, no mitigation is required.  Mitigation 
measures 4a-c will reduce impacts to the little willow flycatcher to a less-than-significant level.  
Mitigation measures 5a-d will reduce the impacts to the foothill yellow-legged frog to a less-than-
significant level.  Mitigation measures 6a-d will reduce the impacts to the northwestern pond turtle to a 
less-than-significant level.  Mitigation measures 8a-c will reduce the impacts to the northern goshawk to a 
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less-than-significant level, and mitigation measures 9a-b will reduce the impacts to special-status bat 
species to a less-than-significant level. 

Significance after Mitigation 

N/A 

Impact 3.7-12:  Construction activities associated with the project could restrict the movement of 
terrestrial wildlife through the sites.  No Impact for the No-Action Alternative; 
Less-than-Significant Impact for the Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

No-Action Alternative   

Under the No-Action Alternative, construction-related restriction of terrestrial wildlife movement through 
the sites would not occur because the project would not be constructed.   

Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

The Trinity River corridor provides habitat and travel corridors for such species as Pacific fisher, 
American marten, black-tailed deer, river otter, beaver, common merganser (Mergus merganser), green 
heron (Butorides virescens), black-crowned night heron (Nycticorax nycticorax), wood duck (Aix sponsa), 
belted kingfisher, cliff swallow (Hirundo pyrrhonota), bank swallow, and raccoon.  The riparian 
vegetation along the Trinity River, in association with adjacent and/or nearby mixed-conifer and montane 
hardwood-conifer habitat, provides connected habitat within an area that has been fragmented by rural 
residential development and road building.  Black-tailed deer inhabit shrublands, forests, and oak 
woodlands and use riparian vegetation for cover.  However, construction noise and activity will not 
significantly impede the seasonal migration of the Weaverville deer herd from high-elevation summer 
habitats to lower elevation Critical Winter Range in the project vicinity.  Construction noise could also 
temporarily alter foraging patterns of resident wildlife species, and vegetation removal along the river 
could temporarily disrupt wildlife movement through the area.  However, no long-term impediments to 
wildlife movement within the sites are anticipated as a result of implementing the Proposed Action.  
Therefore, this would be a less-than-significant impact. 

Mitigation Measures 
No-Action Alternative, Proposed Action, and Alternative 1 

Since no significant impact was identified, no mitigation is required.   

Significance after Mitigation 

N/A 

Impact 3.7-13:  Implementation of the project could result in the spread of non-native and 
invasive plant species.  No Impact for the No-Action Alternative; Significant 
Impact for the Proposed Action and Alternative 1 
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No-Action Alternative   

Under the No-Action Alternative, the spread of non-native and invasive plant species would not occur as 
a result of construction activities because the project would not be constructed.   

Proposed Action   

Implementation of the proposed project could result in the spread of non-native and invasive plant species 
(e.g., dalmatian toadflax, yellow star-thistle, Himalayan blackberry, and Klamathweed) during ground-
disturbing activities.  This would be considered a significant impact.  However, further spread of weeds is 
not anticipated with implementation of the mitigation measures described below.    

Alternative 1   

The spread of non-native and invasive plant species as a result of implementation of Alternative 1 would 
be similar to the Proposed Action. 

Mitigation Measures 
No-Action Alternative   

Since no significant impact was identified, no mitigation is required.   

Significance after Mitigation 

N/A 

Proposed Action and Alternative 1 

In order to avoid and/or minimize the potential introduction and/or spread of noxious weeds, the 
following measures shall be implemented: 

13a When using imported erosion control materials (as opposed to rock and dirt berms), use only 
certified weed-free materials, mulch, and seed. 

13b Preclude the use of rice straw in riparian areas.  

13c Limit any import or export of fill to material known to be weed free. 

13d Require the construction contractor to thoroughly wash all equipment prior to entering the 
worksite.  Equipment shall be inspected to ensure that it is free of plant parts as well as soils, mud, 
or other debris that may carry weed seeds.     

13e Use a mix of native grasses, forbs, and non-persistent non-native species for seeding disturbed 
areas that are subject to infestation by non-native and invasive plant species.  Where appropriate, a 
heavy application of mulch will be used to discourage introduction of these species.  Use of 
planting plugs of native grass species may be considered to accelerate occupation of disturbed sites 
and increase the likelihood of reestablishing a self-sustaining population of native plant species. 

13f Within the first 3 to 5 years post-project, if it is determined that the project has caused non-native 
invasive vegetation to out-compete desired planted or native colonizing riparian vegetation, 
opportunities to control these non-native species shall be considered.  When implementing weed 
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control techniques, the approach will consider using all available control methods known for a 
weed species.  Control methods will be consistent with those adopted by the TCWMC and the 
Trinity County Board of Supervisors.  

Significance after Mitigation 

Less than significant 

 

 

 

 



 




