
PAGE 1 
 

SIERRA COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION  
Special Meeting Agenda 

     Thursday January 22, 2026 
10:00 AM 

            
 
Vice Chair: Jim Kelley Location:  Sierra County Courthouse 
Mike Filippini  Board of Supervisors Chambers  
Alan Teague                                 100 Courthouse Square  
David Goicoechea            Downieville, CA 95936 
Don Russell                 
         
The Sierra County Planning Commission welcomes you to its meetings which are regularly 
scheduled for the second Thursday following the first Tuesday of each month.  Special meetings 
may be called from time to time and the meeting location, time, and date will be announced at the 
appropriate time as required by law. 
 
Supporting documentation for meeting agenda matters are available for public review on-line at: 
www.sierracounty.ca.gov/agendacenter or at the Office of the Sierra County Planning Department 
located in the annex building directly across from the Sierra County Courthouse, Downieville, 
California, 95936, during regular business hours (M – F, 8:00am – 5:00pm). 
 
Join on your computer, mobile app or room 
device  
https://tinyurl.com/2026-1-22 
Meeting ID: 282 991 633 393 63 
Passcode: Fa3R2wN2 
 

Or call in (audio only)  
+1 323-892-2486,,535548128#  United 
States, Los Angeles  
Dial-in: 323-892-2486 
Phone Conference ID: 535 548 128# 
 

 
 

1.  CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 
 

1.1 Call to Order 
1.2 Roll Call 
1.3 Introduction of new Planning Commissioner, Don Russell 
1.4 Election of New Officers 

1.4.1 Chair 
1.4.2 Vice Chair 

 
2.  APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

    
January 22, 2026 Agenda 
 
 

 

http://www.sierracounty.ca.gov/agendacenter
https://tinyurl.com/2026-1-22
tel:+13238922486,,535548128
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3.  APPROVAL OF MINUTES  
  

Approval of September 25, 2025 Special Meeting Minutes 
 

4.  CORRESPONDENCE 
 

None. 
 

5.  PUBLIC COMMENT OPPORTUNITY 
 
At this time, the public has the opportunity to address the Commission concerning 
any item of interest not listed on the agenda.  The Commission may not discuss or 
take any action on any item presented during the public comment period that is not 
on the agenda.  The Commission may briefly respond to statements made or 
questions posed by members of the public.  Upon recognition by the Chair, please 
state your name, county of residence, and subject matter.  Discussion of any non-
agenda items will be limited to three (3) minutes, or such reasonable time as is 
granted by the Chair of the Commission.  
 

6.  WORKSHOPS 
 
The Planning Commission allows time for staff or guest presentations on matters 
of general or specific interest to the Commission or for conducting educational or 
technical workshops. 
 
6.1 Micro-Enterprise Home Kitchen Operation (MEHKO) presentation by 

the Sierra County Environmental Health Department. 
 

6.2 Wolves in Sierra Valley. Short 14.57 minute video on the wolves as an 
update (see  https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=XWrNHXlkniY). 

 
7.  PUBLIC HEARINGS 

 
The Planning Commission conducts all public hearings in accordance with its 
governing by-laws as approved by the Commission and in accordance with Sierra 
County Resolution 76-80 entitled “Rules of Conduct.” 

 

7.1 Lucy Blake GPA/ZA/Williamson Act Contract amendment.  
Consideration of a General Plan Amendment to change the land use 
designation on 720 acres of forest land from “Agriculture” to “Forest,” 
and a Zone Amendment to put 562 acres into Timber Production Zone 
(TPZ) District.  The project area additionally is in a Williamson Act 
Contract, which will be amended to exclude the TPZ lands. The 
proposed site is located at 222 Lemon Canyon Road, Sierraville, on a 
1,272.6-ac. ranch (APN 018-030-002, 018-030-005, and 018-030-006).  
Planning staff’s preliminary environmental assessment: statutorily 
exempt under California Government Code §51119.5 and CEQA 
Guidelines “Common Sense Exemption” §15601(b)(3). 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=XWrNHXlkniY
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8.  BUSINESS REQUIRING ACTION OR DISCUSSION 
 

8.1  FEMA Preliminary Flood Maps for Sierra Valley.  Discussion of new 
draft Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs) based on re-study of Sierra 
Valley and 2022 appeal of the previous preliminary maps (see Sierra 
County Planning Department Floodplain Management page at 
www.sierracounty.ca.gov/259/Floodplain-Management).  
 

9.  PLANNING DIRECTOR’S STAFF REPORTS   
 
Brief announcements or brief reports by the Sierra County Planning Director on 
upcoming projects, county staff activities, upcoming workshop or training 
opportunities, or other items of interest to the Planning Commission. 
 

10.  PLANNING COMMISSIONERS’ REPORTS  
 
Brief announcements or brief reports by Planning Commission members on their 
activities or items of interest to Sierra County. 
 

11.         ADJOURNMENT 
 
        The next regularly scheduled Planning Commission meeting will be February 12,  
        2026. 

http://www.sierracounty.ca.gov/259/Floodplain-Management
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LOCATION:  
Sierra County 
Courthouse | Board of Supervisiors Chambers | 100 Courthouse Square | Downieville, CA 95936 

This meeting was open to the public for in-person viewing/participation, as well as available via 
video/teleconference. 

1. CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL 
The meeting was called to order at 10:05 a.m. 
Commissioners Present: Chair Kelley and Commissioners Filippini & Goicoechea.          
Commissioner Teague was absent.  One (1) Commissioner position is vacant. 
Staff Present: Planning Director and Planning Commission Secretary, Brandon Pangman; County 
Counsel, Andrew Plett; Planner III, Corri Jimenez; and Planner II, Ashley Powell 
Note: This meeting was available via video/teleconference.  
The Commission Secretary announced that Commissioner (and former Chair) Liz Fisher resigned 
from the Planning Commission, effective August 24, 2025.  A copy of her letter of resignation 
and a Resolution of Appreciation from the Board of Supervisors was provided in the meeting 
packet.  Secretary Pangman announced that the vacancy has been advertised and several 
applications have been received by the Clerk, and the Board of Supervisors intends to interview 
and appoint a new Commissioner at their October 7th meeting. 
The Commissioners discussed whether to elect new officers.  The consensus was to retain Interim 
Chair Jim Kelley until after the vacancy is filled, and elect new officers after the new 
Commissioner is seated. 
 

2. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 
Motion: Commissioner Goicoechea, to approve the agenda. 
Second: Commissioner Filippini 
Vote: 3/0 with Commissioner Teague being absent. 

 
3. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

Minutes for the May 22, 2025 Planning Commission Meeting  
Motion: Commissioner Goicoechea, to approve with correction of the word “Deprivation” to 
“Depredation” on page 2 of the minutes.    
Second: Commissioner Filippini.   
Vote: 3/0 with Commissioner Teague being absent. 

 

SIERRA COUNTY  
PLANNING COMMISSION 
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES 

September 25, 2025 
 

Interim Chair:  Jim Kelley    Vice Chair: Vacant 
 

Mike Filippini Alan Teague David Goicoechea 
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4. CORRESPONDENCE 
Interim Chair Kelley offered appreciation for former Chair Liz Fisher and her service to the 
Planning Commission. The Commissioners reflected on the resolution of appreciation approved 
by the Board of Supervisors that was included in their packet. 
 
Secretary Pangman announced that it was just discovered that the “Tiny URL” link appearing on 
the agenda did not appear to be working; but a new link was created and posted online for anyone 
trying to login to the meeting online. 

 
5. PUBLIC COMMENT OPPORTUNITY 

The Chair opened the public comment opportunity for items not appearing on the agenda.  There 
were no public comments, either in-person or online. 
 

6. WORKSHOPS 
None. 

 
7. PUBLIC HEARINGS  

7.1  Original Sixteen to One Mine SUP Revocation. The Chair recognized the Planning 
Director.  Director Pangman re-capped where the Planning Commission left off since the 
duly noticed public hearing conducted on August 14, 2025. The public comment period 
was closed, and the Commission voted to “continue” the matter to its next regularly-
scheduled meeting, and specified the date, time, and location of the continued hearing—to 
afford the Commissioners more time to carefully consider the comments and additional 
exhibits entered into the administrative record during the hearing.  Mr. Pangman explained 
that the continued hearing originally had been scheduled for September 11, 2025, but due 
to the lack of a quorum, it had to be rescheduled.  So, today’s continued hearing was taking 
place at a Special Meeting, which was re-noticed, posted, and published at least 10 days in 
advance. The Director reiterated that the public comment period was previously closed, so 
unless the Chair opted to reopen the public comment opportunity no further written 
comments or documents would be accepted into the administrative record.  The Director 
reminded everyone that the Commission was not making the final decision, but merely a 
recommendation to the Board of Supervisors on whether or not to revoke the Special Use 
Permit; and that anyone who wished to present further verbal or written comments would 
have another opportunity to do so at the subsequent public hearing before the Board of 
Supervisors.   

 Commissioners Filippini and Goicoechea commented that they learned a lot from the 
Sixteen to One-generated Annual Reports and supplemental documents provided to them 
by staff and the interested parties.  Chairman Kelley commented that it begins and ends 
with the SUP and the Commission’s recommendations to the Board.   

 Commissioner Filippini asked staff if there were any changes to what was previously 
submitted or actions taken by the operator to gain compliance, and the Director responded, 
“No changes to the Staff Report or Recommendation, outside of including a copy of the 
documents read into the record at the last meeting. Roger Haas has been in contact and 
working on water quality, but not the SUP.” Chairman Kelley stated that starting a new 
application would be helpful. The Director continued, saying that the operator can either 
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amend the existing SUP or submit a new application but currently the operator is still not 
in compliance.  

 Commissioner Filippini addressed the list of non-compliance issues per the State 
regulations and made a motion to recommend revoking the SUP to the Board of 
Supervisors per staff’s findings.  He stated that the Commission’s purview is the SUP, not 
other agencies’ permits. 
Motion: Commissioner Filippini 
Second: Commissioner Goicoechea 
Vote: 3/0, approved, with Commissioner Teague being absent.  [Ref. PC Resolution No. 

2025-05] 
 

7.2  Ambroselli ZV.  Chairman Kelly recognized Director Pangman, who stated that Planner 
Corri Jimenez would present the staff report.  Planner Jimenez presented the proposed 
project as a zone variance on a 0.29-acre parcel in Goodyears Bar that is located in the 
General Forest district, which has 60 feet setbacks on all sides.  The applicant was 
requesting to rebuild a house and was requesting 28 feet in the rear yard setbacks and 15 
feet in the side setbacks.   

 Commissioner Goicoechea asked if it was realistic to build a house on such a small parcel.  
Planner Jimenez clarified that they would have to satisfy the Conditions of Approval to 
build. Commissioner Goicoechea asked about constraints and Director Pangman stated that 
the commenting agencies will be included in the permitting process and it is yet to be seen 
if it is feasible with current constraints. Chairman Kelly asked for clarification on the onsite 
wastewater treatment system and the water supply, and staff responded that those issues 
were addressed in the conditions of approval.  Commissioner Filippini said that the 
variance request is reasonable in its scope. Chairman Kelley opened public comment 
opportunity and recognized the applicant who was appearing online. 

 The applicant, Mr. Marco Ambroselli, discussed the recent history and what he bought 
which was a trailer park, and noted he was “red-tagged” for not having a building permit 
when he started demolition.  He addressed the staff report and commented that the water 
came to the property via a spring box and produced two-acre feet of water per year.  He 
said that the septic system worked fine pre-Covid and the staff report’s mention of the 
wall’s condition was new to him and he said that his neighbor, Cy Rollins, saturated it with 
sprinkler water regularly.  Mr. Ambroselli said his goal was to clean up the property and 
put it up for sale. 

 During the public comment period, adjacent neighbor Cy Rollins commented that he 
owned property on three sides of Mr. Ambroselli’s property and expressed concern about 
the failing rock retaining wall that the loose rocks were falling onto his property.  Mr. 
Rollins said he received a $40,000 estimate to repair the retaining walls on the applicant’s 
property. During the public comment period, there was discussion between the applicant 
and Mr. Rollins on this wall. Mr. Rollins said that the wall was built by Fred Rixey in the 
1970s.  When the applicant expressed confusion about the wall’s current condition, the 
Director commented that there were images in the staff report of the wall, showing that the 
wall was starting to separate in places.  The Director stated that staff has recommended a 
condition of approval that a qualified engineer will need to look at the stability of the wall 
and bank, and to determine if it’s safe to rebuild a house on the pad above the steep bank 
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and failing wall below.  The Commissioners expressed satisfaction with the staff report’s 
findings and had no further questions.   
Motion: Commissioner Filippini, to approve the application, as recommended by staff 
Second: Commissioner Goicoechea. 
There was no further discussion. 
Vote: 3/0, approved as recommended, with Commissioner Teague being absent. 

  

7.3  Pliocene Ridge CSD SUP/ZV. Planner Powell presented the proposed project that was an 
accessory building in the setbacks in the General Forest district on a parcel that is 1.19 
acres with 60-foot setbacks on all sides. The applicant is requesting a zone variance to 
reduce the rear yard setback from 60 feet to 20 feet due to property constraints. The project 
also required a Conditional Use Permit as the use of the property for a fire station which is 
a public service use. The project site should be Public Service, according to the General 
Plan.  The Commission opened it up to the public, and the applicant, Chief Jim Buckbee, 
chose not to comment. There were no additional public comments. The Commissioners 
were satisfied with the staff’s recommendations and made a motion to approve.    
Motion: Commissioner Filippini, to approve the applications as recommended by staff.  
Second: Commissioner Goicoechea 
Vote: 3/0, approved, with Commissioner Teague being absent. 

 
8. BUSINESS REQUIRING ACTION OR DISCUSSION 

None. 
 

9. PLANNING DIRECTOR’S STAFF REPORTS 
None. 
 

10. PLANNING COMMISSIONERS’ REPORTS 
None. 
 

11. ADJOURNMENT 
Motion to adjourn: Commissioner Goicoechea 
Second: Commissioner Filippini 
Vote: 3/0, approved, with Commissioner Teague being absent 
 

The meeting was adjourned at 11:03 a.m.  
 

Respectfully submitted,     Approved as Witnessed 
        On: ______________ 
 

 
Corri Jimenez      _____________________ 
Corri Jimenez       Brandon Pangman 
Planner III       Commission Secretary 



Resolution No. 2021-154 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS, COUNTY OF SIERRA, STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

RESOLUTION AUTHORIZING THE PERMITTING OF MICROENTERPRISE HOME 
KITCHEN OPERATIONS THROUGHOUT SIERRA COUNTY IN ACCORDANCE Wim 

THE CALIFORNIA HEALTH & SAFETY CODE 

WHEREAS, requirements relating to the permitting, inspection, and operation of Microenterprise 
Home Kitchen Operations ("MEHKO") were added to the California Health and Safety Code, pursuant 
to AB 626 (Garcia) chaptered on September 18, 2018, and AB 377 (Garcia) chaptered on October 7, 
2019;and 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code§ 113825 defines a MEHKO as a food facility that is operated 
by a resident in a private home where food is stored, handled, prepared for, and may be served to, 
consumers; and 

WHEREAS, the county resident's MEHKO food facility complies with specific requirements in 
Health and Safety Code § 113 825, including limits on the number of employees, the number of daily 
and weekly meals that can be served, the type of food that can be served, and the maximum annual 
gross income from food sales that can be received; and 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code§ 114367 grants the Sierra County Board of Supervisors the 
authority to determine whether to allow countywide permitting and operation ofMEHKOs, including 
all areas within its jurisdiction: and 

WHEREAS, Sierra County's bepartment of Environmental Health is designated as the county local 
Enforcement Agency as defined in Health and Safety Code§ 113773; and 

WHEREAS, Health and Safety Code§ 114367.2 authorizes the issuance of a permit to operate a 
MEHKO after an initial inspection by the enforcement agency, subject to annual permit renewal and 
annual inspection to ensure ongoing compliance and public health protection, and authorizes the 
recovery of reasonable costs for permitting and inspection; and 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board of Supervisors, County of Sierra, State of 
California does hereby authorize by resolution the permitting and inspection of MEHKOs countywide 
in accordance with the provisions of California Health and Safety Code § 113825, et seq., and the 
recovery ofreasonable costs incurred for implementation of the program. 

ADOPTED by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Sierra on the _th day of November, 2021, 
by the following vote: 

A YES: Supervisors LeBlance, Dryden, and Adams 
NOES: Supervisor Huebner 
ABSTAIN: None 
ABSENT: Supervisor Roen 

1 
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Environmental Health Services
Food Program 
P.O. Box 7  Loyalton, CA 96118
Phone:(530) 993-6778 | Fax: (530) 993-6790 
envhealth@sierracounty.ca.gov

MICROENTERPRISE HOME KITCHEN OPERATION GUIDELINES 
(MEHKO) 

These guidelines have been developed to assist individuals that are interested in operating a 
Microenterprise Home Kitchen Operation (MEHKO) within their private home. These guidelines are 
not meant to be inclusive of all local and State requirements, but are intended to provide a summary 
of the requirements contained within the California Retail Food Code (CRFC) for obtaining a permit 
and operating a MEHKO safely.  

A microenterprise home kitchen operation (MEHKO) is defined by the CRFC as a food facility that is 
operated by a resident in a private home where food is stored, handled, prepared, and served to 
consumers. Food can be consumed onsite, picked up, or delivered.  

Click here for a full copy of the CRFC and applicable requirements. 

1. Review MEHKO FAQs, guidelines, and Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) to determine
if you are eligible to start a MEHKO in your home.

2. Submit the Permit Application, Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) form, and payment for
a permit evaluation if applicable. This fee is separate from the annual health permit, if
approved or applicable.

3. Contact your local city or county building or planning department to determine if there are
any additional permits or licenses that are required.

4. If you plan to offer liquor (beer, wine, or spirits) as part of your MEHKO, contact the
Department of Alcohol and Beverage Control. If you plan to utilize an internet food service
intermediary (IFSI) as part of the operation, visit the California Department of Public Health,
Food and Drug Branch website to ensure that the IFSI is registered with the Department.

5. Visit www.dir.ca.gov for a list of Frequently Asked Questions if you plan to hire an employee.

IMPORTANT:  There may be other permits or licenses that must be obtained to operate a 
MEHKO.  

To obtain approval as a MEHKO, the residential home will be evaluated to ensure that the proposed 
food operation can be conducted in a manner that safeguards public health. The following items will 
be evaluated to determine if the proposed operation can be conducted: 

WHAT IS A MICROENTERPRISE HOME KITCHEN OPERATION? 

GETTING STARTED* 

PRIVATE HOME REQUIREMENTS 

6.1 MEHKO Presentation

https://www.cdph.ca.gov/Programs/CEH/DFDCS/Pages/FDBHSCodes.aspx#
https://www.abc.ca.gov/micro-enterprise-home-kitchens-mehks-faq/
https://www.cdph.ca.gov/Programs/CEH/DFDCS/CDPH%20Document%20Library/FDB/FoodSafetyProgram/MEHKO/Internet%20Food%20Service%20Intermediary%20General%20Requirements.pdf
https://www.cdph.ca.gov/Programs/CEH/DFDCS/CDPH%20Document%20Library/FDB/FoodSafetyProgram/MEHKO/Internet%20Food%20Service%20Intermediary%20General%20Requirements.pdf
http://www.dir.ca.gov/
mailto:envhealth@sierracounty.ca.gov
mailto:envhealth@sierracounty.ca.gov
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a. Adequate food production and food storage capacity for the proposed menu or food products to
be prepared.

b. Adequate equipment to keep cold foods cold (41°F) and hot foods hot (135°F) during storage
and transportation (if required).

c. Adequate dry food storage and utensil/equipment storage.
d. Equipment and utensils that will be used as part of the MEHKO operation must be in good

repair.
e. A fully operable kitchen sink with hot and cold water for cleaning and sanitizing purposes.
f. Restroom handwashing sink must be supplied with warm water, soap, and paper towels.
g. Restroom is supplied with toilet paper and is working properly.
h. Appropriate lighting is available in the food preparation area.
i. Adequate ventilation that allows gases, odors, steam, heat, grease, vapors, and smoke to

escape the kitchen (based on proposed menu).
j. Floors, walls, ceilings, in kitchen and toilet room are smooth, of durable construction, and easily

cleanable.

A MEHKO operator and the employee must adhere to the following when “operating” as a MEHKO: 
a. The person-in-charge is responsible for ensuring that food preparation activities are not

conducted in a manner that could result in contamination of the food by consumers.
b. Food employees are prohibited from the consumption of food, drink, or tobacco during food

preparation.
c. Consumer access to the kitchen is to be limited during food preparation activities to prevent

food contamination.
d. All animals are to be kept outside of food preparation areas during preparation and

operation of the MEHKO.

• The permit holder of the MEHKO shall successfully pass an approved and accredited food
safety certification examination within 60 days of commencing operation.

• Any individual that is involved in the preparation, storage, or service of food at the MEHKO
must have a valid food handler card (unless they possess a valid food manager certificate)
within 30 days.

Click here for more information on accredited food certification or food handler programs. 

In addition to completing the above training requirements, the person-in-charge and all food 
employees shall have adequate knowledge of and be able to demonstrate as it relates to their 
assigned duties. Such as:   
• Understands the importance of employee health and hygiene, including but not limited to

handwashing practices and not allowing sick employees to work.
• Able to demonstrate how cooking, cooling, and reheating temperatures are verified.

OPERATIONAL REQUIREMENTS 

FOOD EMPLOYEE REQUIREMENTS 

6.1 MEHKO Presentation

https://www.ansica.org/wwwversion2/outside/ALLdirectoryListing.asp?menuID=8&prgID=8&status=4
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o The use of a calibrated food temperature measuring device with a suitable probe
thermometer that is designed to measure the foods being prepared is to be available.

• Able to demonstrate how to prevent cross-contamination during preparation and storage of food.
• How to properly wash, rinse, and sanitize equipment and utensils within the kitchen sink and food-

contact surfaces to prevent cross-contamination.
o Determine which type of sanitizer will be used and obtain the appropriate test strips to

measure concentration.

A MEHKO is limited to the following: 
• No more than one full-time equivalent food employee, not including family or household

members.
• Food must be prepared, cooked, served, picked up, and/or delivered on the same day. No left-

over food can be used as part of the preparation for next-day service or sold on subsequent
days.

• No more than 30 individual or approximate equivalent meals per day and no more than 90
individual or approximate equivalent meals per week.

• No more than $100,000 in verifiable gross annual sales (adjusts annually based on Consumer
Price Index).

• Food must be sold directly to consumers for consumption on the premises, pick-up or delivery,
and not provided to a wholesaler or other retail food operation.

• A MEHKO cannot prepare or provide the following food items:
o Smoking food as a method of preservation.
o Curing or pickling food.
o Use food additives as a method of food preservation (e.g., sushi rice to be held at room

temperature).
o Reduced-oxygen packaging of food (e.g., vacuum packaging, sous-vide).
o Produce, serve, or sell raw milk or raw milk products (Section 11380, Title 17 CCR).
o Serve or sell raw oysters.

• A MEHKO cannot post any type of signage or other outdoor displays advertising MEHKO.
• A MEHKO must comply with local noise ordinances.

A MEHKO may utilize an internet food service intermediary or other method (e.g. newspaper, social 
media) advertising the food operation. As noted above, there is a prohibition against posting any 
signage or other outdoor display at the private residence. The term “catering” is not to be used in 
any form of advertisement for a MEHKO.  

If advertising directly to the public, via a website, internet, social media platform, newsletter, or other 
public announcement, you are required to include the following in the advertisement: 

LIMITATIONS 

RESTRICTIONS 

ADVERTISING FOR A MEHKO 

6.1 MEHKO Presentation
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• Name of the enforcement agency that issued the permit.
• Include the permit number.
• Include the following statement in a clear and conspicuous location “Made in a Home

Kitchen.”

If utilizing an internet food service intermediary, please visit the California Department of Public 
Health’s website for additional information.  

Internet Food Service Intermediary (IFSI) means an entity that provides a platform on its internet 
web site or mobile application through which a MEHKO may choose to offer food for sale and from 
which the internet food service intermediary derives revenues, including, but not limited to, 
revenues from advertising and fees for services offered.  

For more information please contact: 

Sierra County Environmental Health

(530) 993-6716 | envhealth@sierracounty.ca.gov

6.1 MEHKO Presentation

https://www.cdph.ca.gov/Programs/CEH/DFDCS/Pages/FDBPrograms/FoodSafetyProgram/MicroenterpriseHomeKitchenOperations.aspx
https://www.cdph.ca.gov/Programs/CEH/DFDCS/Pages/FDBPrograms/FoodSafetyProgram/MicroenterpriseHomeKitchenOperations.aspx
mailto:envhealth@sierracounty.ca.gov
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Environmental Health - Food Program
P.O. Box 7, Loyalton CA 96118 
202 Front Street, Loyalton, CA 96118 Phone: 
(530) 993-6716 | Fax: (530) 993-6790
envhealth@sierracounty.ca.gov

MICROENTERPRISE HOME KITCHEN OPERATION (MEHKO) STANDARD OPERATING 
PROCEDURES (SOPs)

To start the review process to operate a food business within your residential kitchen, please complete and submit this 
form along with the following applicable documents and non-refundable application review fee to Sierra County 
Environmental Health (EH). PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE ALL INFORMATION.

HOME KITCHEN OPERATOR INFORMATION
Name of Operation: Operator’s Phone Number:

Operator’s Name: Food Employee’s Name:

Operator’s Address: City: State: ZIP:

Email: Website:

Note: Microenterprise Home Kitchen Operation (MEHKO) permits from EH do not exempt operators from residential property 
lease conditions or restrictions.

PROPOSED HOURS OF OPERATION
Please describe a typical schedule of your operation including day(s)/time(s) when food is prepared and served.

Sun: Mon: Tue: Wed: Thurs: Fri: Sat:  

Estimated number of meals to be prepared each day.

Sun: Mon: Tue: Wed: Thurs: Fri: Sat:  
*Meals cannot exceed 30 per day, and no more than 90 per week.

How will the MEHKO be advertised? (NO postings, signage, or other outdoor displays advertising the MEHKO are
allowed.)

Website or social media mobile applications/ “apps” (list sites or companies used):

Internet intermediary (list sites or companies used ):

GENERAL REQUIREMENTS
Please read each statement carefully and initial to confirm your understanding. Contact this agency with 
questions.
I understand that I am required to obtain and display a valid Health Permit from EH.

Initials

I understand that I must obtain an approved food safety manager certification by this date: ______________. 

I understand that my employee must obtain an approved food handler card by this date: ________________. Initials

I understand the MEHKO is limited to my residence where food will be stored, handled, prepared, and served. 

Initials

I understand that no more than one full-time employee, not including family members or household members, 
is allowed. Initials

6.1 MEHKO Presentation

mailto:envhealth@sierracounty.ca.gov
mailto:envhealth@sierracounty.ca.gov
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I understand that all food must be served, or delivered to the customer, on the same day as it is prepared or 
cooked. No leftovers may be used or served. Initials

I understand that complex food preparation that requires unique, special handling such as smoking to 
preserve, curing, reduced oxygen packaging, and sous vide are not allowed. Special and complex food 
processes that are required to reach Critical Control Points known as HACCP (Hazardous Analysis Critical 
Control Point) require further permitting and are not allowed under the MEHKO permit. Initials

I understand that the production, manufacturing, processing, freezing, or packaging of milk or milk products
such as cheese, ice cream, yogurt, sour cream, butter, and the service and sale of raw oysters and raw milk 
is prohibited. Initials

I understand that animals must be kept outside of the kitchen and dining areas during food preparation and 
service. Initials

I understand that food preparation cannot exceed 30 individual meals per day, 90 individual meals per week, 
or the equivalent of these totals (for meal components sold separately). Initials

I understand that the MEHKO may not have more than one-hundred thousand dollars ($100,000) 
in gross annual sales. *MEHKOs are required to provide verification of annual gross sales 
documentation upon request.

Initials

I understand that food may only be sold directly to customers and cannot be sold to other businesses or used 
for resale. Initials

I understand that I cannot post signage or outdoor advertising displays and that I must comply with all 
nuisance ordinances such as noise and garbage. Initials

The areas used for my MEHKO must be clean, sanitary, in good repair, and free of vermin (i.e., cockroaches, 
rodents, flies) at all times. Initials

My MEHKO is subject to inspection by EH if a complaint is received.
Initials

FOOD HANDLER HEALTH & HYGIENE

Initials

I will notify EH if anyone preparing food for my MEHKO has any gastrointestinal illness symptoms (i.e. 
diarrhea, vomiting, etc.) or is diagnosed with an illness that can be transmitted by food or by a food handler. 
Any person with symptoms of diarrhea or vomiting must be prevented from entering the kitchen when food 
is being prepared.  

All food handlers experiencing sneezing, coughing, or a runny nose are not allowed to work with 
unpackaged food, clean equipment, utensils, or linens. Initials

Food handlers are required to wash their hands with soap before food preparation and putting on gloves, 
and after using the restroom, touching body parts or any animal, taking out the trash, or after any activity that 
contaminates the hands. Initials

The handwashing sink in the restroom must be supplied with warm water, a liquid soap dispenser, and 
single-use paper towels.

Initials
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Food handlers are required to keep their fingernails trimmed, filed, and clean. They must wear gloves over 
nail polish or artificial nails, clean outer clothing, and hair restraints when preparing food. Any ring other 
than a plain band is prohibited. Initials

Food handlers who have an open or draining wound shall not handle food or food related items unless 
the wound is protected and properly covered by a bandage and a disposable waterproof glove to 
prevent contamination. Initials

FOOD PROTECTION
I will use a calibrated probe thermometer to confirm that the temperature of food containing meat is 
cooked to meet the minimum internal temperature requirements. Initials

I will use a calibrated probe thermometer to confirm that the temperature of all potentially hazardous food is 
held at, or above, 135°F or at, or below, 41°F.

Initials

I understand that food must be cooked to the following minimum internal cooking temperatures:
• Poultry, ground poultry, stuffed meat/fish/poultry, and pasta stuffed with meat must be cooked to

165oF and hold at, or above, that temperature for 15 seconds.
• All other ground meat must be cooked to 155oF and hold at, or above, that temperature for 15

seconds.
• Pork, fish, and eggs must be cooked to 145oF and hold at, or above, that temperature for 15

seconds. Initials

I understand that all food ingredients used to make MEHKO food must be purchased from a 
commercial permitted business ("approved source").

Initials

 WARE WASHING
1. Multi-use utensils and equipment will be cleaned and sanitized using the following method(s): (check all that apply)

Utensil washing sink Dishwasher
2. Type of sanitizer that will be used:

Chlorine (100 ppm – 1 tablespoon of unscented chlorine bleach per gallon of water)

Other approved sanitizer:  

*Ware washing methods will be covered in-depth during your required food safety classes.

Describe your cleaning and sanitizing process. *State law requires that kitchen utensils use the three-step cleaning 
process: 1) wash with soapy water, 2) rinse with just water, 3) sanitize with a sanitizing agent such as bleach.

FOOD SERVICE/DELIVERY
1. Will you be serving food in your home? If so, please describe all areas where the food will be served in your

residence.

2. Describe all areas where food and utensils used for the MEHKO will be stored.
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3. Describe how you will be disposing of any remaining unused or unsold food at the end of the day.

4. Will food products be available for customers to pick-up? Yes  No

5. Will food be delivered to customers? Yes No

6. How will food temperatures be maintained hot/cold during transportation?

7. Will the food be delivered within 30 minutes of packaging?        Yes             No
If delivery exceeds 30 minutes, please describe how food will be maintained hot and cold.

8. Describe how food will be packaged for transportation for delivery to customers. Food must be protected
from contamination and be transported in tight, leakproof, takeout containers.

9. I understand that food orders and payments may be accepted via the Internet, mail, or phone. All
food must be delivered directly (in person) to the customer by myself, a family member, or my
employee. Food cannot be delivered by others such as friends, taxis, UberEats, GrubHub, or any
other businesses unless the customer has a physical or neurological disability which limits their
ability to access the food without the assistance of a third-party delivery service. In these cases, I
must keep records of the dates and amount of unusual food deliveries completed. Initials

WATER SOURCE

Verify the MEHKO water supply.
Public or municipal water (please list supplier):

Private well*
Describe location:
*All private wells must undergo water quality testing by a state-certified laboratory. Attach a separate copy
of the results for the following: Bacteriological Test (annual results).

I understand that in the event of a water outage or contaminated water incident, the MEHKO must 
contact EH and immediately discontinue all MEHKO operations until EH confirms the water source is safe 
to use. 

Initials

LIQUID WASTE/ REFUSE 
DISPOSALCheck the type of wastewater disposal used for this MEHKO.

Public sewer system

Private septic system

I understand that in the event of septic system or plumbing issues, the MEHKO must immediately 
contact EH and discontinue all MEHKO operations until EH confirms that wastewater service has been 
restored and, if necessary, all MEHKO areas have been cleaned and sanitized. Initials
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1. Where and how will garbage be discarded on your property? Garbage must be be stored and discarded in tightly
lidded, leak-free containers to avoid vermin harborage.

2. How often is garbage picked up from your property?

3. Describe how kitchen grease and oil waste generated from cooking will be properly stored and recycled.

SAFETY
1. Explain how gases, odors, steam, heat, grease, vapors, and smoke will escape from the kitchen (e.g.,

ventilation hood above the stove, open windows, etc.). Good ventilation is necessary to prevent mold,
flying insects, cockroaches, and damage to walls, carpeting, and furniture.

2. Identify the location of the fire extinguisher (required near the kitchen):

3. Identify the location of the first aid kit (required near the kitchen):

TRAINING/LICENSING
Provide copies documenting the following certifications/licenses:

MEHKO owner: Food Safety Manager Certification

Food Handler Card 
(Required for all persons, other than the owner, helping in the MEHKO)

FOODS TO BE PREPARED
Attach a copy of your menu. Include all food, beverages, and seasonal menus, if applicable.
1. List all cooking equipment, such as ovens, stoves, etc. and food equipment, such as blenders, food processors,

cutting boards, etc. used for the MEHKO. Please note that food contact surfaces must be easily cleanable and non-
absorbent.

2. What constitutes a meal for your MEHKO? List all “meals” proposed. Example: 12” pizza = 1 meal, tamale plate
combination = 1 meal. State law requires all menu items be reviewed by EH before being available for consumption
to identify food safety risks and to work with the operator to prevent illness. Any changes to current menu items or
proposed new menu items require prior review by EH. Please include all current and likely future menu items here.
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Complete the following for all food and beverages offered. Attach additional pages if necessary.

Menu Item

Indicate if this item 
is an Appetizer 
Entrée, Side, 
Dessert, or 
Beverage

Ingredients (please be aware of the 9 
major food allergens)

Will the food or beverage be offered hot, 
cold, or at room temperature? Where will it 
be stored to maintain proper temperature?

OBLIGATION TO DISCONTINUE OPERATION

To protect the health of customers, the MEHKO must discontinue operating if certain problems arise. These include, but 
are not limited to, the following:

o No hot or cold running water
o Sewage back-up
o Cockroach, rodent, or fly infestation
o No electricity
o Fire

o Lack of, or broken, refrigeration
o No available sanitizer to wash dishes
o Ill food handler/employee
o Any other condition that poses an imminent

health hazard to the public Initials
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ACKNOWLEDGMENT

Signature: Date: 

Print Name: Title:

I understand and agree that any changes to my operating procedures, including the menu, will require 
prior approval from EH. I also understand that the approval to operate a MEHKO is based upon my 
adherence to the California Retail Food Code, and all other information provided in this document. Failure 
to operate in accordance with these Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) may result in permit 
suspension and/or the repeal of approval to operate a MEHKO.  

Approved By:   Date:   

For Office Use Only

Print Name:   

Comments:
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Excerpts from California Retail Food Code (CalCode)   FDBHSCodes 

Definitions: 

113825. 

(a) “Microenterprise home kitchen operation” means a food facility that is operated by a resident
in a private home where food is stored, handled, and prepared for, and may be served to,
consumers, and that meets all of the following requirements:

(1) The operation has no more than one full-time equivalent food employee, not including a
family member or household member.

(2) Food is prepared, cooked, and served on the same day.

(3) Food is consumed onsite at the microenterprise home kitchen operation or offsite if the
food is picked up by the consumer or delivered within a safe time period based on holding
equipment capacity.

(4) Food preparation does not involve processes that require a HACCP plan, as specified in
Section 114419, or the production, service, or sale of raw milk or raw milk products, as
defined in Section 11380 of Title 17 of the California Code of Regulations.

(5) The service and sale of raw oysters is prohibited.

(6) The production, manufacturing, processing, freezing, or packaging of milk or milk
products, including, but not limited to, cheese, ice cream, yogurt, sour cream, and butter, is
prohibited.

(7) Food preparation is limited to no more than 30 individual meals per day, or the
approximate equivalent of meal components when sold separately, and no more than 90
individual meals, or the approximate equivalent of meal components when sold separately, per
week. The local enforcement agency may decrease the limit of the number of individual meals
prepared based on food preparation capacity of the operation, but shall not, in any case,
increase the limit of the number of individual meals prepared.

(8) The operation has no more than one hundred thousand dollars ($100,000) in verifiable
gross annual sales, as adjusted annually for inflation based on the California Consumer Price
Index.

(9) The operation only sells food directly to consumers and not to any wholesaler or retailer.
For purposes of this paragraph, the sale of food prepared in a microenterprise home kitchen
operation through the internet website or mobile application of an internet food service
intermediary, as defined in Section 114367.6, is a direct sale to consumers. An operation that
sells food through the internet website or mobile application of an internet food service
intermediary shall consent to the disclosures specified in paragraphs (6) and (7) of subdivision
(a) of Section 114367.6.

(b) “Microenterprise home kitchen operation” does not include either of the following:
(1) A catering operation.

(2) A cottage food operation, as defined in Section 113758.

6.1 MEHKO Presentation

https://www.cdph.ca.gov/Programs/CEH/DFDCS/Pages/FDBHSCodes.aspx
javascript:submitCodesValues('113825.','46.7.2','2023','101','1',%20'id_f69c0b2e-2bc4-11ee-b8fa-091b5b94214a')
javascript:submitCodesValues('113825.','46.7.2','2023','101','1',%20'id_f69c0b2e-2bc4-11ee-b8fa-091b5b94214a')


Microenterprise Home Kitchen Operations (MEHKO’s) – Excerpts from California Retail Food Code        Page 2 of 9 

(c) For purposes of this section, “resident of a private home” means an individual who resides in
the private home when not elsewhere for labor or other special or temporary purpose.
(d) For purposes of this section, “meal” means the amount or quantity of food that is intended to
be consumed by one customer in one sitting. A meal may include one or more of any of the
following:

(1) A main dish.

(2) Appetizers.

(3) Side dishes.

(4) Beverages.

(5) Baked goods.

(6) Desserts.

(Amended by Stats. 2023, Ch. 101, Sec. 1. (AB 1325) Effective July 21, 2023.) 

CHAPTER 11.6. Microenterprise Home Kitchen Operation [114367 - 114367.6] 
  ( Chapter 11.6 added by Stats. 2018, Ch. 470, Sec. 6. ) 

114367. 

The governing body of a city, county, or city and county that is designated as the enforcement 
agency, as defined in Section 113773, may authorize, by ordinance or resolution, within its 
jurisdiction the permitting of microenterprise home kitchen operations in accordance with this 
chapter. If a governing body of a city, county, or city and county authorizes the permitting of 
microenterprise home kitchen operations, the authorization shall apply to all areas within its 
jurisdiction, including being applicable to all cities within a county that authorizes 
microenterprise home kitchen operations, regardless of whether each city located within the 
jurisdiction of the county separately authorizes them. 
(Repealed and added by Stats. 2019, Ch. 536, Sec. 3. (AB 377) Effective October 7, 2019.) 

114367.1. 

(a) A microenterprise home kitchen operation, as defined in Section 113825, shall be considered
a restricted food service facility for purposes of, and subject to all applicable requirements of,
Chapter 1 (commencing with Section 113700) to Chapter 9 (commencing with Section 114265),
inclusive, and Chapter 13 (commencing with Section 114380), except as otherwise provided in
this chapter.
(b) A microenterprise home kitchen operation shall be exempt from all of the following
provisions:

(1) Handwashing facilities requirements, as required in Section 113953, provided that a
handwashing sink is supplied with warm water and located in the toilet room and supplied, as
specified in Section 113953.2.

(2) Any provision in this part relating to sinks, warewashing machines, and manual or machine
sanitation, including, but not limited to, Sections 114099, 114099.2, 114099.4, 114101.1,
114101.2, 114103, 114107, 114123, 114125, 114163, and 114279, provided that all of the
following conditions are met:
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(A) Utensils and equipment are able to be properly cleaned and sanitized.

(B) The sink in a microenterprise home kitchen operation has hot and cold water and is
fully operable.

(C) If a dishwasher is used, it shall be operated in accordance with the manufacturer’s
specifications.

(3) Prohibition on the presence of persons unnecessary to the food facility operation in the
food preparation, food storage, or warewashing areas, as specified in Section 113945.1,
provided that the permitholder takes steps to avoid any potential contamination to food, clean
equipment, utensils, and unwrapped single-service and single-use articles and prevents a
person suffering from symptoms associated with acute gastrointestinal illness or person known
to be infected with a communicable disease that is transmissible through food to enter the
food preparation area while food is being prepared as part of a microenterprise home kitchen
operation.

(4) No smoking sign posting requirements, as specified in Section 113978.

(5) Limitations on employee consumption of food, drink, or tobacco outside of designated
areas, as specified in Sections 113977 and 114256, provided that the permitholder takes steps
to avoid any potential contamination to food, clean equipment, utensils, and unwrapped
single-service and single-use articles and prevents a person suffering from symptoms
associated with acute gastrointestinal illness or person known to be infected with a
communicable disease that is transmissible through food to enter the food preparation area
while food is being prepared as part of a microenterprise home kitchen operation.

(6) Limitations on consumer access to the food facility through food preparation areas, as
specified in Section 113984.1, provided that the permitholder takes steps to avoid any
potential contamination to food, clean equipment, utensils, and unwrapped single-service and
single-use articles and prevents a person suffering from symptoms associated with acute
gastrointestinal illness or person known to be infected with a communicable disease that is
transmissible through food to enter the food preparation area while food is being prepared as
part of a microenterprise home kitchen operation.

(7) Display guard, cover, and container requirements, as specified in Section 114060,
provided that any food on display that is not protected from the direct line of a consumer’s
mouth by an effective means is not served or sold to any subsequent consumer.

(8) Requirements to provide clean drinking cups and tableware for second portions and
beverage refills, as specified in Section 114075.

(9) Requirements pertaining to the characteristics and certification of utensils and equipment,
as specified in Sections 114130 and 114139, provided that utensils and equipment are
designed to retain their characteristic qualities under normal use conditions.

(10) Requirements pertaining to the characteristics, construction, and multiuse of food-contact
and nonfood-contact surfaces, as specified in Sections 114130.3 and 114130.4, provided that
food contact surfaces are smooth, easily cleanable, and in good repair.

(11) Requirements pertaining to the characteristics, construction, and disassembly of clean in
place (CIP) equipment, as specified in Section 114130.5.
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(12) Limitations on the use of wood as a food contact surface and in connection with other
equipment, as specified in Section 114132, provided that hard maple or equivalent wood is
approved for use in direct contact with food during preparation.

(13) Any provision in this part relating to ventilation, including, but not limited to, Article 2
(commencing with Section 114149) of Chapter 6, provided that gases, odors, steam, heat,
grease, vapors, and smoke are able to escape from the kitchen.

(14) Requirements that cold or hot holding equipment used for potentially hazardous food be
equipped with integral or permanently affixed temperature measuring device or product
mimicking sensors, as specified in subdivision (c) of Section 114157.

(15) Requirements pertaining to the installation of fixed, floor-mounted, and table-mounted
equipment, as specified in Section 114169.

(16) Dedicated laundry facility requirements, as specified in Section 114185.5, provided that
linens used in connection with the microenterprise home kitchen operation shall be laundered
separately from the household and other laundry.

(17) Requirements pertaining to water, plumbing, drainage, and waste, as specified in
Sections 114193, 114193.1, and 114245.7.

(18) Any requirement that a microenterprise home kitchen operation have more than one
toilet facility or that access to the toilet facility not require passage through the food
preparation, food storage, or utensil washing areas, including, but not limited to, the
requirements specified in Sections 114250 and 114276.

(19) Light intensity, light source, and lightbulb requirements, as specified in Sections 114252
and 114252.1, provided that food preparation areas are well lighted by natural or artificial
light whenever food is being prepared.

(20) Requirements to provide and use lockers, storage facilities, and designated dressing
areas, and that food facility premises be free of litter and items that are unnecessary to the
operation, as specified in Sections 114256.1 and 114257.1, provided that personal effects and
clothing not ordinarily found in a home kitchen are placed or stored away from food
preparation areas and dressing takes place outside of the kitchen.

(21) Limitations on the presence and handling of animals, such as domestic, service, or patrol
animals, as specified in Sections 114259.4 and 114259.5, provided that all animals are kept
outside of the kitchen during food service and preparation.

(22) Requirements pertaining to floor, wall, and ceiling surfaces, as specified in Sections
114268, 114269, and 114271, provided that the floor, wall, and ceiling surfaces of the
kitchen, storage, and toilet areas are smooth, of durable construction, and easily cleanable
with no limitations on the use of wood, tile, and other nonfiber floor surfaces ordinarily used in
residential settings.

(23) Any local evaluation or grading system for food facilities, as authorized by Section
113709.

(24) All prohibitions and limitations on the use of a kitchen in a private home as a food facility,
including, but not limited to, prohibitions and limitations specified in Section 114285, provided
that food is not prepared in designated sleeping quarters. Open kitchens adjacent to living and
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sleeping areas, kitchens in efficiency, studio, and loft-style residences, and kitchens without 
doors at all points of ingress and egress may be used in microenterprise home kitchen 
operations. 

(25) Planning and permitting provisions of Sections 114380 and 114381.2.

(c) A microenterprise home kitchen operation may operate an open-air barbecue or outdoor
wood-burning oven, pursuant to the requirements of Section 114143.
(d) The operator of a microenterprise home kitchen operation shall successfully pass an
approved and accredited food safety certification examination, as specified in Section 113947.1.
(e) Any individual, other than the operator, who is involved in the preparation, storage, or
service of food in a microenterprise home kitchen operation shall be subject to the food handler
card requirements specified in Section 113948.
(f) A microenterprise home kitchen operation shall only offer for sale or sell food that was
prepared during a food demonstration or preparation event to a consumer who was present at
that food demonstration or preparation event.
(Amended by Stats. 2019, Ch. 536, Sec. 4. (AB 377) Effective October 7, 2019.)

114367.2. 

(a) A microenterprise home kitchen operation shall not be open for business unless it has
obtained a permit issued from the enforcement agency.
(b) The department shall post on its internet website the requirements for the permitting of a
microenterprise home kitchen operation, pursuant to this chapter and any ordinance, resolution,
or rules adopted by any city, county, or city and county, that has authorized the permitting of
microenterprise home kitchen operations, which shall be written at a high school level.
(c) The applicant shall submit to the enforcement agency written standard operating procedures
that include all of the following information:

(1) All food types or products that will be handled.

(2) The proposed procedures and methods of food preparation and handling.

(3) Procedures, methods, and schedules for cleaning utensils, equipment, and for the disposal
of refuse.

(4) How food will be maintained at the required holding temperatures, as specified in Section
113996, pending pickup by consumer or during delivery.

(5) Days and times that the home kitchen may potentially be utilized as a microenterprise
home kitchen operation. The stated days and times are not binding on the permitholder and
shall be used for information purposes only.

(d) (1) The enforcement agency shall issue a permit after an initial inspection has determined
that the proposed microenterprise home kitchen operation and its method of operation comply
with the requirements of this chapter.

(2) An enforcement agency shall not require a microenterprise home kitchen operation to
comply with food safety requirements that are different from, or in addition to, the
requirements of this chapter.

(e) For purposes of permitting, the permitted area includes the home kitchen, onsite consumer
eating area, food storage, utensils and equipment, toilet room, janitorial or cleaning facilities,
and refuse storage area. Food operations shall not be conducted outside of the permitted areas.
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(f) An enforcement agency may require a microenterprise home kitchen operation to renew its
permit annually.
(g) A permit, once issued, is nontransferable. A permit shall be valid only for the person and
location specified by that permit, and, unless suspended or revoked for cause, for the time
period indicated.
(h) The permit, or an accurate copy thereof, shall be retained by the operator onsite and
displayed at all times the microenterprise home kitchen operation is in operation.
(i) An enforcement agency may collect a fee for the issuance of a permit pursuant to this
chapter in an amount that does not exceed the reasonable administrative costs by the
enforcement agency in issuing the permit.
(Amended by Stats. 2019, Ch. 536, Sec. 5. (AB 377) Effective October 7, 2019.)

114367.3. 

(a) Notwithstanding any other law, a microenterprise home kitchen operation shall only be
subject to the three following types of inspections by the enforcement agency:

(1) A routine inspection for the purpose of allowing the enforcement agency to observe the
permitholder engage in the usual activities of a microenterprise home kitchen operation,
including, but not limited to, active food preparation. The enforcement agency shall provide
notice to a permitholder before a routine inspection and shall conduct the routine inspection at
a mutually agreeable date and time. A microenterprise home kitchen operation shall not be
subject to more than one routine inspection within 12 months. This paragraph shall not be
deemed to require the enforcement agency to conduct a routine inspection.

(2) An investigation inspection for the purpose of allowing the enforcement agency to perform
an inspection when the enforcement agency has just cause that adulterated or otherwise
unsafe food has been produced or served by the microenterprise home kitchen operation or
that the permitholder has otherwise violated this part. One or more consumer complaints may
constitute just cause for an investigation inspection. The enforcement agency shall provide
notice to a permitholder before an investigation inspection and shall conduct the investigation
inspection at a mutually agreeable date and time.

(3) An emergency inspection for the purpose of allowing the enforcement agency to perform a
limited inspection when the enforcement agency has just cause that the microenterprise home
kitchen operation poses a serious hazard or immediate threat to public health. To the extent
that notice of an emergency inspection is reasonable under the circumstances, the
enforcement agency shall provide notice to a permitholder before an emergency inspection.
The scope of emergency inspection shall be limited in duration and scope to address the facts
giving just cause that the microenterprise home kitchen operation poses a serious hazard or
immediate threat to public health.

(b) The enforcement agency shall only inspect the permitted area of the microenterprise home
kitchen operation for the purpose of enforcing or administering this part.
(c) The enforcement agency may seek recovery from a microenterprise home kitchen operation
of an amount that does not exceed the enforcement agency’s reasonable costs of inspecting the
microenterprise home kitchen operation for compliance with this part if the microenterprise
home kitchen operation is found to be in violation of this part.
(Repealed and added by Stats. 2019, Ch. 536, Sec. 7. (AB 377) Effective October 7, 2019.)

114367.4. 
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(a) (1) A city, county, or city and county shall not prohibit the operation of, require a permit to
operate, require a rezone of the property for, or levy any fees on, or impose any other
restriction on, a microenterprise home kitchen operation in any residential dwelling for zoning
purposes. A microenterprise home kitchen operation shall be a permitted use of residential
property in any residential dwelling for zoning purposes if the microenterprise home kitchen
operation complies with both of the following criteria:

(A) Abstain from posting signage or other outdoor displays advertising the microenterprise
home kitchen operation.

(B) Be in compliance with applicable local noise ordinances.

(2) This subdivision does not supersede or otherwise limit the investigative and enforcement
authority of the city, county, or city and county with respect to violations of its nuisance
ordinances.

(b) The use of a residence for the purposes of a microenterprise home kitchen operation shall
not constitute a change of occupancy for purposes of the State Housing Law (Part 1.5
(commencing with Section 17910) of Division 13), or for purposes of local building and fire
codes.
(c) A microenterprise home kitchen operation shall be considered a residence for the purposes of
the State Uniform Building Standards Code and local building and fire codes.
(Amended by Stats. 2019, Ch. 497, Sec. 170. (AB 991) Effective January 1, 2020.)

114367.5. 

(a) A person delivering food on behalf of a microenterprise home kitchen operation with a permit
issued pursuant to Section 114367.2 shall be an employee of the microenterprise home kitchen
operation or a family member or household member of the permitholder.
(b) (1) Except as provided in paragraph (2), food produced in a microenterprise home kitchen
operation shall not be delivered by a third-party delivery service.

(2) (A) Food produced in a microenterprise home kitchen operation may be delivered by a
third-party delivery service to an individual who has a physical or mental condition that is a
disability which limits the individual’s ability to access the food without the assistance of a
third-party delivery service.

(B) A microenterprise home kitchen operation or an internet food service intermediary that
offers or facilitates food delivery pursuant to subparagraph (A) shall do all of the following:

(i) Record and maintain a record of the number and dates of food deliveries made
pursuant to subparagraph (A). A microenterprise home kitchen operation shall make the
record available to an enforcement agency pursuant to any inspection authorized
pursuant to Section 114367.3. An internet food service intermediary shall make the
record available to an enforcement agency upon request.

(ii) Clearly and conspicuously post on its internet website or mobile application
alongside any mention of third-party delivery options a notice that a third-party delivery
service is prohibited from delivering food except to an individual who has a physical or
mental condition that is a disability which limits the individual’s ability to access the
food without the assistance of a third-party delivery service.

6.1 MEHKO Presentation
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(C) Food delivery by a third-party delivery service pursuant to subparagraph (A) does not
apply to dine-in meals sold for consumption on the premises of a microenterprise home
kitchen or to cooking classes or demonstrations.

(Amended by Stats. 2019, Ch. 536, Sec. 8. (AB 377) Effective October 7, 2019.) 

114367.6. 

(a) An internet food service intermediary that lists or promotes a microenterprise home kitchen
operation on its internet website or mobile application shall meet all of the following
requirements:

(1) Be registered with the department. A registration, once issued, is nontransferable. A
registration shall be valid only for the person and type of business specified by that
registration, and unless suspended or revoked for cause by the department.

(2) Prior to the listing or publication of a microenterprise home kitchen operation’s offer of
food for sale, clearly and conspicuously post on its internet website or mobile application the
requirements for the permitting of a microenterprise home kitchen specified in this chapter,
which shall be written at the high school level and be provided by the department.

(3) Clearly and conspicuously post on its internet website or mobile application the fees
associated with using its platform and fees associated with third-party delivery service
pursuant to paragraph (2) of subdivision (b) of Section 114367.5 in a manner that allows both
the consumer and the microenterprise home kitchen operation to see and understand the
amount being charged for the services provided by the internet food service intermediary. The
internet food service intermediary shall notify the microenterprise home kitchen operation of
any changes to these fees exceeding a 2-percent increase in writing and no later than one
month before the changes take effect.

(4) Clearly and conspicuously post on its internet website or mobile application whether or not
it has liability insurance that would cover any incidence arising from the sale or consumption
of food listed or promoted on its internet website or mobile application.

(5) Provide a dedicated field on its platform for a microenterprise home kitchen operation to
post the permit number and the name of the enforcement agency that issued the permit.

(6) Clearly and conspicuously post on its internet website or mobile application how a
consumer can contact the internet food service intermediary through its internet website or
mobile application if the consumer has a food safety or hygiene complaint and a link to the
department’s internet website that contains information for how to file a complaint with the
enforcement agency.

(7) Submit the name and permit number of a microenterprise home kitchen operation to the
enforcement agency that issued the permit to the microenterprise home kitchen operation if
the internet food service intermediary receives, through its internet website or mobile
application, three or more unrelated individual food safety or hygiene complaints in a calendar
year from consumers that have made a purchase through its internet website or mobile
application. The internet food service intermediary shall submit this information to the
enforcement agency within two weeks of the third complaint received.

(8) If it is notified by the enforcement agency of significant food safety related complaints
from a verified consumer that has made a purchase through its internet website or mobile

6.1 MEHKO Presentation
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application, submit to the enforcement agency the name and permit number of the 
microenterprise home kitchen operation where the food was purchased, and a list of 
consumers who purchased food on the same day from that microenterprise home kitchen 
operation through its internet website or mobile application. 

(9) Prior to the listing or publication of a microenterprise home kitchen operation’s offer of
food for sale, obtain consent from the microenterprise home kitchen operation to make the
disclosures to government entities required pursuant to this section.

(10) Shall not permit the use of the word “catering” or any variation of that word in a listing or
publication of a microenterprise home kitchen operation’s offer of food for sale.

(11) Shall not use, or knowingly facilitate the use of, a third-party delivery service for food
produced by the microenterprise home kitchen operation, except as authorized pursuant to
paragraph (2) of subdivision (b) of Section 114367.5.

(b) For purposes of this chapter, an “internet food service intermediary” means an entity that
provides a platform on its internet website or mobile application through which a microenterprise
home kitchen operation may choose to offer food for sale and from which the internet food
service intermediary derives revenues, including, but not limited to, revenues from advertising
and fees for services offered to a microenterprise home kitchen operation. Services offered by
an internet food service intermediary to a microenterprise home kitchen operation may include,
but are not limited to, allowing a microenterprise home kitchen operation to advertise its food
for sale and providing a means for potential consumers to arrange payment for the food,
whether the consumer pays directly to the microenterprise home kitchen operation or to the
internet food service intermediary. Merely publishing an advertisement for the microenterprise
home kitchen operation or food cooked therein does not make the publisher an internet food
service intermediary.
(c) (1) A microenterprise home kitchen operation that advertises to the public, including, but not
limited to, advertising by website, internet, social media platform, newspaper, newsletter, or
other public announcement, shall include all of the following within the advertisement:

(A) Name of the enforcement agency that issued the permit.

(B) Permit number.

(C) Statement that the food prepared is “Made in a Home Kitchen” in a clear and
conspicuous font and location within a written advertisement and an audible and
comprehensible manner in a verbal advertisement.

(2) A microenterprise home kitchen operation shall not use the word “catering” or any
variation of that word in an advertisement relating to the microenterprise home kitchen
operation’s offer of food for sale.

(Amended by Stats. 2019, Ch. 536, Sec. 9. (AB 377) Effective October 7, 2019.) 

6.1 MEHKO Presentation
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January 22, 2026                                  PC Exhibit 1 

Project:  Blake GPA/ZA 
File: 1705 
Staff Rec. No.: 1241 
Request: General Plan-Zone Amendment; and 

Williamson Act Contract Amendment 
Location: 222 Lemmon Canyon Road, Sierraville 
APN: 018-030-005 & 018-030-006 
Planner: Corri Jimenez 

 
Property Owner Applicant 
Lucy Blake 
P.O. Box 326 
Sierraville, CA 96126 

 
Same 

 
1. Staff Recommendation 
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission recommend approval of the project to the 
Board of Supervisors to amend the Sierra County General Plan and rezone 562 ac. from General 
Forest to Timber Production Zone (TPZ). Additionally, the Blake Williamson Act contract (92-032) will 
need to be amended to reduce the affected acreage from ±1,400 acres to 878 acres (see PC 
Exhibit 2-3).   
 
2. Project Description 
The Applicant is requesting three (3) entitlements: 

• General Plan Amendment [Agriculture →Forest) 
• Zone Amendment [General Forest → TPZ] 
• Williamson Act Contract 92-023 Amendment, removing 562 ac. of proposed TPZ lands. 

The proposed project involves a General Plan Amendment to convert a 640-acre parcel and an 
80-ac. portion of a 620-ac. parcel, both designated as “Agriculture” in the Sierra County General 
Plan (1996) into “Forest” to rezone 562 ac. from General Forest into the Timber Production Zone 
(TPZ) District.  The parcels are in a Williamson Act contract, which will need to be amended.  The 
Planning Commission shall conduct a public hearing and make a recommendation to the Board 
of Supervisors on the proposed General Plan Amendment/Zone Amendment. The Williamson Act 
contract amendment will be recommended to the Board of Supervisors, in accordance with the 
procedures established in Board Resolution No. 2000-137. 

 
3. Setting and Background 
The project site is the Lemmon Canyon Ranch located at 222 Lemmon Canyon Road, about a 
half mile east of the community of Sierraville, off Highway 49 and north of the Sierra Hot Springs 
resort (see Figure 1).  The proposed project area involves two distinct parcels (APN 018-030-005 
and 018-030-006) as part of a large ranch that totals ±1,454.5 acres.  The area proposed to be re-
zoned into the Timber Production Zone (TPZ) is vacant and undeveloped as forested hillside on 
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the edge of the Sierra Valley floor; only 562 ac. portion of the larger ranch is proposed to be 
rezoned into TPZ. 

As a large ranch, there is a single-family residence used as a short-term rental property (Permit 
#STR-005), two 1870s heavy timber-framed barns associated with the Lemmon-Blinman Ranch 
(located on APN 018-030-005, and an agricultural well (Permit #03007) located on this parcel, 
added in 2003—all outside the proposed project area (see Figure 1).   

 
Figure 1.  Lemmon Canyon Ranch Map (Sierra Co. GIS/Google Earth). Proposed Project area in red and the 
black outline area is the total area owned by the applicant, included in the Williamson Act contract.  

Gifford & Edith Webber ran a cattle ranch on the property in 1976 and placed over 3,040 ac. into 
California Land Conservation (“Williamson Act”) contracts (77-1 and 77-7) that includes the 720-
acre project area.  These two contracts were amended later when the larger ranch was divided 
up among adjacent ranchers.  The applicant, Lucy Blake, bought the property in 1988 and in 1992, 
she amended the existing contracts and entered it into a new Williamson Act contract (92-032) 
(see PC Exhibit 4).   

On November 15, 2010, the applicant placed the two parcels under a conservation easement, 
which is held by Pacific Forest Trust, Inc. (see PC Exhibit 5).  In 2014, Registered Forester Danielle 
Bradfield wrote a Forest Management Plan for the applicant, a requirement to add land into the 
TPZ (see PC Exhibit 6). 

In April 2022, the applicant applied to rezone portions of her ranch from General Forest into TPZ. 
The project was set for the January 12, 2023 Planning Commission meeting but was quickly put on 
hold by the applicant. Staff had determined that not all the proposed land met the minimum 
qualifications to be rezoned TPZ as “Site Class III” or better-quality timberland. The applicant asked 
for her project to be put on hold for additional analysis from her forester.  The property was re-
studied, and a more detailed survey was conducted identifying only these portions of the property 
that met the standards for TPZ land as a rezone. The verdict of the new study is presented in this 
staff recommendation as PC Exhibit 3 and below Figure 3. 

 

 

Proposed 
project  
(720 ac.) 

Lemmon 
Canyon Ranch  
(1,454.5 ac.) 

APN 018-
030-002 APN 018-

030-005 
APN 018-
030-006 
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Existing General Plan land use and Zoning districts for the site and surrounding vicinity follow: 

 Existing Use General Plan Zoning 
Subject Site Forest 

Management/Grazing Agriculture General Forest 

North Forest/USFS Forest General Forest 
South Sierra Hot Springs Resort Forest General Forest 
East Forest Forest General Forest 
West Farmland-Grazing Agriculture Agriculture 

Table 1—Adjacent parcels zoning and General Plan designation.   

4. Analysis and Findings  
4.1 General Plan Analysis  
Initially, it was believed that the proposed rezone from General Forest to Timber Production Zone 
was thought to be is compatible and consistent with the underlying General Plan (1996) land use 
designation, which is “Forest.”  However, the Sierra County General Plan, upon closer analysis, 
records the proposed project area as “Agriculture,” visible as a hatched area (see Figure 2).   It is 
unclear why this area was designated in the General Plan as “Agriculture,” even though it appears 
to be a forested hillside area.  This apparent mapping discrepancy may have been due to limited 
technology and aerial imagery at the time.  The General Plan was last updated in 1996, when, in 
fact, the entire ranch was under a Williamson Act contract. It is believed that this fact was 
overlooked when the General Plan was being updated. 

 
Figure 2. General Plan Map (1996). Note, White Dashed area is the proposed project area. 
 
The applicant is therefore proposing to amend the Sierra County General Plan from “Agriculture” 
to “Forest” on an 80-ac. portion of APN 018-030-005, and the entire 640 ac. sectional parcel of 
APN 018-030-006, equaling a total of 720 ac. By amending the General Plan, the project area will 
accurately reflect its real land use as forested land and be compatible with both the existing zone 
(General Forest District) and the proposed zoning (TPZ).  Everything north, east, and south around 
the project area is identified in the General Plan as “Forest,” and only lands west of the project 
area will remain designated as “Agriculture” (see Figure 2).  This General Plan Amendment will 
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better reflect the actual character of the natural resources (timberland instead of agricultural 
land) and will allow it to be rezoned into TPZ, as desired.     

When comparing the General Plan land use policies for “Agriculture” vs. “Forest,” both cite similar 
goals as “resource protection,” just with a differing resource under protection.   Both include 
resource viability, resource management, extraction activities, and location outside the 
community areas, plus the exclusion of urban development (General Plan, pgs. 1-73 to 1-75).   

Staff notes the resource protection policies for both Agriculture and Forest are similar and the 
proposed General Plan amendment will have no significant impact or change to the allowable 
land uses within this project area.  The main distinctions are between forestry and logging 
compared to. other growth and harvesting of other kinds of agricultural food and fiber.  In 
addition, the General Plan’s Land Use Goal #2 states, “provide that area outside of Community 
Influence Areas be maintained for natural resource industry growth and enhancement, for 
protection of the County’s rural lifestyle, and for protection of environmental quality” (General 
Plan, 1-51).  This General Plan amendment will meet this goal. Staff determines the proposed 
General Plan change as a good fit for the proposed rezone into TPZ, as well as desirable land uses 
for this area, and compatible with surrounding land uses. 

4.2 Zoning Analysis 
The original proposed project, submitted in 2022, represented an 80-ac. portion of a 632.60 ac. 
parcel (APN 018-030-005) and the entire adjacent 640-ac. sectional square (018-030-006), which 
totaled 720 ac. (see Figures 3-4).   The project area is currently zoned General Forest District (GF), 
and (portions of) the land qualifies to go into the Timber Production Zone (TPZ), after the General 
Plan Amendment is approved.  The applicant/landowner initially stated in her zone amendment 
application: 

We are requesting a zone amendment for 720 acres from General Forest to TPZ because it is 
consistent with the use of this property.  There are no structures on this acreage and the land is 
used solely for timber production and low impact recreation.  Timber harvest is consistent with the 
performance goal specified in the easement on the property…This zone change is compatible 
with surrounding properties and accurate for the intended use of the property. 

Upon review of the applicant’s Timberland Management Plan, the entire 720 acres proposed to 
be rezoned into TPZ did not meet the required timberland Site Class III or better specifications in 
both the county’s TPZ ordinance and the statue of the Timberland Production Act of 1982.  Only 
562 acres are eligible to be rezoned into TPZ.  TPZ as a zoning district has permitted uses that 
principally include management of the land and forests for commercial production and 
harvesting of forest products (see Sierra County Code §15.12.310(D)). The geographic area 
surrounding the proposed project area, which is predominantly owned by the U.S. Forest Service, 
is also compatible with the timber harvesting industry.    

Since January 2023, staff have been communicating with the applicant and her registered 
forester, Danielle Bradfield, to get adequate maps that reflect the TPZ requirements that can 
sustainably harvest trees and the exact acreage that was eligible to be rezoned.  In November 
2025, Ms. Bradfield provided the necessary information to move forward with the application, and 
for staff to support a recommendation of approval.  The revised zone amendment map reflecting 
this more detailed analysis and newly proposed “split” zoning, is depicted in Figure 5 below.  Staff 
agrees that rezoning from GF to TPZ is compatible specifically for timber harvesting, which is what 
the applicant is proposing.  However, the requested acreage in the applicant’s original 
application for 720 ac. was revised by the applicant’s forester to reflect what was actually eligible 
(aka 562 ac.) (see Figure 5).   
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Figure 3.  Existing Zoning.   

 
Figure 4.  Previous Proposed Zoning, per Applicant’s original application.   

 Proposed 
project area 

 Proposed 
project area 
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Figure 5.  Proposed TPZ map (Source: Danielle Bradfield, Registered Forester) (see PC Exhibit 3).   
 

4.3 Timber Production Zone (TPZ), per SCC 15.12.310(I) 
For the TPZ District, there are certain parcel qualifications that are included in Sierra County Code 
§15.12.310(I).  There are six (6) findings that need to be met to qualify to be rezoned into TPZ: 

Finding 1: The land shall be site quality Class III or higher according to the rating 
classification of the State Board of Forestry. 

Evidence: The applicant’s Registered Forester, Danielle Bradfield, surveyed the project area 
for site-qualified Class III or higher timberland in 2014, as well as provided staff with a 
detailed map in November 2025 of what she recommended to be rezoned into TPZ (see 
Figure 5).  Within the 720-ac. project area, 562 ac. are eligible to be in TPZ.  

Finding 2: The land shall meet or exceed minimum parcel size specified by this title [i.e., min. 
80 ac.]. 

Evidence: Per the TPZ requirements, the qualified land to be included in TPZ exceeds the 
minimum acreage and includes an 80-ac. portion of APN 018-030-005 and a 482-ac portion 
of APN 018-030-006, totaling 562 acres (see Figure 5). It should be noted that within the 
proposed 80-acre portion of APN 018-030-005, there is an “island” of approximately 10 acres 
that may not strictly meet the “Site Class III” requirements; but after further review and 
discussion, staff is of the opinion that it would be preferable to zone this portion as TPZ rather 
than carve out a small 10-ac. area to be split-zoned General Forest plus difficult to 
delineate on zoning maps.  Ms. Bradfield, who is also under contract as the Sierra County 
Forester, concurred with staff on this decision. On the larger adjacent 640-ac. parcel (APN 
018-030-006), Ms. Bradfield calculated that 482 ac. qualified as Class III or better; therefore, 
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staff’s recommendation is that 158 ac. would remain in General Forest and not be rezoned 
into TPZ.  If the property is rezoned from GF into TPZ, the proposed project is compatible with 
this finding (see Section 4.5 below).  

Finding 3: The existing uses shall be compatible, permitted, or conditional uses as set forth in 
this chapter. 

Evidence: The existing uses, as forest land, are compatible with the current zoning district, 
“General Forest,” and the surrounding parcels located north, east, and south of the 
property.  

Finding 4: The parcel shall meet the timber stocking standards as set forth in Cal. Pub. Res. 
Code §4561 and the forest practice rules adopted by the State Board of Forestry for the 
district in which the parcel is located, or the owner must sign an agreement with the Board 
to meet such stocking standards and forest practice rules by the fifth anniversary of the 
signing of such agreement.  If the parcel upon the fifth anniversary of the signing of such 
agreement, has been determined by the Board not to meet the sticking standards in effect 
on the date that the agreement was signed, the Board shall immediately rezone the parcel 
and specify a new zone for the parcel, which is in conformance with the county general 
plan and whose primary uses are other than timberland. 

Evidence: On January 14, 2026, the applicant provided staff justification via email per the 
Forest Management Plan that states, “an area covered by a timber harvesting plan shall be 
classified as acceptably stocked if either of the following conditions exist within five years 
after completion of timber operations: The average stocking rate of trees needs to have an 
average point count of 300 per acre with trees less than 4in dbh counting as 1 point, and 
trees between 4-12in dbh counting as 3 points, and trees 12+in as 6 points. OR The average 
residual basal area, measured in stems one inch or larger in diameter is at least 85 square 
feet per acre, except that in areas that the registered professional forester who prepares 
the timber harvesting plan has determined are site II classification or lower, the minimum 
average residual basal area shall be 50 square feet per acre.”   

Additionally, the applicant stated, “These conditions are true for the area that is specified to 
become TPZ. Growth data for the Lemon Canyon Ranch was gathered via increment core 
samples from each diameter group. The samples were analyzed to determine the periodic 
annual increment of the stands. The periodic growth rate was calculated at 205 board feet 
per acre per year.  As described in the Lemon Canyon Ranch Forest Management Plan the 
basal area of the merchantable stands at Lemon Canyon ranch range from 140-215 
square feet of basal area per acre, greatly exceeding the minimum required standard of 85 
square feet per acre.” 

Finding 5: A plan for forest management of the parcel shall be prepared or approved as to 
content by a registered professional forester.  Such plan shall provide for the eventual 
harvest of timberland within a reasonable period of time as determined by the registered 
professional forester.   

Evidence: Per the TPZ requirements, the applicant hired a professional registered forester, 
Danielle Bradford, who wrote a Timber Management Plan in 2014 (see PC Exhibit 6).   

Finding 6: The owner of the parcel shall accomplish or be in the process of accomplishing 
any three of the following:  

a. Conducted commercial harvesting operations on the property. 

b. Provide legal and physical access to the property so commercial operations can 
be carried out.  

c. Located the boundaries of the property.   



 
Sierra County Planning Commission Staff Rec. #1241 – Blake GPA ZA WA amendment 
January 22, 2026 Page | 8 

d. Conducted disease or insect control work on the property.  

e. Performed thinnings, slash disposal, pruning and other appropriate silvicultural 
work on the property.  

f. Developed a fire protection system on the property or has a functioning fire 
protection plan.  

g. Provided for erosion control on existing roads and skid trails, and has maintained 
existing roads.   

h. Planted a significant portion of the unstocked areas of the parcel.  

Evidence for Finding (a): The applicant provided no knowledge if commercial harvesting 
operations have been conducted.   

Evidence for Finding (b): On January 14, 2026, the applicant provided staff justification via 
email that states, “USFS Road 650, a seasonal public road, provides the main access to the 
ranch ownership. The Lemon Canyon Ranch ownership contains approximately 3.5 miles of 
additional private roads that are seasonal roads with native surface. These roads were 
improved approximately 5 years ago by improving stream crossings and removing 
vegetation to facilitate access. The 3.5 mile road network within the Lemon Canyon Ranch 
ownership is sufficient for current and future forest management activities. These roads have 
historically been used for commercial logging operations.” 

Evidence for Finding (c): On January 14, 2026, the applicant provided staff justification via 
email that states, “Property corners for the Lemon Canyon Ranch ownership have 
been established through previous legal land surveys. The Property partially borders the 
U.S. Forest Service’s Tahoe National Forest to the north and south, and is fully bordered 
by Forest Service lands to the east; the Property partially borders private lands to the 
north and south, and is fully bordered by private lands to the west.” 

Evidence for Finding (d): On January 14, 2026, the applicant provided staff justification via 
email that states, “The property is regularly monitored for insect outbreaks. In 2021 a small 
grouping of Jeffrey Pine was found to be affected by Western Pine beetles. The affected 
trees were cut, sectioned, and tarped on site. The trees were kept tarped for over one year 
to destroy any beetle larvae or eggs. The outbreak was contained with remaining trees in 
the surrounding area now showing no beetle damage.” 

Evidence for Finding (e): On January 14, 2026, the applicant provided staff justification via 
email that states, “Thinning and pruning in sequential forested areas of the property were 
conducted 2014-2020. Future conditions conducive to the establishment of 
natural regeneration are planned to be created through proposed precommercial thinning 
operations.” 

Evidence for Finding (f): On January 14, 2026, the applicant provided staff justification via 
email that states “In accordance with the ranch's Forest Management Plan, fire protection 
practices aim to reduce the horizontal and vertical continuity of fuels. Native surface fuels, 
including sage, Greenleaf manzanita, and down trees, along with other ladder fuels such as 
small, suppressed trees, are reduced via removal for the purposes of fuels reduction. On the 
Ranch ownership, the current fuels risk is the significant ladder fuels composed of 
suppressed and intermediate trees, created through overly dense conifer stocking. These 
fuels will be reduced during pre-commercial thinning activities, which will target suppressed 
and intermediate trees for removal, leaving the largest, most fire resilient trees of the best 
phenotype in the residual stand. More specifics on the ranch's fire protection plan can be 
found beginning on page 35 of the Forest Management Plan.” 
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Evidence for Finding (g): On January 14, 2026, the applicant provided staff justification via 
email that states, “As described in the Forest Management Plan, Surface erosion 
following equipment use shall be abated by installation of standard waterbars on any 
tractor road or private road utilized by the equipment during site preparation. To prevent 
surface erosion within the ownership, all roads and tractor roads utilized as part of 
operations will have water bars installed. Soil compaction within the ownership will be 
avoided by not allowing equipment operations during saturated soil conditions. Further, the 
operating surface of logging roads and landings shall be utilized only when stable. Stable 
operating surface means that the logging road or landing surface does not either (1) 
generate waterborne sediment in amounts sufficient to cause a turbidity increase in 
drainage facilities that discharge into Class I, II, III, or IV waters or, that is visible or would 
violate applicable water quality requirements; or 2) channel water for more than 50 feet 
that is discharged into Class I, II, III, or IV waters. This restriction applies to the entire operating 
period. 

Evidence for Finding (h): The applicant has not started the process of planting on the 
parcels. 

4.4 Williamson Act Contract Analysis 
The proposed project area is within an existing Williamson Act contract (92-032) approved by the 
Board of Supervisors on February 18, 1992 (see PC Exhibit 4).  The contract was for “approximately 
1,440 ac.,” but more precisely mapped as 1,454.5 ac. (see Figure 6).   

In accordance with Sierra County Board of Resolution 2000-137, local policies and procedures for 
implementing the Williamson Act program in Sierra County, only the Board of Supervisors may 
amend a Williamson Act contract, in addition, the Board of Supervisors shall do the following after 
receiving a report and recommendation from the Open Space Screening Committee (OSSC); 
and, after proper notice, has conducted a public hearing on the proposed alteration; and, after 
finding that the proposed action is in the public interest and is consistent with the Land 
Conservation Act, the Farmland Security Zone program, and this policy (Resolution 2000-137), 
render its decision whether or not to amend the contract. 

 
Figure 6.  Existing Williamson Act map (Contract 92-032).  Proposed project area in red.   
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In 2022, the applicant initially requested to put 720 ac. into Timber Production Zone; however, only 
562 ac. qualified (see above 4.3 Timber Production Zone).  Ultimately, lands rezoned as TPZ should 
be removed from the existing Williamson Act contract.  Staff concurs that the amended project 
area, whether it be for agricultural land in a Williamson Act contract or harvesting timber land 
zoned TPZ, is compatible uses that provide for resource protection and extraction.   After the 
rezone into TPZ, the resulting acreage held in the Williamson Act contract will be ±878 ac., which 
exceeds the minimum 160 ac. size for grazing under Resolution 2000-137.  

Last, staff met on January 5, 2026, with Sierra County’s Open Space Screening Committee (OSSC) 
to discuss amending the existing Williamson Act contract. The Committee recommended per 
Governmental Code §51236 to have the applicant petition and cancel the existing contract and 
enter a new Williamson Act contract with the County. Staff has communicated with the applicant 
that a petition is required to rezone the acreage into TPZ.  Per the Government Code §51246, TPZ 
land cannot be included in a Williamson Act contract; therefore, a new contract will need to be 
approved by the Board of Supervisors.   

4.5 Environmental Analysis 
Per California Senate Bill 18, Government Code §65352.3 and §65352.4, all General Plan 
Amendments require the lead agency to consult with Native American tribes within the project 
area. On May 31, 2022, staff commenced the 90-day tribal consultation (SB-18) process for the 
General Plan Amendment component of the project.  Staff contacted the Native American 
Heritage Commission (NAHC), requesting a list of Native American tribes in the project area.     

On June 1, 2022, the NAHC responded they had received staff’s request and estimated a 
response to the county within 6-8 weeks with a list of Native American tribal contacts in the project 
area.  On July 14, 2022, staff received a formal list of contacts (see PC Exhibit 7).  This list included 
six (6) contacts associated with four (4) Native American Tribes.   On August 1, 2022, staff routed 
the proposed project to these four Native American Tribes and requested if they wished to consult 
(see PC Exhibit 8).  These tribes included the Greenville Rancheria of Maidu Indians, Tsi Akim Maidu, 
Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California, and Nevada City Rancheria Nisenan.  Staff received no 
response as formal comment to consult on the proposed project. 

In addition to requesting Native American tribal consultation with local tribes and the NAHC, the 
proposed project was routed to over twenty-eight (28) commenting agencies and county 
departments between August 1, 2022 to August 15, 2022 (see PC Exhibit 9).  Staff received “no 
comment” responses from Sierra County agencies that include Department of Public Works, 
Treasurer-Tax Collection, Environmental Health Department, County Forester, County Surveyor, 
Sierra County Historical Society, and the Sierra County Fire Safe Council.   AT&T also provided “no 
response” comments.  Staff routed the project to the Northeast Information Center (NEIC) and 
received a short report back indicating there were no known historic or prehistoric resources within 
the project area.  It should be noted that there was a cultural resource survey done by the 
applicant’s forester, Danielle Bradfield, which was a part of the Timber Management Plan and 
archaeological resources were located. 

Since no governmental agencies indicated concerns over the proposed project, staff feels the 
project is adequately vetted under both CEQA and county procedures that the preliminary 
determination that the project is exempt under CEQA from further environmental review is 
appropriate.   

The proposed project overall is statutory exempt under CEQA per California Government Code 
§51119.5 as parceled land being rezoned into the Timber Production Zone District (see 4.4 Timber 
Production Zone).  In addition, the project is statutory exempt per the “common sense” exemption 
found in CEQA Guidelines §15601(b)(3).  With no comments of concern from either Native 
American Tribes or any federal, state, local, or non-governmental commenting agencies, staff 
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concludes there is no substantial evidence on the record that the proposed project may have a 
significant adverse effect on the environment. 
   
5. Staff Recommendations 
Staff recommends that the Planning Commission take the following actions: 

A. Adopt the Analyses and Findings contained in this staff report. 

B. Find that a statutory exemption under Governmental Code Section 51119 and “Common 
Sense” exemption found in CEQA Guidelines Section 15601(b)(3) is appropriate under 
CEQA for this project. 

C. Recommend that the Board of Supervisors approve the GPA/ZA and Williamson Act 
contract amendment as presented in the application, subject to the following conditions 
of approval: 
1. Applicant/Owner is responsible for paying all appropriate fees charged by the 

County and other Special Districts and agencies providing services in the processing 
of this entitlement.  Payment of any outstanding balance in excess of the initial 
processing deposit collected with the original application shall be made prior to the 
recordation of the General Plan Amendment/Zone Amendment/Williamson Act 
contract amendment.   

6. Summary 
Planning staff has reviewed the applicant’s request for a General Plan Amendment, Zone 
Amendment, and Williamson Act Contract amendment.  The project has been analyzed for 
compliance with the policies and goals of the Sierra County General Plan, the Zoning Code, and 
the California Environmental Quality Act.  The project is compatible with the surrounding land use 
and will not have a significant impact on the environment.  Staff recommends approval of the 
proposed project, as amended, and presented in this staff report. 

7. Recommended Motion 
Should the Planning Commission agree with staff’s recommendation, the following motion is 
suggested: 
 
 
 
 
 
8. PC Exhibit Index 

PC Exhibit 1 Staff Report, Staff Recommendation #1241. 
PC Exhibit 2 Draft Planning Commission Resolution, 2026-__. 
PC Exhibit 3 Timber Production Zone Map, Lemmon Canyon Ranch, provided by Danielle 

Bradfield, November 2025. 
PC Exhibit 4 California Land Conservation/Williamson Act contract, Blake 92-032, approved 

February 18, 1992. 
PC Exhibit 5 Pacific Forest Trust LLC conservation easement deed, approved on November 

29, 2010. 
PC Exhibit 6 Timber Management Plan, Danielle Bradfield (2014), minus sensitive 

archaeological information.   
PC Exhibit 7 Native American Heritage Commission and Tribal contact response letters, 

August 1, 2022. 
PC Exhibit 8 Sierra County Early Routing to Commenting Agencies, August 1, 2022. 

“I move that the Planning Commission recommend approval to the Board of Supervisors of the 
Blake General Plan Amendment/Zone Amendment project, as amended, consistent with staff 
report and recommendation 1241, and adopt the findings contained therein.” 
 



 

 

PLANNING COMMISSION  
COUNTY OF SIERRA 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
 

RESOLUTION NO.  2026-_ _ 
 

IN THE MATTER OF RECOMMENDING TO  
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS APPROVAL OF A  

GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT AND ZONE AMENDMENT  
OF A PORTION OF APN 018-030-006 AND APN 018-030-005 

INTO TIMBER PRODUCTION ZONE 
 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Sierra County Code Sections 21.05.040 and 15.32.020(A), the Sierra 
County Planning Department received applications for a General Plan Amendment and Zone 
Amendment from property owner, Lucy Blake, requesting to amend the General Plan land use 
designations from Agriculture to Forest on an 80 ac. portion of APN 018-030-005 and the entire 
parcel of APN 018-030-006; and to rezone 562 acres from General Forest (GF) District into 
Timberland Production Zone (TPZ) District; and  

WHEREAS, the proposed project is located on real property outside the community influence area 
of Sierraville, at 222 Lemmon Canyon Road, Sierraville in unincorporated Sierra County; and, 

WHEREAS, the parcels in question are part of an existing California Land Conservation Act 
“Williamson Act” Contract (no. 92-032) covering approximately 1,455 acres; and the Williamson 
Act Contract is proposed to be amended to remove the lands proposed for TPZ out of said contract, 
concurrent with this action if approved by the Board of Supervisors; and, 

WHEREAS, the same property is also restricted by a Conservation Easement held by The Pacific 
Forest Trust (Sierra County Doc. # 2010155316); but this conservation easement does not prohibit or 
significantly inhibit the growing and harvesting of timber, and the land uses constrained by this 
conservation easement remain compatible with the purpose and intent of both the TPZ ordinance and 
General Plan policies for this area; and, 

WHEREAS, the Planning Department analyzed the proposed project for consistency with the 
policies of the Sierra County General Plan, the Sierra County Zoning, the California Environmental 
Quality Act, and all other applicable state and local regulations; and, finding that certain portions of 
APN 018-030-006 did not meet the minimum standards for timberland of Site Class III or better, did 
recommend that only 562 acres of the total 720 acres that were originally proposed, should be 
rezoned into TPZ; and, 

WHEREAS, the Sierra County Planning Department consulted with the Native American Heritage 
Commission per Senate Bill 18 (SB18) for a minimum of 90-days beginning June 1, 2022, as well as 
routed the project to commenting agencies and departments between August 1 to August 15, 2022.  
No comments were received concurring potential environmental impacts or impacts to Native 
American sites or resources; and, 

WHEREAS, the Sierra County Planning Commission on January 22, 2026, held a duly noticed 
public hearing as required by law, and in full and careful consideration of: the applicant’s request, 
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commenting agencies and public comments, Planning Department staff’s report and 
Recommendation No. 1241, and the whole record, did determine to report and make 
recommendation on the proposed project to the Board of Supervisors as required by Sierra County 
Code Sections 15.32.040 and 21.05.050. 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Sierra County Planning Commission hereby 
adopts the analysis and findings contained in Staff Recommendation No. 1241, including a finding 
that the proposed project is Statutorily Exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) under California Government Code Section 51119.5 and CEQA Guidelines Section 
15601(b)(3) (the “common sense exemption”); and does hereby report its findings and 
recommendation to the Board of Supervisors that it should: (1) approve the proposed General Plan 
Amendment application on the full 720 acres identified in the application and staff report, from 
Agriculture to Forest land use designation; and (2) approve in part the application to rezone the 
same from General Forest (GF) District to Timberland Production Zone (TPZ), to include a portion 
of APN 018-030-005, consisting of 80 acres; and a portion of APN 018-030-006 consisting of 
approximately 482 acres of Site Class III or better timberlands, for a total of 562 acres to be zoned 
TPZ, as shown on the proposed Zoning Map Exhibit 3, attached hereto.  

Adopted by the Planning Commission of the County of Sierra, State of California, on the 22nd day 
of January 2026 by the following vote: 
 
 
AYES:     
NOES:    
ABSTAIN:   
ABSENT:   
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
                                                                                                               
Brandon W. Pangman        
Secretary, Planning Commission    Chair, Planning Commission 
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Source: Esri, Maxar, Earthstar Geographics, and the GIS User Community
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California Cooperative Forest 
Management 

Plan   
(electronic) 

(Version 7-5-2012) 

Property Name:  LEMON CANYON RANCH     

Property Location Address:  Lemon Canyon Ranch Road 

Owner Name (s):  Lucy Blake 

Plan Author: Danielle E. Bradfield 

Signature:___________________________________________________ 

Phone: (530)927-7095  RPF#: 2808 

This  management  plan  outlines  the  conditions  and  capability  of  property  resources,  documents  the  landowner’s  objectives 
and decisions and identifies potential resource improvement projects. It is meant to be a flexible and educational document 
that considers a planning horizon of at least 5 years but may include objectives that require a much longer time period.  

This management plan template meets management plan requirements for grant agreements and other provisions available 
through CAL FIRE, NRCS, USFS, and the American Tree Farm Association.  Signature Pages are provided to document 
acceptance of this management plan in meeting those requirements.       

This management plan is a tool for and belongs to the landowner.  Signatures are only required for that entity providing 
funding as requested by the landowner. 
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SIGNATURES AND APPROVALS 
This Forest Management Plan is provided as a guide to help you accomplish the objectives that you have for 
your forest. This Forest Management Plan will guide you in achieving the benefits of managing your forest and 
forest related resources.  With this Forest Management Plan, you are eligible to participate in the California 
Department of Forestry and Fire Protections California Forest Improvement Program (CFIP), US Forest 
Service’s  Forest  Stewardship  Program  (USFS),  the  American  Forest  Foundation’s  American  Tree  Farm  
System (ATFS) and The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) programs.  This plan will need to be 
reviewed and approved by representatives for each of the programs that are providing funding.   

I have reviewed this plan and approve its content. 

________________________ 
Landowner (s)   Date 

USFS Forest Stewardship Program 
I certify that this Forest Management Plan meets the requirements of the federal Forest Stewardship 
Program. 

________________________  
Plan Preparer                       Date 

I certify that this Forest Management Plan meets the requirements of the federal Forest Stewardship 
Program. 

________________________ 
Stewardship Forester                       Date 

Forest Stewardship Tracking Number: _______ 

NRCS Cost Share Programs including EQIP 
I certify that this Forest Management Plan meets the requirements of the USDA-NRCS Programs 
and/or the Quality Criteria for forest activity plans in Section III of the USDA NRCS Field Office 
Technical Guide. 

_____________________ 
Technical Service Provider        Date                                                         RPF Number   

I certify that this Forest Management Plan meets the requirements of the USDA-NRCS Programs 
and/or the Quality Criteria for forest activity plans in Section III of the USDA NRCS Field Office 
Technical Guide. 

________________________ 
District Conservationist                          Date 

ATFS Program 
I certify that this Forest Management Plan meets the requirements of the American Forest 
Foundation’s  American  Tree  Farm  System.     

_____________________ 
ATFS Inspecting Forester         Date   Number   

Certified Tree Farm Number: (e.g. AL 1234) _______ Date of ATFS Certification: _______ 
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CAL FIRE CFIP MANAGEMENT PLAN CERTIFICATION PAGE 
California Registered Professional Forester (RPF) Certification: I certify that I, or my supervised designee, 
personally inspected this California Forest Improvement Program (CFIP) plan area, and that the plan fully 
complies with the CFIP and Professional Foresters Law, and meets Federal Forest Stewardship Management 
Plan Standards.  I further certify that this plan is based upon the best available site and landowner information, 
and if followed, will not be detrimental to the productivity of the natural resources associated with this property. 

Name (print or type): Danielle E. Bradfield 

Signature:_______________________________ Date: 

Organization or Company: North Valley Resource Management 

Address: P.O. Box 1411, Quincy, CA. 95971 

Phone: (530)927-7095 RPF#:2808 

CAL FIRE Unit Certification: I certify that I, or my supervised designee, personally inspected this California 
Forest Improvement Program (CFIP) plan area, and that the plan fully complies with the CFIP and Professional 
Foresters Law, and meets Federal Forest Stewardship Management Plan Standards. 

Name (print or type): Ed Crans 

Signature:_______________________________ Date: 

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 

Unit: Nevada-Yuba-Placer 

Address: 251 Auburn Ravine, Suite 107, Auburn, CA 95603-3719 

CAL FIRE STATE OR REGION CFIP COORDINATOR: I certify that the plan fully complies with the CFIP and 
Professional Foresters Law, and meets Federal Forest Stewardship Management Plan Standards.   

Name (print or type): Jeff Calvert RPF#: 2146 

Signature:___________________________  Date: 
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This Multi-Agency Cooperative Forest Management Plan was developed for use in California by CAL FIRE, the 
US Forest Service and Natural Resources Conservation Service using information from a national joint Forest 
Stewardship, American Tree Farm System, NRCS Planning Process and the California Forest Improvement 
Act.
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Landowner Information 

Landowner(s): Lucy Blake 

Mailing: 1411 Native Sons Road, Woodside, CA. 94062 

Phone: (650)391-5812 E-Mail: lucyblake@me.com

Landowner’s  Representative  (if  applicable):  Lucy Blake 

RPF# (if applicable): N/A

Mailing Address: 

Phone: See Above E-Mail: N/A

Management Plan History 

Does a Management Plan exist for this property?:   Yes   No X  

If Yes: 

Type of Plan: (CFIP, EQIP, NTMP, FSP, CAP, Other): 

Date of Original Plan Completion:  Revision Dates: 

NOTE:  Past Plans and Current Amendments are referred to in Appendix #3.

PC EXHIBIT 6



Lemon Canyon Ranch CFIP Management Plan    6 February 2014 

PROPERTY FACTS 
Legal Property Description: T20N, R15E, S8, 16, 17, 18 MDBM

Nearest city or Town: Sierraville County: Sierra

Assessor’s  Parcel  Number:  018-030-002, 018-030-005, 018-030-006

GPS Coordinates: UTM: 729335 E   4385207 N 

Total ownership acreage: 1455 Total forested acreage:  517 

Does Landowner reside on the property?:   Yes  X  (not full time)   No 

Describe the overall topography including slope, aspect and elevation: 
Lemon Canyon Ranch is located in the southeast corner of the Sierra Valley in Sierra County, 
California. The property experiences climatic conditions typical of the eastern portion of the Sierra 
Nevada mountains, with hot, dry summers and cold winters where much of the precipitation falls as 
snow. The ownership ranges in elevation from 4960 feet above sea level on the flat valley floor to 
5720 in the eastern forestlands. The ownership exhibits flat valley pasturelands surrounded by 
moderately steep slopes that transition from Western Juniper to Eastside Pine stands. The northern 
and eastern sections of the property are primarily composed of southwest slopes that drain into 
Lemon Valley and Sierra Valley. Lemon Canyon Creek flows east to west through the ownership.  

Estimate percent of total acreage that is: 

Simple topography (few ravines and changes of aspect) 80% 

Percent of Land: Flat (<5% grade) 30 Gentle (< 20% grade) 20   Steep (> 35% grade) 50 

Transportation System: 

Vehicle Access (check):   Excellent (80% accessible)  Good (at least 50%) 

  X Fair (at least 25%)  Poor (less than 10%) 

Estimated improved road length (rock surface):   N/A 

Estimated unimproved road length:   3.5 miles 

Watershed Information: 

CALWATER 2.2 planning watershed: Sierra Valley Channels, v2.2 #5518.350800    Acres within this watershed: 480 

  Cottonwood Creek, v2.2#5518.350401 920 Acres 
  Harding Point, v2.2#5518.358403   40 Acres 

Is there a 303d listing on watershed?: N/A what are the factors?: 

Tract and Farm number (if suitable): N/A 
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PROPERTY HISTORY 

This section is based on personal knowledge from landowner, neighbors and 
others, property records, and local information sources as well as evidence seen 
on the ground; stumps, skid trails, etc. 

The general location of Lemon Canyon Ranch is along the eastern edge of Sierra Valley 
in Sierra County, east of the community of Sierraville. As such, the history of the Ranch 
and vicinity is greatly influenced by the history of Sierra Valley and Portola. 

Forests along the edges of Sierra Valley are known to support oak, which produced 
acorns, an important staple for the Maidu people. Sierran valleys were frequented by the 
Maidu people in the summer and fall as they traveled from their winter villages. Although 
Sierra Valley was not permanently occupied by the Maidu due to the harsh winters, it has 
been regarded distinctly as Maidu territory according to Mary Dunn, author of The Maidu
Indians Of Plumas County(2002). According to Dunn, the Washoe Indians form Nevada 
occasionally sent hunting parties into Sierra Valley, which caused trouble between the 
tribes, and many battles between the two were fought in the area.  

Prior to the influx of Europeans into the general Sierra Valley area due to the Gold Rush, 
Maidu were known to build their villages along the edges of the valley, with timbered pine 
highlands above them and open meadow on the other.  

As early as 1820, European fur trappers were exploring the Maidu territory in Sierra and 
Plumas County. The Gold Rush of 1849 brought about rapid change to the entire Maidu 
territory, including that of Sierra Valley due to its proximity to various mining districts, Gold 
Lake, and other high lakes thought to contain gold. Dunn reports that with some 
exceptions, the Maidu accepted, rather passively, the invasion of their territory. The 
sudden contact with the European populations quickly led to rapid depletion of Maidu 
villages,  greatly  due  to  disease.  Fariss  and  Smith’s  History of Plumas, Lassen and Sierra
Counties (1988) reports a 1880 Maidu population of approximately 527, down from the 
estimated 4,000 that lived within Plumas County prior to European invasion. 

Even with the coming of the Gold Rush however, regular, harsh winters kept Sierra Valley 
rather inaccessible until after the turn of the 19th century with the arrival of the Western 
Pacific Railroad. Lack of transportation into the general Sierra Valley area helped stave 
off immense settlement by immigrants, at least temporarily. Beckwourth Pass, at 5212 
feet, is the lowest pass over the Sierra Nevadas. The Pass was developed in 1851, a 
year after its discovery by  James P. Beckwourth. The Beckwourth Trail began near 
present day Reno, crossed the Sierra Nevadas at Beckwourth Pass, continued through 
Sierra Valley, American Valley, up to Bucks Ranch, down to Bidwell Bar and onto 
Sacramento. Between 1851 and 1854, 1,200 immigrants used the trail, leading over 
12,000 head of cattle, 700 sheep, and 500 horses.  

The inhabitants of Virginia City, hungry for timber products during the Comstock Lode, 
created a significant need for railroad transportation from Virginia City to outlying areas 
that could supply the needs of their City. In 1859, a rail line was constructed from Virginia 
City into Sierra Valley, ending near present day Beckwourth, just west of the Lemon 
Canyon Ranch area. This rail line was known as the Sierra Valley Railroad. From 1869 to 
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1909, at least a dozen new railroad lines were proposed within Sierra and Plumas 
County, settlers eager to fulfill the resource needs of mining districts locally and in 
Nevada.  

In   1903,   the   Western   Pacific   Railroad   was   organized   to   become   the   nation’s   sixth  
transcontinental railroad line, and decided Portola would be their headquarters (west of 
the Lemon Canyon Ranch). Though originally known as Mormon Junction, the town did 
not come to be known as Portola before also going by the names of Imola and Reposa, 
respectively. By 1910, Portola had a population exceeding 400, with more than a dozen 
stores, several restaurants, a grammar school, and two sawmills. The growth of Portola 
was further secured by the decision of the WPRR administration to make Portola a 
division point between the western and eastern divisions of the railroad. The town quickly 
became a regional trade center, with continued growth spurred by the nearby copper 
mines   through   the  1930’s.  By  1946,  with  a  population  exceeding  1,500  people,  Portola  
formally incorporated and is now known as the City of Portola.  

Portola, being the largest settlement near  Sierra  Valley,  greatly   influenced   the  Valley’s  
history. Just prior to the Gold Rush, farming began in Sierra Valley when inhabitants took 
up farm sites and began cultivating the land, and introduced cattle into the valley. Cattle 
ranching would become the second most productive trade in the County eventually. The 
harsh winters and occasional confrontations with Indians, coupled with lack of 
transportation into the valley made permanent settlement difficult, The Homestead Act 
helped this situation, as multiple families came to Sierra Valley during the 1860s to obtain 
land and begin their own dairy and cattle ranches. Though stock cattle were the dominant 
land use of Sierra Valley at that time, the coming of the Irish introduced dairy cattle, a 
more lucrative pursuit. The Comstock Lode of Nevada was the significant consumer of 
the dairy goods of Sierra Valley. However, the Italian and Swiss immigrants appeared in 
Sierra Valley during the 1870s and later, when most of the land had already been 
homesteaded. Accordingly, the common Sierra Valley pattern for land ownership was 
milker, tenant, farmer, then finally, landowner. Such names as Lombardi, Ramelli, Dotta, 
Maddalenna, Guidici, and Bonta are those of third and fourth generation ranchers still 
living in Sierra Valley today.  

In addition to the Italian and Swiss, Basque sheepherders and their flocks were a routine, 
seasonal presence in the Sierra Valley and the vicinity.  

Hammond’s  book   indicated  the  Beckwourth  Trail   is  not  within  the  vicinity  of  the  project 
area.  

The IC Report E14-1 for the Lemon Canyon Ranch CFIP indicates that two prehistoric 
cultural archaeological sites are present within or immediately adjacent to the ownership 
boundaries.  

The Basline Report for the Lemon Canyon Ranch indicates the Ranch has been 
historically used for livestock, timber, hay and grain production. Forests within the 
ownership appear to have been harvested 50 years ago, with precommercial thinning in 
selected portion of the ownership occurring approximately 15-20 years ago. The fire 
history of the area indicates a wildfire burned portions of the eastern half of the ranch in 
the mid 1950s. Lucy Blake, the current owner, purchased the Lemon Canyon Ranch in 
1988. Since that time, Ms. Blake has continued to manage the Property for livestock, 
wildlife habitat and personal recreation. Ms. Blake has collaborated with the local NRCS 
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to implement a new grazing management plan. Cow/calf pairs are present on the 
ownership from May to October at densities of one cow/calf pair per every two acres, 
roughly 150 head total. Also through NRCS, Ms. Blake has upgraded fencing to allow 
for rotational grazing of livestock, and installed off-stream stock water system to better 
manage stock access to riparian areas. Through this Management Plan, Ms. Blake 
hopes to manage the forests within the ownership for sustainable timber production, 
encourage old growth forest conditions, and enhance the wildfire resilience of the forest 
stands.  

CURRENT PROPERTY CONDITIONS 
Property Infrastructure/Existing Improvements/Property Security Measures 
The Lemon Canyon Ranch property has been managed for timber and ranching 
purposes in the past. Fencing exists along select property boundaries, as well as within 
the grazing lands for rotational grazing. Roaded entrances to the ownership are gated, 
preventing   unwanted   entry   to   the   private   residence   and   the   parcel’s   private   existing,  
seasonal road systems. The main US Forest Service road 650 that bisects the 
ownership is not gated as it is a public road where permission to pass is not required.  

The property contains two historic barns that Ms.Blake has upgraded, as well as one 
residence. There are existing, seasonal roads present within the ownership which are 
remnants from previous harvest entries. The existing road system does not provide 
exhaustive access to the ownership, but do provide access to a significant portion of the 
property’s  forestlands.  Traditional ground based logging infrastructure such as skid trails 
and landings exist within the ownership. 

Forest Infrastructure 
Discuss overall forest structure, percent of productive forest soils, regeneration 
levels and current silvicultural practices: The Lemon Canyon Ranch contains 517 
acres of productive forest lands. These stands generally contain traditional east side 
pine stands containing predominantly Jeffrey Pine (Pinus jeffreyii), with nominal 
components of White fir (Abies concolor), Incense Cedar (Libocedrus decurrens), and 
Western Juniper. Regeneration levels are minimal in most portions of the pine stands 
due to excessive stand density. Wesern Juniper regeneration appears to be 
encroaching into what were predominantly pine stands, and along the transition lines 
between eastside pine and juniper stands. Some skid trails, landings, and select forest 
openings exhibit pine regeneration, likely the result of previous disturbance during 
logging. Understory vegetation is generally lacking throughout the east side pine stands. 
Basal area of the merchantable stands ranges from 140-215 square feet basal area per 
acre. Jeffrey pine is the most abundant species, with nominal amounts of Western 
Juniper, Incense Cedar, and White fir also present. The stands have been selectively 
logged in the past, yet it appears no forest management activity has occurred in the 
past 25 with the exception of isolated areas of precommercial thinning.  

Where soils are not capable of supporting east side pine stands, Western Juniper 
(Juniperus occidentalis) dominates the site with a shrub layer composed of sagebrush 
(Pursha tridentata). Generally, southern exposures and other hot, dry sites on the 
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ownership are dominated by Western Juniper, a species well adapted to these adverse 
conditions. Western juniper regeneration is encroaching into the eastern pine stands, 
and the delineation between stand types is becoming less apparent over time. Western 
juniper  and  white  fir  are  the  most  abundant  conifer  regeneration  present  in  the  Ranch’s  
forestlands, indicative of these changing conditions.  This is likely the result of excessive 
stand densities creating water stress and excessive shade for pines, as well as a 
changing climate that is more suitable for Western Juniper.   

Though native to the area, the increasing spread of Western Juniper should be 
inventoried on the property. Western Juniper is a tree that can readily reproduce in 
adverse conditions that preclude regeneration of other conifer species. As a young tree, 
Juniper is vigorous and develops an extensive root system before growing taller above 
ground, and is not palatable to wildlife. Hence it begins at an early age to dominant root 
space and consume soil water that is so crucial for regeneration of other conifers. By 
doing so, juniper continues to self-perpetuate by creating conditions suitable for its own 
regeneration, but that which are adverse for others. Juniper is not fire resistant, and 
naturally wildfire is what kept Juniper populations in check. Without fire, and not being 
palatable as browse, Juniper regeneration is a significant component of the conifer 
regeneration on your property. This issue should be addressed to maintain the 
appropriate species composition within your forested stands. I would suggest hand 
thinning of areas where excessive Juniper regeneration is attempting to capture the site. 

Note current conservation practices for forest lands, including insect or disease 
problems. This document will provide guidance for conservation practices for the 
Ranch’s   forestlands.  Specific   forestry   practices   to   be   applied   include   pre-commercial 
thinning to enhance forest health, vigor, and fire resiliency. Areas of suitable soils that 
lack conifer regeneration may be replanted in effort to increase conifer stocking. 

Picture 1: Western Juniper regeneration encroaching into previously pine-dominated 
stands. 
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Following continued evaluation of conifer growth over time, commercial thinning of the 
forestlands may occur where appropriate. Unevenage management practices will be 
applied to increase conifer growth across all diameter classes and capture any insect or 
disease affected trees.  

Picture 2: Western Juniper encroaching into previously pine-dominated stands along the 
transition line between the Eastside Pine and Western Juniper stands. 

Roads 
Describe road system including major trails (see Road System in Map Section. 
Discuss stream crossings and drainage improvements.  Are culverts and other 
crossings are adequately sized for 100 year storm events;  Describe current road 
maintenance for erosion reduction, road surface condition, weed control, and 
time-of-year (seasonal) use: USFS Road 650, a seasonal public road, provides the 
main access to the Ranch ownership. The Lemon Canyon Ranch ownership contains 
approximately 3.5 miles of private roads that are unimproved, seasonal roads with 
native surface. Road surfaces indicate minor rilling due to lack of adequate surface 
drainage. Placement of waterbars along the internal ranch roads will provide for surface 
drainage and prevent surface erosion and associated sediment transport. The internal 
Ranch roads are each gated to prevent unrestricted public entry and use.  

There are five watercourse crossings of unnamed ephemeral watercourses on the 
Ranch roads, as identified on the project map and  within the table below: 
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Crossing ID Existing Structure Functionality Repair Needed 
A 30”  CMP Functional; Rust line 

¼ of CMP 
circumference, no 

signs of overtopping 
or CMP failure. 

None. 

B Ford Crossing Not Functional; 
Crossing site has 
been degraded by 

movement of Class III 
channel; 

Install rocked ford 
utilizing  12”  native  
angular rock on 

bottom overlain with 
6”+  native  angular  

rock to make a stable 
operating surface; 

abandon road above 
(upstream of) 

crossing. 
C Ford Crossing Functionality 

compromised due to 
native (unrocked) 

surface 

Enhance the shape of 
the dip by slightly 

increasing the depth 
and width of the dip to 

adequately capture 
watercourse flow and 

keep the flow from 
lateral movement 

down the road; rock 
dip  with  6”+  native  

angular rock 
D Ford Crossing Functionality 

compromised due to 
native (unrocked) 

surface 

Enhance the shape of 
the dip by slightly 

increasing the depth 
and width of the dip to 

adequately capture 
watercourse flow and 

keep the flow from 
lateral movement 

down the road; rock 
dip  with  6”+  native  

angular rock 
E 30”  CMP  with  rock  

wall inlet 
Functional; Fill slope 

shows historic erosion 
on outlet side; No 

obvious signs of CMP 
overtopping 

otherwise, nor signs 
of CMP failure as rust 

line is 1/8th CMP 
circumference.  

To prevent further 
slumping of road 

surface/fill slope, rock 
armor the fill slope; 

Place critical dip 
downhill of crossings 
site to redirect water 
away from fillslope, 
and prevent further 
sediment transport; 

Retain existing CMP. 
F Ford Crossing Functionality 

compromised due to 
native (unrocked) 

surface 

Enhance the shape of 
the dip by slightly 

increasing the depth 
and width of the dip to 

adequately capture 
watercourse flow and 

keep the flow from 
lateral movement 

down the road; rock 
dip  with  6”+  native  

angular rock 
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Each of the aforementioned watercourse crossings provides road access over Class III 
watercourses.  

Annual inspection of the road surface and erosion control facilities, such as waterbars 
and culverts, is a crucial component of timberland management. The soils contained 
within the Ranch ownership has a  “moderate”  erosion rating, indicating that soil texture 
and physical characteristics may be subject to erosion due to storm events, land 
management practices, and the cumulative effects of these combined actions. 
Accordingly, it is of utmost importance to inspect the roads, waterbars, rolling dips, and 
culverts each fall prior to winter storms. This annual maintenance program will identify if 
functionality of any culvert or erosion control structure has been compromised, and will 
allow for mitigation prior to winter precipitation.   

Should surface erosion be identified during this inspection, additional waterbars or 
rolling dips may need to be installed to prevent recurrent erosion at the site. Similarly, if 
a culvert or culverts appear to be overcome by seasonal flow, it may be necessary to 
consult with the RPF about revisiting culvert sizes and replacing problematic culverts if 
the current pipes prove to not be sufficiently passing stream flow and debris. 

G Ford Crossing Not functional; Road 
uphill from this Class 
III ford crossing has 

become wallowed out 
& moderately 

entrenched, creating a 
direct conduit for 

sediment transport. 
Entrenchment of the 
road prism above this 

crossing makes 
reestablishing surface 
drainage impossible 

without reconstruction 
of road.  

Reconstruction of 
road not necessary as 
management units are 

not present north of 
this crossing.  

Abandon Road above 
existing Class III ford 
crossing; Abandon 
Class III crossing; 
Create turnaround 

prior to crossing site.  
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Access and Security  
Are property boundaries identified including fences, gates, and boundary or 
corner markers? Property corners for the Lemon Canyon Ranch ownership have been 
established through previous legal land survey. The Property partially borders the U.S. 
Forest  Service’s  Tahoe  National  Forest  to  the north and south, and is fully bordered by 
Forest Service lands to the east; the Property partially borders private lands to the north 
and south, and is fully bordered by private lands to the west. Treatment boundaries will 
be  identified  by  the  RPF  following  location  of  the  ownership’s  property  corners  and  
associated ownership boundary lines. Locked gates on the Ranch’s private access 
roads prevent trespass into the parcel from USFS Rd 650. Due to these locked gates. 
Trespass  upon  the  Ranch’s  private  road  network  has not been a significant problem in 
the past. 

Review how current property management interacts with neighboring properties.
The majority of the Lemon Canyon Ranch ownership perimeter is bound by  by the US 
Forest Service. The remaining perimeter is bound by private ranches and the Campbell 
Hot Springs, a private hot spring business. The portion of the Ranch under a grazing 
management plan compliments neighboring private parcels utilized for cattle ranching 
purposes. Forest and shrubland components of the ownership are planned for long term 
sustainable forest management, similar to the land management objectives of the US 
Forest Service adjacent to the Ranch. Therefore, the planned land management 
objectives and activities for the Lemon Canyon Ranch will support and enhance the 
existing land management uses outside of the ownership.   

Picture 3: Typical Lemon Canyon Ranch existing seasonal road providing access into timbered 
stands. 
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Current  Property  Conditions,  con’t:

Recreation  
Describe current recreational opportunities including supporting resources. 
The Lemon Canyon Ranch generally provides non-motorized recreational opportunities 
for the landowner. A single residence is present on the ownership which provides a 
secluded retreat for the landowner and invited guests. As the ownership is not open for 
public use, it does not present public recreational opportunities.  

Invasive Species  
Discuss invasive species found and current eradication measures. 
Yellow Starthistle (YST) is an invasive species located in isolated populations within the 
Lemon Canyon Ranch ownership. This weed is 
best controlled through the hand pulling, or 
application of Transline or Milestone, each 
available from the County Agriculture 
Commissioner’s   Office.   Within the ownership, 
existing YST populations should be inventoried 
and treated with the appropriate herbicide 
annually until the weed is abated. Though YST 
can be effectively reduced by goats while in the 
rosette stage, each seed head contains up to 
30 seeds that can stay dormant in the soil for 
decades.  

Picture 4: Yellow Star Thistle in full bloom. 
Each such seed head contains 
approximately 30 or more seeds for 
dissemination after the blooming season. 

Picture 5: Yellow Star Thistle in the "rosette" stage, 
prior to the blooming season. 
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Current  Property  Conditions,  con’t:

Soils: 
Describe and map (in map section) soil types, site class, estimated 
growth/acre/year, erosion hazard ratings, equipment limitations, known 
geological hazards and landslides.  Place supporting soil data and any other 
available ecological site descriptions (ESDs) in Appendix 4. 

Soils on the property are generally moderately deep to very deep with low to moderate 
Erosion Hazard Ratings as defined by the California Forest Practice Rules. Most of the 
upland soils are capable of supporting forest or shrub habitats, and are of mid to low 
Site Class III forest productivity. The majority of the upland soils supporting the east 
side pine and sierra mixed conifer forests are of mid Site Class III. The upland forests 
that support the Juniper stand type and sagebrush are of low Site Class III to high Site 
Class IV. The table below identifies the soil types present on the ownership according 
to the USDA Soil Service. Though this soil information is rather accurate for the minor 
soil types, it does not accurately reflect all soil types, as in the case of the Meiss-Waca-
Cryumbrepts Wet Complex. The soil information indicates this specific soil type 
encompasses both valley floor and extreme upland settings, across a variety of 
vegetation types. The RPF believes this information to be an oversight, or 
representation of the best information possible without a formal soil survey of the 
ownership.  Field   survey   by   the   RPF   indicates   the   upland   area   shown   as   “MLG”   for  
Meiss-Waca-Cryumbrepts Wet Complex is in fact the Aldi-Kyburz-Rock outcrop 
complex,   indicated  on  the  map  as  “KRG”  or “KRG2”.     Accordingly, this would change 
the percent of ownership for the Aldi-Kyburz-Rock outcrop complex to approximately 
60%, and reduce the Meiss-Waca-Cryumbrepts Wet Complex to approximately 14%. 
Land management decisions have been based off this assumption as it was founded 
upon field inspection, which is likely of much greater accuracy than USDA soils data.  

Soil Type Parent Material EHR Texture/Depth/Drainage % of Ownership 
Aldi-Kyburz-
Rock Outcrop 
Complex 

Igneous Moderate Gravelly clay loam/18-
22”/Well  drained 

1.5 

Aldi-Kyburz-
Rock Outcrop 
Complex 

Igneous Moderate Gravelly clay loam/18-
22”/Well  drained 

1.1 

Coolbirth Silt 
Loam 

Alluvium from 
mixed sources 

Low Sandy  clay  loam/6”/poorly  
drained 

6.4 

Dotta Sandy 
Loam 

Metamorphic/ 
igneous 

Low Sandy Loam/68”/well  drained 1.5 

Kyburz-Trojan 
Complex 

Igneous Moderate Gravelly clay loam/34-
38”/well  drained 

0.4 

Kyburz-Aldi 
Complex 

Igneous Moderate Gravelly clay loam/34-38”/  
well drained 

0.2 

Meiss-Waca-
Cryumbrepts 
Wet Complex 

Andesite Moderate Gravelly sandy loam/19-
23”/excessively  drained 

84.0 

Martineck Very 
Stony Sandy 
Loam 

Igneous Moderate Stony  sandy  loam/20”/well  
drained 

0.1 

Ramelli Clay Mixed alluvium Low Clay  loam/64”/very  poorly  
drained 

4.8 
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Streams, Wetlands, and Ponds 
Describe water resources present including streams, wetlands and ponds.  Show 
State and Federal classifications.   The Lemon Canyon Ranch contains three Class 
III watercourses that generally flow in response to precipitation, and do not contain 
riparian species or riparian habitat conditions. The ownership also contains Lemon 
Canyon Creek, a class II watercourse, and the Miller-Dillera Ditch, a manmade 
irrigation feature. The water flowing into the Miller-Dellera Ditch is provided by the 
Sierra Valley Water Company, which delivers water from the Middle Fork Feather River 
watershed and the Little Truckee River watershed for exclusive use on Lemon Canyon 
Ranch.  

Each Lemon Canyon Creek and the ditch contain riparian habitat unique to the 
ownership. Upland stream sections of Lemon Canyon Creek are heavily vegetated, 
with conifers, cottonwoods, and/or aspen in the overstory and willows, alders, and 
other native plants typical of Montane Riparian / Hardwood habitat types in the 
understory. Lower stretches of Lemon Canyon Creek are of reduced stream gradient 
and streamflow. This section contains willows, alders and some cottonwoods along the 
stream banks until reaching the barn complex where willow habitats transition to sedge 
and grass habitats.  In the lowest, pasture portion of Lemon Canyon Creek, it braids 
into smaller, shallow, streams that support a more extensive wet meadow ecosystem. 
These habitats are comprised of open areas with persistent wet soil conditions and a 
dense layer of herbaceous plants. Seasonally flooded and with limited drainage 
capacity, these habitats tend to support a more specialized set of plant and animal 
species.  

Picture 6: Dry uplands slopes delineated as “Meiss-Waca-Cryumbrepts Wet Complex”
according to standardized USDA soils data. RPF field inspection of these soils 
indicates they are more likely “Aldi-Kyburz-Rock Outcrop”. 
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Air Resources 
Discuss how unwanted vegetation is currently treated or removed from property. 
Currently, removal of unwanted vegetation is strictly in the planning stages. Unwanted 
vegetation would be composed of small suppressed and intermediate trees removed 
as part of forest thinning activities. Such vegetation that is targeted for removal will be 
treated through chipping, and either broadcast or used otherwise on site, or removed 
for use in biomass energy production plants. Burning of this unwanted material is not 
desired by the landowner.  

Fish & Aquatic Species 
Identify fish streams and note streams with anadromous fish or listed fish 
species as well as other significant aquatic species using the water resources 
and riparian area(s).  

During data collection for the Lemon Canyon Baseline Report, no special aquatic 
species of status were located within or adjacent to the ownership boundaries. There 
are 6.5 miles of perennial and ephemeral streams on the Lemon CAnoyn Ranch 
ownership. There are two springs on the property, one of which contains Montane 
Riparian/HArdoowd habitat. A portion of the flow from this spring is diverted in an 
existing micro-hydropower  system   to  provide  energy  as  well  as  water   to   the  Ranch’s  
sole residence. The remaining flow forms a perennial steam that eventually flows into 
Lemon Canyon Creek and the wet meadow complex west of the residence.  

Lemon Canyon Creek flows through the ownership and contains Brown Trout, though it 
is an introduced species. It can be inferred that due to the moderately xeric setting of 
the ownership, that the water resources presented in the ownership stream, spring, 
and ditch, provide unique and vital  resources  for  the  area’s  wildlife.  All  water  resources  
within the ownership shall be protected with the appropriate watercourse protection 
measures required by the California Forest Practices Act and the restrictions set forth 
in the Lemon Canyon Ranch Conservation Easement.  

Describe general condition of the fish habitat including large wood, pools, 
riparian cover, migration barriers and current or desired buffer widths.  
Lemon Canyon Creek contains native boulder and cobble substrate. The creek exhibits 
select plunge pools in the lower gradient portions of the stream. Riparian vegetation 
includes predominantly black cottonwood, with nominal components of quaking aspen, 
willow and young growth conifers. Conifers also create the overstory along portions of 
Upper and Mid Lemon Canyon Creek. Lemon  Canyon  Creek  will  be  protected  by  a  75’  
foot Equipment Limitation Zone, and timber harvest within the zone will focus on 
enhancement of aquatic habitat and stream side habitat. 

Upland Wildlife  
Identify bird and animal species observed or known to be present; Describe 
general condition of habitat and the habitat elements such as den sites, snag 
retention, downed wood, migration corridors and water sources. 
A scoping process was conducted to determine what habitats and/or species are 
known to inhabit the project area and vicinity. The February 2014 CNDDB & CNPS 
(Sierraville quadrangle) were consulted as part of the scoping process. This extent of 
scoping provided information on species and habitats within three miles of the property, 
as required.  
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Below is a list of the species of status identified during scoping, habitat requirements, 
and the presence or absence of suitable habitat within the project area. 

CommonName 
(ScientificName) 

Rare Plant 
Rank Habitat      Possibility of Presence 

Austin’s  
astragulus 
(Astragalus 
austiniae) 1B.3 

Alpine boulder and rock field (AlpBR) 
•Subalpine  coniferous  forest
(SCFrs)/Rocky.

Not likely, the project area does 
Not contain suitable habitat for 
This species.

Lemmon’s  Milk 
Vetch 
(Atragalus 
lemmonii) 1B.2 

Great Basin scrub (GBScr) 
•Meadows  and  seeps  (Medws)
•Marshes  and  swamps  (MshSw)(lake
shore

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species.

Scalloped 
moonwort 
(Botrychium 
crenulatum) 

2B.2 

•Bogs  and  fens (BgFns)
•Lower  montane  coniferous  forest
(LCFrs)
•Meadows  and  seeps  (Medws)
•Marshes  and  swamps
(MshSw)(freshwater)
•Upper  montane  coniferous  forest
(UCFrs) 

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Common 
moonwort 
(Botrychium 
lunaria) 2B.3 

•Meadows  and  seeps  (Medws)
•Subalpine  coniferous  forest  (SCFrs)
•Upper  montane  coniferous  forest
(UCFrs)

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Davy;s Sedge 
(Carex davyi) 1B.3 

•Subalpine  coniferous  forest  (SCFrs)
•Upper  montane  coniferous  forest
(UCFrs)

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Mud sedge 
(Carex limosa) 

2B.2 

•Bogs  and  fens  (BgFns)
•Lower  montane  coniferous  forest
(LCFrs)
•Meadows  and  seeps  (Medws)
•Marshes  and  swamps  (MshSw)
•Upper  montane  coniferous  forest
(UCFrs)

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Fell-fields 
claytonia 
(Claytonia 
megarhiza) 2B.3 

•Alpine  boulder  and  rock  field  (AlpBR)
•Subalpine  coniferous  forest
(SCFrs)(rocky or gravelly)/In crevices
between rocks

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Glovose 
cymopterus 
(Cympopterus 
globosus) 2B.2 

•Great  Basin  scrub  (GBScr)/sandy,
open flats

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

English Sundew 
(Drosera 
anglica) 2B.3 

•Bogs  and  fens  (BgFns)
•Meadows  and  seeps  (Medws)(mesic)

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Oregon 
Fireweed 
(Epilobium 
oreganum) 1B.2 

Bogs and fens (BgFns) 
•Lower  montane  coniferous  forest
(LCFrs)
•Upper  montane  coniferous  forest
(UCFrs)/mesic 

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Nevada Daisy 
(Erigeron 
eatonii 
var.nevadincola
) 2B.3 

•Great  Basin  scrub  (GBScr)
•Lower  montane  coniferous  forest
(LCFrs)
•Pinyon  and juniper woodland
(PJWld)/rocky 

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Starved daisy 
(Erigeron miser) 1B.3 

•Upper  montane  coniferous  forest
(UCFrs)(rocky)

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Donner Pass 
Buckwheat 
(Erigonum 
umbellatum var. 
torreyanum) 1B.2 

•Meadows  and  seeps  (Medws)
•Upper  montane  coniferous  forest
(UCFrs)/volcanic, rocky

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Alkali hymenoxys 
(Hymenoxys 
lemmonii) 2B.2 

•Great  Basin  scrub  (GBScr)
•Lower  montane  coniferous  forest
(LCFrs)
•Meadows  and  seeps
(Medws)(subalkaline) 

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 
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Sierra Valley 
ivesia (Iversia 
aperta var. 
aperta) 1B.2 

•Great  Basin  scrub  (GBScr)
•Lower  montane  coniferous  forest
(LCFrs)
•Meadows  and  seeps  (Medws)
•Pinyon  and  juniper  woodland  (PJWld)
•Vernal  pools  (VnPls)/vernally  mesic,
usually volcanic

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Plumas ivesia 
(Ivesia 
sericoleuca) 

1B.2 

•Great  Basin  scrub  (GBScr)
•Lower  montane  coniferous  forest
(LCFrs)
•Meadows  and  seeps  (Medws)
•Vernal  pools  (VnPls)/vernally  mesic,
usually volcanic

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Webber’s  Ivesia  
(Ivesia webberi) 

1B.1 

•Great  Basin  scrub  (GBScr)(volcanic
ash)
•Lower  montane  coniferous  forest
(LCFrs)
•Pinyon  and  juniper  woodland
(PJWld)/sandy or gravelly 

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Seep kobresia 
(Kobresia 
myosuroides) 

2B.2 

•Alpine  boulder  and  rock  field
(AlpBR)(mesic)
•Meadows  and  seeps
(Medws)(carbonate)
•Subalpine  coniferous  forest  (SCFrs)

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Long-petaled 
lewisia (Lewisia 
longipetala) 1B.3 

•Alpine  boulder and rock field (AlpBR)
•Subalpine  coniferous  forest
(SCFrs)(mesic, rocky)/Granitic

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Broad-nerved 
hump moss 
(Meesia 
uliginosa) 2B.2 

•Bogs  and  fens  (BgFns)
•Meadows  and  seeps  (Medws)
•Subalpine coniferous forest (SCFrs)
•Upper  montane  coniferous  forest
(UCFrs)/damp soil

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Tall Alpine 
Aster 
(Oreostemma 
elatum) 1B.2 

•Bogs  and  fens  (BgFns)
•Meadows  and  seeps  (Medws)
•Upper  montane coniferous forest
(UCFrs)/mesic

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Rayless 
mountain 
ragwort (Pakera 
indecora) 

2B.2 •Meadows  and  seeps  (Medws)(mesic) Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Susanville 
beardtongue 
(Penstemon 
sudans) 

1B.3 •Great  Basin  scrub  (GBScr)
•Lower  montane  coniferous  forest
(LCFrs)
•Pinyon  and  juniper  woodland
(PJWld)/volcanic, rocky, sometimes
roadsides

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Modoc County 
knotweed 
(Polygonum 
polygaloides 
ssp. 
Esotericum) 

1B.1 •Great  Basin  scrub  (GBScr)
•Lower  montane  coniferous  forest
(LCFrs)
•Meadows  and  seeps  (Medws)
•Vernal  pools  (VnPls)/mesic

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

White-stemmed 
pondweed 
(Pontamogeton 
praelongus) 

2B.3 •Marshes  and  swamps  (MshSw)(deep
water, lakes)

Not likely, the project area does 
Not contain suitable habitat for 

This species. 

Robbin’s  
pondweed 
(Potamogeton 
robbinsii) 

2B.3 •Marshes  and  swamps  (MshSw)(deep
water, lakes)

Not likely, the project area does 
Not contain suitable habitat for 

This species. 

Sticky 
pyrrocoma 
(Pyrrocoma 
lucida) 

1B.2 •Great  Basin  scrub  (GBScr) 
•Lower  montane  coniferous  forest  (LCFrs)
•Meadows  and  seeps  (Medws)/alkaline  clay

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Alder buckthorn 
(Rhamnus 
alnifolia) 

2B.2 •Lower  montane  coniferous  forest  (LCFrs)
•Meadows  and  seeps  (Medws) 
•Riparian  scrub  (RpScr)
•Upper  montane  coniferous  forest  (UCFrs)

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Northern 
goshawk 
(Accipiter 
gentilis) 

DFG: SC Three basic components of Northern 
goshawk habitat are generally recognized: 
nest area, post fledging-family area and 
foraging area. Nest areas are typically 

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 
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located on a northerly aspect in a drainage or 
canyon, often near a stream.  The nesting 
pair occupies the nest from early March to 
late September. The nest area is the center 
of all movements and behaviors associated 
with breeding from courtship through 
fledging.   The post fledging-family area 
generally extends 420 areas from the nest 
area and includes all forest types and 
conditions.  Interspersed small openings, 
snags, downed logs, and woody debris is 
critical attributes.   The foraging area is 
approximately 5,400 acres in size 
surrounding all previously mentioned 
components.  Within the foraging area, all 
available habitats and forest types are 
opportunistically used depending on prey 
availability. 

Greater 
Sandhill Crane 

DFG: T Both greater (G. c. tabida) and lesser (G. c. 
canadensis) sandhill cranes occur throughout 
California, with breeding populations present 
in Siskiyou, Modoc, Lassen, Plumas and 
Sierra counties. In summer, this species 
occurs in and near wet meadow and fresh 
wetland habitats.  It winters primarily in the 
Sacramento and San Joaquin valleys from 
Tehama Co. south to Kings Co.  where it 
frequents annual and perennial grassland 
habitats, moist croplands with rice or corn 
stubble, and open, emergent wetlands.  It 
prefers relatively treeless plains.  When 
foraging they prefer open shortgrass plains, 
grain fields, and open wetlands.  Moist sites 
are commonly used, but they also feed on 
dry plains far from water focusing on grasses, 
forbs, especially cereal crops (newly planted 
or harvested). Cranes roost at night in flocks 
standing in moist fields or in shallow water. 
They roost in expansive, dry grasslands, 
island sites, and wide sandbars. When 
nesting they prefer open habitats with 
shallow lakes and fresh emergent wetlands.  
In winter they also inhabit dry grass and 
croplands especially near wetlands. Cranes 
travel in great flocks with rapid and direct 
migration both night and day. They stop only 
for short periods to feed and rest. Peak 
breeding May until July, and nesting 
completed by late August. 

Possible, the project area contains 
habitat suitable for this species. 

Willow 
Flycacher 

State:E Willow Flycatcher habitat generally includes 
wet meadow areas beginning at 0.22 acres in 
size with 50 to 70 percent cover by willow 
clumps interspersed with open areas 
containing sedges and grasses for foraging.  
Free flowing water is required during the 
early stages of breeding and pair formation 
but may dry during late June to August.  
Water and willows are critical elements of 
territories in the Sierra Nevada.    

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 

Sierra Nevada 
Red Fox 

DFG: T This species is rare in Sierra Nevada, but 
widely distributed in lowlands in central and 
southern California. Sierra Nevada 
populations may be found in a variety of 
habitats, including alpine dwarf-shrub, wet 
meadow, subalpine conifer, lodgepole pine, 
red fir, aspen, montane chaparral, montane 
riparian, mixed conifer, and ponderosa pine. 
Jeffrey pine, eastside pine, and montane 
hardwood-conifer also are used. Most 
sightings in Sierra Nevada above 7000 ft, 
ranging from 3900-11,900 ft. The red fox 
hunts small and medium-sized mammals, 
ground squirrels, gophers, mice, marmots, 
woodrats, and rabbits. Other vertebrates, 
insects, carrion, fruits, and earthworms used 
occasionally. Hunts in meadows, fell-fields, 
grasslands, wetlands, and other open 

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 
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habitats. Den sites include rock outcrops, 
hollow logs and stumps, and burrows in 
deep, loose soil. In the Sierra Nevada they 
prefer forests interspersed with meadows or 
alpine fell-fields. Mating takes place in late 
winter (January-March), and after a gestation 
period of 52 days, young born in early spring 
(March-May). One litter a year may be born, 
with litter sizes in many studies averaging 5 
young. 

Sierra Marten DFG: SC Endemic to the Sierra Nevada region. The 
Sierra Marten is a common resident of the 
Sierra  Nevada’s. Optimal habitats are various 
mixed evergreen forests with more than 40% 
crown closure, with large trees and snags.  
Important habitats include red fir, lodge pole 
pine, subalpine conifer, mixed conifer, Jeffrey 
pine, and eastside pine. Sierra martens are 
mostly carnivorous, taking primarily small 
mammals. They use cavities in large trees, 
snags, stumps, logs, or burrows, caves, and 
crevices in rocky areas for denning cover.  
Nests are located in cavities, as described 
above, lined with leaves, grass, mosses, or 
other vegetation. They prefer habitat with 
limited human use.  Martens require a variety 
of different-aged stands, particularly old-
growth conifers and snags, which provide 
abundant cavities for denning and nesting.  
Tend to travel along ridge tops, and rarely 
move across large areas devoid of canopy 
cover.  

California 
Wolverine 

Federal: 
Proposed 
For listing 
as threat-
ened 

Primary habitat of the wolverine is forest and 
tundra. The wolverine does not migrate or 
hibernate, and is known for their voracious 
appetites and diverse diet including meat, 
eggs, roots, berries, and the remains of wolf 
kills. The wolverine marks its food caches 
with a foul smelling musk to repel other 
carnivores.  This  mammal’s  dens  may  contain  
leaves or grass in a protected place. They 
have a lengthy mating season from April to 
September, with young remaining with the 
mother for two years. 

American 
Badger 

None Preferred habitat of the badger is open plains 
and prairies, farmland, and sometimes the 
edge of woods. American badgers lead more 
solitary lives except during mating and when 
females are rearing their young. They occupy 
large ranges which may overlap; the 
American badger is largely nocturnal. Away 
from human disturbance, daytime activity is 
not uncommon. These animals become less 
active as winter approaches, and may enter a 
period of semi-dormancy during winter itself. 
In the warmer seasons the badger is active 
year round. The American badger digs larger 
numbers of smaller, simpler burrows or dens 
throughout its range. Most of these are 
occupied only for very short periods, 
especially during the summer, when the 
badger travels widely and may spend each 
night in a new burrow. This animal is very 
carnivorous and actively hunts its prey, 
including small mammals, insect larvae, 
reptiles, amphibians, and vegetable material. 
Litters of 2-3 young are usually born in March 
or April. The young may disperse soon after 
weaning, or they may remain until the 
approach of the next breeding season in late 
summer or autumn when they seek out home 
ranges of their own. The American badger is 
preyed upon by bears, coyotes, cougars, and 
golden eagles, with young badgers being 
particularly vulnerable. 

Possible, project area contains 
Suitable habitat for this species. 
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CNPS List Definitions: 
List 1A. = A CNPS ranking applied to plants presumed extinct in California. 
List 1B = A CNPS ranking applied to plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere. 
List 2 = A CNPS ranking applied to plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California, but more common elsewhere. 
List 3 = A CNPS ranking applied to plants about which we need more information—a  “review”  list. 
List 4 = A CNPS ranking applied to plants of limited distribution—a  “watch”  list. 
CNPS Threat Code meanings: 
.1 = Seriously endangered in CA 
.2 = Fairly endangered in CA 
.3 = Not very endangered in CA 
DFG = California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
T = Threatened 
E = Endangered 

The possibility of presence within the ownership was determined by analysis of suitable 
habitat for a given species. The CWHR reports the Lemon Canyon Ranch to contain 
the following habitat types: 

CWHR Type Acres % Total 
Annual Grass 352.9 24.32 
Eastside Pine 474.3 32.68 

Juniper 60.0 4.13 
Montane Chapparal 23.6 1.63 
Montane Riparian 2.1 0.14 

Sagebrush 441.0 30.38 
Sierran Mixed Conifer 43.3 2.98 

Wet Meadow 54.3 3.74 

Picture 7: Wildlife snag/perch tree typical of upland slopes within the Lemon Canyon Ranch. 
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LANDOWNER MANAGEMENT OBJECTIVES 

Desired Forest Condition: 
Fire protection & Forest Health objectives: 
Through thinning from below, create and maintain a fire resilient stand structure 
containing a diversity of age classes and diameters. Horizontal and vertical fuels will be 
generally discontinuous, with intensity of thinning based on aspect and slope. The 
hottest, driest, and steepest slopes will be scheduled for more intense thinning levels, 
while gentle, cooler areas will be receive less thinning, with the focus being on reduction 
of surface and ladder fuels. Riparian areas will generally be left unthinned, unless 
thinning can be applied to enhance riparian species such as quaking aspen, willow, and 
cottonwood.  

The planned forest thinning will reduce conifer stocking to levels that maximize conifer 
growth, vigor, and fire resiliency. The residual stands will also have increased resilience 
to insect and disease, and be more apt to withstand the water stress that may be 
associated with anticipated changing climate conditions.  

Insects and disease concerns
The planned forest thinning will increase forest health by redistributing growth onto 
fewer conifer stems per acre, resulting in overall improved tree vigor. Trees exhibiting 
insect or disease infestation will be targeted for removal during the thinning process. 
Large trees that exhibit infestation may be fell during pre commercial activities,  have 
lmbs and tops chipped, and have the bole embedded on the forest floor to provide for 
wildlife habitat and future soil benefit.  

Invasive plant and animal concerns: 
Equipment may be required to conduct the precommerical thinning activities. To protect 
the ownership from introduction of invasive plants, all equipment utilized as part of the 
CFIP operations will be required to be washed prior to entry on the Ranch. Known 
populations of Yellow Star Thistle will be monitored and treated through hand pulling or 
herbicide application, at the discretion of the landowner. During land management 
activities, should additional populations of invasive plants be discovered, they will be 
reported to the RPF for consultation with the landowner regarding abatement and 
control.  

Trespass concerns: 
Maintenance of existing gates and postings on the ownership will help reduce 
uncontrolled public use the Lemon Canyon Ranch ownership, and will help inform the 
public of the presence of the private property. Recreational use of the property including 
will only be allowed with prior landowner permission, and violations and/or vandalism 
will need to be reported to the appropriate law enforcement agency to quickly address 
such issues. Additional postings and/or gates may be required in response to trespass 
should such it become a significant or reoccurring issue.  
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Wildlife: 
Desired species habitat improvement: 
The reduction of stand density through forest thinning will provide for enhanced forest 
habitat for native wildlife species. The planned thinning will also help hasten old growth 
conifer conditions, which will create unique forest habitat for wildlife. Application of 
silvicultural practices through time will encourage the establishment of a diverse and 
unevenaged forest, which will provide for sustained and stable wildlife habitat.  

R and E species habitat concerns: 
The CNDDB and CWHR scoping effort indicated the Ranch may provide suitable 
habitat for the greater sandhill crane, a State Endangered species. According to the 
Lemon Canyon Ranch Baseline Report, Plumas Ivesia is also present on the ranch. The 
Sierra Valley Watershed Assessment (2005) has indicated a variety of other special 
status species that are present in the Valley, and therefore may find suitable habitat on 
the Lemon Canyon Ranch, including: fringed myotis, long-eared myotis, long-legged 
myotis, northern goshawk, willow flycatcher, prairie falcon, hoary bat, pallid bat, Sierra 
Marten, American Badger, black-tailed deer, lend pod milk vetch, Nevada daisry, Sierra 
Valley   Evenging   Primrose,   and   Webber’s   Ivesia.   There are no known threatened, 
endangered, or sensitive aquatic species known to exist on the Ranch ownership. 

The landowner seeks to maintain and enhance the habitat for any rare or endangered 
species, and the land management activities proposed in this report support that 
objective.   

Additional Objectives: 
Aesthetics: 
Hastening of old growth forest conditions will provide for increased aesthetic value of 
the Lemon Canyon Ranch. Often, forest thinning results in improved view of natural 
topography through a well stocked, yet thinned, forest. Though the primary objective is 
conservation of the forested stands through fuels reduction, the improved aesthetics 
that result from forest thinning can be seen as a benefit of this forest management.  

Income: 
The   ability   of   the   ownership’s   forests   to   create   revenue   is   not   an   objective   of   the  
ladnonwer. Rather, the landowner desires active forest management that will enhance 
the forestland vigor and reduce the risk of catastrophic wildfire.   

Family Legacy: 
The  landowner’s  objective  is  to  establish  a  viable  forest  and  manage  it  under  its  current  
state utilizing a variety of appropriate silvicultural practices. It is the desire of the 
landowner to keep the subject property in the possession of the family for future 
generations. The owner has no desire to sell, trade, or otherwise change ownership or 
management objectives. This land will be maintained as a family legacy. Upon the 
death of the current owner, this land will pass to other family members, and will be  
guided by a  trust  document  detailing  the  current  owner’s  wishes  to  maintain  the  land  as  
a sustainable forest and remain in the family.  

Livestock (optional): 
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The landowner will continue to allow cattle grazing on the property in accordance with 
the grazing management plan developed for the ownership by the NRCS. 

Other (optional): None
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MANAGEMENT PLAN IMPLEMENTATION 
Constraints and Proposed Alternatives: 

The landowner desires to manage her ownership to continue to be productive 
timberland. The following alternatives to this objective were analyzed: 

Alternative 1 - No Action 

No forest management activities would occur under this alternative.  The subject area 
would not be altered by management operations and stand development would be 
allowed to proceed into the future through natural succession. 

Alternative 2 -  Silvicultural Treatments meeting the Landowner's Objective 

This alternative explored the feasibility of reestablishing the conifer stands, taking into 
account economic, environmental, legal, social and technical factors. Various 
silvicultural prescriptions were considered, each focusing on the reestablishment of a 
forested landscape and the eventual production of high quality timber products.  
Considerations were given to all silvicultural prescriptions. The selected prescription 
best   promotes   the   establishment   and   development   of   the   landonwer’s   forests,   with  
mitigation to protect all associated resources. 

Alternative 3 - Deferring Harvest to Alternative Site(s) 

This alternative considered deferring forest management from the proposed area of 
operations.   The entire proposed plan area was examined to determine if operations 
were feasible. During this review, consideration was give to the impacts this operation 
may have on the general environment and cultural resources.  Exclusion of all or 
portions of the project area was considered.    

Alternative 4 - Public Acquisition or Conservation Easement 

The Lemon Canyon Ranch is currently held in a Conservation Easement to protect the 
natural resources of the property while maintaining its forest and rangelands for 
productive use. Productive uses of the property include management of forest 
resrouces for timber, crabon sequestration, or restoration to and maintenance of a 
mature forest; management of rangeland areas for livestock grazing, grass/hay 
production, small scale agriculture, and/or restoration and maintenance of native 
grassland habitats to sustain fish and wildlife populations; and protection of watershed 
resources.  
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Management  Plan  Implementation,  con’t

Economic Sustainability:  
Discuss the value of a business plan and potential resource development. 
Forests are very unique investments. First, forests have simultaneous outputs which 
may or may not be readily captured by the market system. For example, along with the 
revenue from wood products, forests provide non-monetary outputs such as open 
space, beauty, habitat, and recreation. Second, our culture is trending toward putting 
greater emphasis on the non-monetary outputs (beauty, habitat), which is influencing 
forestry law, and in the opinion of some, inhibiting forestland owners from fully capturing 
the economic potential of their property. This is an unpriced and dynamic variable. 
Third, and perhaps the most influential, is the fact that forestry involves long cycles and 
great uncertainty. During rotations, there is tremendous uncertainty about future market 
conditions, processing facility locations, fuel prices, and so forth. These circumstances 
create a unique challenge to forest managers. 

A business plan involving containing a solid economic forestry analysis will aid the 
landowner make many forest management decisions. The RPF can provide information 
to assist the landowner in this process. Business plans establish short term and long 
term goals, and clearly identify the step and timelines necessary to attain the identified 
goals. In a sound business plan, any problems should be identified, goals should be 
determined, alternatives isolated and analyzed (different ways goals can be met), and 
criteria for evaluation of alternatives should also be established (such as determining 
rate of return, net present value, etc).  

Though economics cannot answer all questions related to forestry, due consideration of 
economic feasibility can clarify trade-offs, or the monetary and non-monetary gains and 
losses of decisions.  

Discuss tax liability and tax saving opportunities (see appendix #2). 
The parcels that create Lemon Canyon Ranch are primarily zoned Agriculture Preserve, 
with a 640 acres being zoned General Forestry. As these parcels are not held in Timber 
Production Zone (TPZ), the tax benefits associated with TPZ are not available.   
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Management  Plan  Implementation,  con’t

Soils: 
Discuss conservation practices for steep slopes, woody debris retention, nutrient 
cycling, vehicle travel, soil compaction, flood runoff, and livestock issues.  

Steep Slopes: Equipment will not operate on slopes exceeding 50% to prevent adverse 
impacts to soil resources. Less than 10% of the subject ownership contains steep 
ground exceeding 50% slope.  Vegetation growing on the steep areas is exclusively 
brush and shrub species, and is not managed as productive timberland like the rest of 
the parcel. Soils are thinner and less capable than the rest of the parcel, so steep areas 
are not scheduled for forest management activities. These steep areas will be allowed 
to succeed naturally through time, and are expected to remain dominated by brush 
species for many decades.

Woody Debris Retention/Nutrient Cycling: The proposed forest management 
activities will support woody debris retention and nutrient cycling for future soil values. 
Many stands on the Ranch need to be precommercially thinned to reduce stand density. 
This thinning can be achieved through mechanical mastication, which will provide 1-4”  
of chipped woody material on the surface of the forest floor. Through time, this chipped 
material will break down and hasten the soil building process.  

Snags  10”DBH  and  less  may  be  targeted  for  removal  during  site  preparation  activities if 
active disease or insect infestation is present. However, snags  10”  DBH  and  larger  will  
remain standing at an approximate rate of 4 per acre where they exist. Over time, these 
snags will decay and eventually fall to the ground, creating downed woody debris that is 
available for continued decay, incorporation into soil resources, and nutrient cycling 
(specifically carbon).   

Vehicle Travel: Private roads within the Lemon Canyon Ranch ownership are gated, 
preventing uncontrolled access. This control is especially useful during the winter period 
when vehicle use during wet conditions could cause excessive soil rutting and 
compaction. 

Soil Compaction: Soil compaction within the Lemon Canyon Ranch ownership will be 
avoided by not allowing equipment operations during saturated soil conditions. 
Saturated soil conditions means that soil and/or surface material pore spaces are filled 
with water to such an extent that runoff is likely to occur. Indicators of saturated soil 
conditions may include, but are not limited to: 1) areas of ponded water, 2) pumping of 
fines from the soil or road surfacing material during timber operations, 3) loss of bearing 
strength resulting in the deflection of soil or road surfaces under a wet load, such as 
creation of wheel ruts, 4) spinning or churning of wheels or tracks that produces a wet 
slurry, or 5) inadequate traction without blading wet soil or surfacing materials.

Further, the operating surface of logging roads and landings shall be utilized only when 
stable. Stable operating surface means that the logging road or landing surface does 
not either (1) generate waterborne sediment in amounts sufficient to cause a turbidity 
increase in drainage facilities that discharge into Class I, II, III, or IV waters or, that is  
visible or would violate applicable water quality requirements; or 2) channel water for  
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Management  Plan  Implementation,  con’t

more than 50 feet that is discharged into Class I, II, III, or IV waters. This restriction 
applies to the entire operating period. 

Flood Runoff: Surface erosion during periods of precipitation could result in sediment 
transport and the loss of surface soils, both detrimental to soil resources and 
productivity, as well as the beneficial uses of water. To prevent surface erosion within 
the Pekarek ownership, all roads and tractor roads utilized as part of CFIP operations 
will have water bars installed as described below:  

Slope 0-10% 11-25% 26-50% >50%
Moderate EHR 200ft       150ft  100ft   75ft 

Waterbreaks will be constructed diagonally at a depth of 6 inches into solid road base 
and   shall   have   a   continuous   firm   embankment   of   at   least   6”   in   height immediately 
adjacent to the lower edge of the waterbreak cut that allows drainage to flow 
unrestricted onto slash, rocks, or  materials less erodible than native soil. 

Livestock Issues: Issues related to livestock grazing have been mitigated as part of 
the grazing management plan developed for the ownership by the NRCS. 

Desired Forest Condition (Reforestation and Afforestation):  
Discuss areas desired for regeneration practices with specifications for natural 
seedling recruitment, site preparation, planting and/or follow-up. 

Replanting of pine seedlings is desired in the southeastern portion of the ownership that 
suffered from stand replacing wildfire in approximately 1959. Given the soil type and 
aspect of the areas affected by this historic fire, it is unlikely that this area supported a 
dense forest. Rather, the mesic conditions of this section of the ownership likely 
supported a more sparse stand of widely spaced Jeffrey pines with nominal Western 
Juniper. These areas are in need of artificial regeneration to reach acceptable conifer 
stocking of 300 seedlings per acre. These areas may need to be replanted at rates 
above 300 per acre as desiccation and browse by deer can be expected given site 
conditions. Higher rates of planting coupled with future interplanting will provide for the 
most diligent effort to restock the site. 

Regeneration through artificial regeneration elsewhere throughout the ownership is not 
desired at this time. Rather, conditions conducive to the establishment of natural 
regeneration will be created through the proposed precommerical thinning operations. 
In these activities, stand density will be reduced, soil exposure to the forest floor thereby 
increased, and the soil will be disturbed during mechanical operations. Thus by default, 
the thinning operations are a form of site preparation for future pine regeneration.  

Monitoring of treated areas following the precommerical thinning will indicate if artificial 
regeneration is necessary. Should an area continue to lack pine regeneration 5 years 
following the thinning operations, then artificial regeneration through planting of 
seedlings may be conducted.  
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Management  Plan  Implementation,  con’t

Forest Stand Improvement  
Describe the area to be improved including practice specifications for fire 
protection, thinning, pruning and regeneration: 

Forestlands within the Ranch ownership contain young growth eastside pine and mixed 
conifer stands. These stands are currently moderately to significantly overstocked and 
should receive pre-commercial thinning to reduce stand density and increase overall 
stand growth and vigor. This treatment will have the dual effect of also reducing the 
horizontal and vertical continuity of fuels, providing for reduced fuels within the residual 
green stands. Treatment will target small conifer trees up to and including 12”  DBH  for 
the purpose of reducing stand density and fuel loading. Precommercial thinning 
specifications have been provided in the “Resource Management Unit Information” 
sheets, following. 

Picture 8: Typical Eastside Pine stand exhibiting dense stands of pine regeneration necessitating 
thinning for increased fire resiliency and conifer growth and vigor through time. 
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Roads: 
Point out possible access and road location improvements including stream, 
wetland and pond issues.  Map improvement areas including water crossings and 
other needed drainage improvements. 
The 3.5 mile road network within the Lemon Canyon Ranch ownership is sufficient for 
current and future forest management activities. These roads have historically been 
used for commercial logging operations. Road improvements have been itemized in the 
Roads section under Current Property Conditions.  Surface drainage will continue to be 
of importance, and waterbars/rolling dips will need to be annually checked for their 
integrity and functionality.  

Picture 9: Overly dense pine stands in need of precommerical thinning to increase overall stand 
health and vigor. 

Picture 10: Culvert Crossing "E" on Lemon Canyon 
Road system. 
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Describe conservation practices for general maintenance, erosion reduction, road 
surface condition, drainage-dips, culverts, stream crossings, weed control, and 
time-of-year use. Size replacement culverts for 100 year storm events: Discussed 
above in Soils/Soil Compaction and Flood Runoff 
Pests:  
Note known and/or potential insects, diseases, animals, weeds, and invasive 
species on property:  
Yellow Star Thistle: This invasive species has been 
identified on the Lemon Canyon Ranch ownership. This 
species can thrive in harsh, dry conditions and is known to 
eventually dominate areas previously occupied by native 
forbes and grasses, reducing native forage quality and 
quantity.

Western Pine Beetle: This  beetle   is  endemic   to   the  area’s  
forests and affect Ponderosa and Jeffrey Pine. The beetle is 
the most destructive insect pest of Ponderosa Pine and 

typically infest trees weakened by 
smog, annosum root disease, 
blackstain root disease, fire, drought, 
and lightening. The beetle attacks 
trees singly or in groups.

Flatheaded/Round Headed Wood Borers: This beetle is present throughout all of 
California’s   forests.  Trees  killed  by   fire,  wind,   root  disease,  or  bark  beetles  all  provide  
favorable hose material for this insect. 

Annosum Root Disease: The   “P”   Type   of   this  
disease infects pines and cedar. In pines, the 
fungus grows into a stump and roots as a decay 
organism until a living root contacts and infested 
one. The fungus then penetrates and infects the 
roots of the healthy tree. Once infected, the 
fungus persists in the roots and soil for many 
years. This infestation weakens trees, 
predisposing them to windthrow and infestation by 
bark beetles.  

Picture 12: Western Pine Beetle 
larval galleries. 

Picture 11: Western 
Pine Beetle Picture 13 Roundheaded 

Woodborer larvae 

         Picture 14: Annosus Fungal fruiting body 
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Management  Plan  Implementation,  con’t

Discuss prevention guidelines including how to inventory, control, and monitor 
infestations.   
Yellow Star Thistle: Inventory is conducted through direct sighting of this conspicuous 
weed either in the rosette or full bloom stage. Control is best provided through Transline 
or Milestone, both herbicides that are approved and especially useful at killing this 
invasive plant. Starthistle populations should be treated for at least a 3-year period, with 
subsequent regrowth treated through additional herbicide application or direct hand 
pulling before the seed head disperses the seed.  

Western Pine Beetle: Trees infected by the Western Pine Beetle typically exhibit pale 
green to yellow needles that turn red. Direct observation of larvae under the bark and/or 
the shape of larval chambers and positively identify these species. 

Flatheaded/Round Headed Wood Borers: Typically, trees infested by these beetles 
will have tops with yellowing needles. Direct observation of larvae under the bark and/or 
the shape of larval chambers and positively identify these species.  

Annosum Root Disease: Infected pines exhibit slow growth and crown yellowing and 
thinning. Small pines are usually killed directly within a few years. In pines, a circular 
pattern of tree decline is usually observed, with the most recently infected trees on the 
outer edge of the circle, with dead trees and stumps at the center. Direct observation of 
the white fruiting bodies of this fungus will provide positive detection of the species.  

Describe the range of integrated pest management tools, including mechanical, 
physical, biological, cultural or chemical management. 
Yellow Star Thistle: Currently, the most effective treatment method for this invasive 
species is hand pulling, or application of Transline or Milestone, available through the 
local  County  Agriculture  Commissioner’s  Office.  

Western Pine Beetle/ Flatheaded/Round Headed Wood Borers: Thinning of forested 
stands to achieve optimum species diversity, stand density, and tree vigor is a very 
effective mechanism for controlling insect outbreaks. Prompt salvage of dead and dying 
trees will further protect residual stands from damage from these insects.  

Annosum Root Disease:  Prevention of infection and spread is the best way to 
manage annosum root disease in conifers. Cut stumps can be treated with borax-based 
chemicals to prevent annosum infection. Also, thinning during warm dry periods that 
inhibit fungal growth is a useful mechanism against the infection and spread of this 
disease.  
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Management  Plan  Implementation,  con’t

Fire Protection: 
Discuss fire protection practices and specifications for mechanical, hand work, 
herbicide application and/or broadcast burning for stand/habitat improvement, 
fuel reduction and fire-wise safety. 

Fire Protection: 
Fire protection practices will aim to reduce the horizontal and vertical continuity of fuels. 
Native surface fuels, including sage, Greenleaf manzanita, and down trees, along with 
other ladder fuels such as small, suppressed trees, are typically reduced via removal or 
rearrangement for the purposes of fuels reduction. On the Ranch ownership, the current 
fuels risk is the significant ladder fuels composed of suppressed and intermediate trees, 
created through overly dense conifer stocking. These fuels will be reduced during pre 
commercial thinning activities, which will target suppressed and intermediate trees for 
removal, leaving the largest, most fire resilient trees of the best phenotype in the 
residual stand.  

Mechanical Fuels Work – General Best Management Practices/Specifications:
For the purpose of fuels reduction, surface and ladder fuels, including logging slash and 
debris, brush, and deadwood, that could promote the spread of wildfire, will be treated 
to achieve standards for vertical and horizontal spacing between fuels, maximum depth 
of dead ground fuels, and treatment of dead fuels as follows: 

1. Ladder and surface fuels shall be spaced to achieve a vertical clearance distance of
eight feet or three times the height of the post-harvest fuels, whichever is greater, as
measured from the base of the base of the live crown of the post harvest dominant or
codominant trees to the top of the ladder or surface fuels, whichever is taller.

2. Ladder and surface fuels shall be spaced to achieve a horizontal clearance distance
of 2 – 6 times the height of the post harvest fuels as measured from the outside branch
edges of the fuels. On slopes 0-20%, the horizontal clearance distance shall be a
minimum of two times the height of the post harvest fuels; on 20-40% slopes the
distance shall be four times the height of the post harvest fuels.

3. Surface fuel depth including but not limited to logging slash, debris, brush, deadwood,
and broadcast chips, shall be no greater than 9 inches in depth averaged over 80% of
the unit, as measured from bare mineral soil.

4. Masticated material shall not be concentrated into piles or against residual vegetation.

5. No cut material shall lean against or be suspended by a leave tree.

6. Isolated logs that exhibit progressed decay characterized by lack of bark and twigs,
faded wood color and soft wood texture, or logs that are incorporated into mineral soil
may be left unaltered, provided they are isolated and do not contribute to a
concentration of surface fuels. No aerial fuels are allowed on leave logs.
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7. Live, healthy willows, cottonwoods, and other riparian species shall generally be
retained, unless damaged during the course of operations, where they shall be treated
to the specifications herein.

8. Tree Selection Criteria: Select the highest quality conifer then remove surrounding,
competing brush and conifers 10”  DBH  and  less,  to  create  a  canopy  cover  of 40 – 50%
and to the designated spacing below.

a. Trees  up  to  &  including  10”  DBH: 15-20’  average  tree  spacing.

9. Residual timber (leave trees) shall consist of healthy, vigorous dominant and
codominant trees with full crowns, greater than 40% live crown, free of defect and the
best phenotypes of the pre-harvest stand.

10. The operator shall generally maintain the pre-harvest species composition.

Hand Treatment - General Best Management Practices/Specifications: 
1. Select the highest quality conifer then remove all surrounding, competing conifers up
to  and  including  10”  DBH  to the designated spacing below:

a. Areas  dominated  by  trees  <10”  DBH:  15-20’  average  tree  spacing.

b. Areas  dominated  by  trees  >10”  DBH:  removal  all  trees  up  to  and   including  10”  DBH
within 5 feet of dripline of residual conifer(s); 15-20’  average   tree   spacing  otherwise.
Dripline is defined as line that is perpendicular to longest limbs of residual tree canopy.

2. Residual timber (leave trees) shall consist of healthy, vigorous dominant and
codominant trees with full crowns, greater than 40% live crown, free of defect and the
best phenotypes of the pre-harvest stand.

3. Generally maintain the pre-harvest species composition.

4. All native oaks shall remain uncut, unless removal is required for operations.

5. All brush within 10 feet of dripline of residual conifers shall be removed (dripline is
defined as line that is perpendicular to longest limbs of residual tree canopy.) Brush
beyond this zone shall be treated to create an effective fuel break that would not carry a
surface fire. Operations should leave residual  brush  clumps  in  a  “mosaic”  arrangement
to provide for wildlife habit, provided such clumps are not located within 10 feet of
dripline and do not contribute to horizontal or vertical continuity of the fuels.

Ladder and surface fuels shall be spaced to achieve a horizontal clearance distance of 
2 – 6 times the height of the post harvest fuels as measured from the outside branch 
edges of the fuels. On slopes 0-20%, the horizontal clearance distance shall be a 
minimum of two times the height of the post harvest fuels; on 20-40% slopes the 
distance shall be four times the height of the post harvest fuels; on slopes over 40% the 
distance shall be six times the height of the post harvest fuels.  
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6. Pockets of pre-existing slash either from natural mortality, current, or past timber
harvest operations shall be treated to reduce the size of material and height of the fuel
concentrations  to  less  than  9”  as  measured from bare mineral soil.

7. All cut material shall be placed into the burn piles.

Burn Pile Construction 
1. Pile will be constructed (tee pee style) with a height of 1.5 times higher than their
width (at base).  However, pile height will not exceed 6 feet unless there are limited
openings for piles to avoid residual scorch, due to the amount of material to be disposed
and by approval of RPF.

2. Heavier materials should be placed inward into the burn pile interior and each pile
containing material protruding greater than 3 feet will be trimmed back and placed on
pile.

3. Burn piles will be constructed free of dirt and non-combustible material to ensure a
clean safe burn.

4. Piles will be located away from stumps and sufficient distance away from residual
trees or other vegetation to reduce scorch.

5. Piles will be managed to burn clean and level to the ground.  Chunking in of piles at
least one time will be necessary after the piles have had time to burn down and more
may be required for satisfactory consumption.  Chunking will include not only unburned
pile material, but any burning fuel, which is creeping from a pile to prevent further creep
and/or escape.

6. Covering piles.  Each pile will have plastic or Kraft paper placed during its
construction on at least 50% of pile surface.  Small logs or slash will secure covering.

7. Burning shall occur upon receipt of, and in accordance to, an approved Butte County
Burn Permit

 Burning of Piles: 
In order to achieve an efficient and safe burn, the landowner should allow for sufficient 
wet conditions before ignition and thus decrease the degree of burn creep and/or 
escape, and should have sufficient manpower to ignite and manage the burning of piles. 

Contacts:  An   “Air  Pollution  Permit”   shall   be obtained from the local Butte Air Quality 
Management District, (530) 332-9400 prior to burning.  

Other required contacts: 

a. Contact – check Air Quality Mgmt.  Dist.   “burn   day”   status (530)994-3561 prior to
ignition.

b. Contact – Danielle Bradfield, RPF #2808 24 hours prior to ignition: (530)927-7095.
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c. Piles shall be managed to burn clean and level to the ground. Chunking in at least
one time will be necessary after the piles have had time to burn down and more may be
required for satisfactory consumption. Chunking will include not only unburned pile
material, but any burning fuel which is creeping from a pile to prevent further creep.

e. Piles shall cease to be lit if excessive scorching (more than 50% of tree crown is
damaged) of the remaining leave trees occurs.

f. Burn Patrol. Provide adequate patrol on site until burn piles are consumed and pose
no threat for additional creep on the day of ignition. Contractor shall provide adequate
patrols, including days and nights after ignitions when windy conditions exist, to
eliminate the risk of escapes

g. Fire Suppression Equipment & Fire Cache. Contractor shall furnish fire fighting tools
on project site at all times during burn. Type and number of tools will meet Cal Fire
requirements (PRC 4428).

Broadcast Chipping/Mastication Option: 
Where feasible, cut material may be broadcast chipped or mechanically masticated. If 
chipping is used for disposal of vegetative material, the following specifications shall be 
adhered to: 

1. Chips may be removed from the site or blown evenly across the ground during
operations.

2. At no time shall concentrations of chips exceed six (6) inches in depth or be
concentrated into a pile or piles.

3. Chipped material shall not be piled against residual vegetation, including residual tree
boles.

Herbicide Application- General Best Management Practices/Specifications: As per 
appropriate Material Data Safety Sheet (MDSS).

Burning - General Best Management Practices/Specifications: See above
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Describe and discuss local fire history, potential sources of fire ignition, fuel 
hazards, and infrastructure for protection including access and evacuation 
routes. 

The Tahoe National Forest database was queried for historic fires within and adjacent to 
the Lemon Canyon Ranch. The results of this query have been provided in the fire 
history map. The ownership has experienced four fires in recent history: the Dark Fire of 
2003, Cottonwood Fire of 1994, and an unnamed fire in 1959. The most significant 
potential sources of fire ignition include the public use of USFS Road 650 that bisects 
the ownership, and lightening. Fuel hazards within the ownership include significant 
horizontal continuity of fuels formed by the sagebrush, as well as vertical continuity fo 
fuels in the majority of the forested stands that have a continuous forest canopy. The 
USFS Road 650 is the sole evacuation route from the ownership. 

Discuss the values of shaded fuel breaks, fuel breaks in strategic locations, and 
potential to connect with neighbors or a community effort. 
The primary reason for fuels reduction is to modify fire behavior to a manageable level. 
Fuels reduction treatments modify vegetation to a less dense, more fire resilient, forest 
type.  The primary   stand   attributes   that   control   a   fire’s   behavior   are   surface   fuel  
condition, crown bulk density, and crown base height. All three attributes can be directly 
managed  by   thinning.  Typically,   fuels   reduction  occurs   through   “thinning   from  below”,  
where primarily suppressed and intermediate trees from the lower canopy are removed. 
The upper forest canopy generally remains intact, with larger codominant and dominant 
trees removed only when infected with disease or insects, or to reduce the horizontal 
continuity of fuels. By removing a significant amount of the suppressed and intermediate 
trees in the understory, ladder fuels are nearly eliminated, surface fuels are reduced, 
crown bulk density is decreased, and crown base height will be increased. Collectively, 
these changes in forest structure will alter fire behavior with the goal of reducing fire 
intensity, reducing the severity of fire damage, and provide better opportunities for fire 
suppression success in the event of wildfire.  

Shaded fuel breaks are areas that are intentionally thinned to provide for the 
aforementioned benefits. When strategically located along ridgetops and other areas 
suitable  for  “holding”  a  fire  or  reducing  its  intensity  and  rate  of  spread,  these  fuel  breaks  
specifically provide for fire suppression success. Upon implementation of the 
precommercial thinning prescribed in this document, the Ranch ownership will have 
effectively reduced hazardous fuels. As US Forest Service landholdings surround a 
significant portion of the Ranch, the Agency should be made aware of the implemented 
treatments within and surrounding the Lemon Canyon Ranch to aide in the planning and 
development of future landscape and community level fuel reduction projects.  

Security: 
Discuss fencing, gating, signing and other forms of trespass control.  
Trespass is currently controlled through locked gates that access the Lemon Canyon 
Ranch ownership. The ownership is also posted at select fence locations. Frequent 
inspection by the landowner or other family member is a crucial component of 
preventing and controlling trespass onto the parcel, such as prompt replacement of 
damaged/stolen gates, etc).  
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List local protection agencies for landowner contact: 

Sierra County  Sheriff’s  Department 
100 Courthouse Sq. 
PO Box 66 
Downieville, CA. 95936 
Emergency: Dial 911 

Cal Fire  
Jeff Calvert, Stewardship Forester/Forest Legacy Coordinator 
jeff.calvert@fire.ca.gov 
(916) 653-8286 (office); (916) 653-8957 (FAX); (916) 215-4882 (cell)
Source for professional forest management expertise and State forestry grant programs 
in Sierra County 

Tahoe National Forest 
Fire Management Officer 
317 South Lincoln Street 
PO Box 95 
Sierraville, CA 96126 
(530) 994-3401 (voice)
Local Contact for information on fire prevention and suppression 

California Department of Fish and Game 
1701 Nimbus Road 
 Rancho Cordova, CA 95670 
(916) 358-2900

Wildlife issues, private land management, and poaching issues. 

Cal Tip 
1-888-334-2258
Confidential Secret Witness Program 

Streams, Wetlands, and Ponds:
Discuss conservation practices for riparian habitat, wetlands road crossings, and 
water protection zones.  
Riparian habitat will be protected with equipment exclusion zones during forest 
management operations. Riparian species will be enhanced during focused forest 
management activities that target the encroachment of conifers upon Quaking aspen 
and other similar riparian species. These activities will aim to release riparian species 
from the shade and root competition caused by conifer encroachment. Large overstory 
conifers may remain for forest structure in these areas.  

There are no wetlands road crossings within the Lemon Canyon Ranch. 

Water protection zones will be established and adhered to during forest management 
operations. These protections zones will be in compliance with the California Forest 
Practice Rules and based off of habitat present and slope. These rules generally 
exceed the protection zones mandated as part of the Lemon Canyon Ranch 
Conservation Easement Agreement. 
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Picture 15: Incese Cedar, Western Juniper, and Jeffrey Pine regeneration encroaching upon 
suppressed Quaking Aspen populations near Blinman Spring. Young growth conifer regeneration 
will be targeted for removal in the Riparian Enhancement Unit around this spring. 
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Wildlife: 
Discuss potential fish and aquatic habitat improvement including water quality 
and quantity as well as riparian habitat. Include other wildlife and endangered 
species concerns and habitat improvement. 

The protection of water quality will be provided by reducing the threat of catastrophic fire 
through hazardous fuels reduction. This reduction will be provided during 
precommerical thinning operations as proposed in this document. Protection of the 
forest stands also provides for watershed protection, including the conservation of 
existing water quality. It can be inferred that water quantity, at least in regards to ground 
water, will be increased following precommerical thinning operations as fewer stems will 
be utilizing available soil water.  This may provide for increased stream flow, which will 
subsequently support increased wet meadow and riparian conditions within the pasture 
portion of the ownership.  

Aquatic habitat will be improved upon by enhancement of riparian vegetation. Removal 
of select conifers that are encroaching upon the riparian areas will conserve and 
enhance the riparian species populations. As these species are crucial for shade 
canopy, water temperature control, and nutrient cycling, their conservation and 
enhancement will provide for improved aquatic habitat through time.  

Discuss potential habitat improvements such as access, nest boxes, hunting 
potential, water development and domestic animal control. 

Planned forest management activities will provide for enhancement of riparian 
vegetation as well as hastening of old growth conditions in the conifer stands. These 
two provisions will provide for significant habitat improvement and conservation through 
time. Further, the landowner has installed a system of fencing and off-stream water 
troughs that minimize adverse impacts to the riparian zones from cattle grazing on the 
ownership.  

The landowner does not desire to have hunting on the ownership. 

Water from Blinman spring has already been developed as part of the mini-hydro 
electric system that supports the residence on the ownership.  

Recreation and Aesthetics: 
Discuss potential recreational opportunities including supporting resources. 
Discuss aesthetic qualities of property. 
Lemon Canyon Ranch presents a variety of non-motorozed recreation for the landowner 
and invited guests. These recreational opportunities include wildlife viewing, hiking, and 
similar pursuits. The ownership contains a variety of vegetation types, which provides 
for a diverse aesthetic experience. A variety of conifers stands are intermixed with 
montane riparian hardwood, juniper, sage fields, and pasture to create a varied and 
unique aesthetic about the Ranch. In addition, looking west from the Ranch is Sierra 
Valley, an expansive alpine valley.    

The Property can be seen from Highway 89 (located less than one mile west of the 
Property), part of a route designated by the U.S. Forest Service (USFS) as a National 
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Forest Byway (the Yuba-Donner Scenic Byway) and by the State of California as a 
State Scenic Byway. 

Air Resources: 
Discuss smoke management issues with prescribe fire or pile burning and 
unwanted biomass removal alternatives.  List air quality entities and permit 
requirements. 

It is the desire of the landowner to avoid or minimize pile burning to the greatest extent 
possible. However, in the event that pile burning should present the most appropriate 
method for disposal of unwanted vegetation, the following pile burning specification, 
including permit requirements, have been included for future reference, if needed: 

1. Burn pile height should be at a ratio of 2 vertical feet to 3 horizontal feet (i.e. a
pile 6 feet tall should be 9 feet wide).
2. Piles must be compacted to help ensure ample ignition and burn efficiency.
3. Piles shall be reasonably free of dirt to allow for proper ignition and
consumption.
4. Piles  shall  be  constructed  “haystack”  style,  with  stems  and  needles  toward  the
ground.
5. Smaller material shall be placed into the pile last.
6. Pile shall be no closer than 15 feet from ownership boundaries and main
access roads.
7. Piles shall not be located within the watercourse lake protection zone (WLPZ)
of any Class I-IV watercourse.
8. Piles shall be located as far away as possible from residual green standing
trees to prevent scorch.
9. An  “Air  Pollution  Permit”  shall  be  obtained  from  the  local  Air Quality
Management District prior to burning.

Climate Considerations and Carbon Sequestration:  
Discuss practices for the possibility of implementing carbon sequestration and 
climate amelioration activities. 

In  December   2008,   the  California  Air  Resources  Board   released   the   state’s   “Climate  
Change  Scoping  Plan”,  which  outlined  a  range  of  strategies  necessary for the state to 
reduce its GHG emissions to 1990 levels by the year 2020. Building on this Scoping 
Plan,   the  California  Natural  Resources  Agency   released   the   “2009  California  Climate  
Adaptation  Strategy”.  This  strategy  discusses  what  efforts  will  be  employed to respond 
to the impacts of climate change. By doing so, the State has begun to effectively 
anticipate future challenges and requires changes that will ultimately reduce the 
vulnerability to residents, resources, and industries of the consequences of a variable 
and changing climate. 

The  Strategy   reads   “California’s  ability   to  manage   its   climate   risks   through  adaptation  
depends   on   a   number   of   critical   factors   including   …sustainably-managed natural
resources.”   Section   II,   chapter   16   of   the   State   Scoping Plan, indicates the 
recommended  action  for  sustainable  forests  is  to  “Preserve forest sequestration and
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encourage the use of forest biomass for sustainable energy generation.”    The  Scoping  
Plan specifically expresses concern over the potential decline of the carbon sink, or 
California’s  forests,  and  stresses  the   importance  of  maintaining,  at  a  minimum,  current  
carbon stocks over time. 

The Lemon Canyon Ranch ownership presents a forest partially damaged by wildfire 
that  will  be  replanted  to  once  again  contribute  to  California’s  carbon  sink.  It  is  the  goal  of  
the landowner to reestablish an unevenage forest capable of producing high quality 
wood products on a long term, sustainable basis. The planned replanting, 
reestablishment of the conifer stands, and eventual timber harvest in decades to come 
support  the  goals  and  objectives  of  the  State’s  Scoping  Plan  and  Adaptation  Strategy.   

Family Legacy: 
Discuss opportunities for family legacy including conservation easements and 
other ways to keep property safe from development. 

The Lemon Canyon Ranch is already held in a Conservation Easement with the Pacific 
Forest Trust.The Easement identifies five zones of activity on the Property: 1) 
Development Zone, 2) Forest Management Zone, 3) Rangeland Zone, 4) Agricultural 
Intensification Zone, and 5) Riparian Special Habitat Management Zone. Though most 
restrictions apply to the entire Property, certain easement restrictions apply to only 
particular management zones.  
Provisions of the Easement that apply to the entire Property include the following: 

1. Subdivision of the Property or any of its constituent parcels, and/or the sale of
one parcel apart from the sale of the entire Property, is prohibited.

2. Construction or placement of residential structures additional to the one
existing house is prohibited, provided that one (1) additional single-family
residence and its associated outbuildings and utilities may be constructed and
maintained within the Development Zone.

3. Construction or placement of non-residential structures or improvements
outside the Development Zone is prohibited, except that structures directly
related to uses and activities permitted under the Easement (including, but not
limited to corrals, barns, water diversion facilities, and other structures) may be
constructed, repaired,replaced, or maintained.

4.Industrial uses, as described by the Land Uses Element of the Sierra County
GeneralPlan 2012, are prohibited. According to the General Plan, conditional
industrial usesinclude: manufacturing, processing, assembly, outdoor storage,
business park activities, and other similar and compatible uses.

5. Commercial uses, including both Community and Visitor Commercial uses as
described by the Land Uses Element of the Sierra County General Plan 2012
(revisedJuly, 1996), are permitted when conducted in a manner that is consistent
with thepurposes, terms and conditions of the Easement, and provided that uses
other thanforest management, ranching, and agriculture occur within existing or
permittedstructures, and that no alteration of the historic barn exteriors is
permitted without thepermission of Grantee. According to the General Plan,
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conditional uses ofCommunity Commercial areas include retail sales and 
services, eatingestablishments, board and care facilities, and offices, among 
others; conditional usesof Visitor Commercial areas include motels, hotels, and 
other lodging, restaurants,visitor-oriented  retail,  employee  housing,  and  “other  
visitor services which are inkeeping with the rural and resource based nature of 
the  County.”  In  addition  to  theuses  defined  above,  Ms.  Blake  seeks  to  reserve  
the right to conduct home- or internet-based business, cottage industries 
(including animal husbandry and food processing), hospitality services, research 
projects, and educational museums. Further, unpaved parking areas may be 
established and maintained within the Development Zone or the existing barn 
complex, though the cumulative area of these parking areas is not to exceed one 
(1) acre.

6. The following agricultural uses are permitted within the Rangeland Zone:
grazing livestock, haying of meadow grasses, and production of fruits,
vegetables, and grains (within the Agricultural Intensification Zone).

7. Extraction of minerals, gravel, sand, and rock is prohibited.

8. Road construction is not permitted, except when in conjunction with fire
management activities or other permitted uses such as forest management,
agriculture, and conservation or wildlife management activities. With prior
approval, existing access roads that connect existing or permitted residential
structures to Lemon Canyon Road may be paved, provided that such roads do
not exceed sixteen (16) feet in width. Roads should be constructed and
maintained so as to minimize erosion and sedimentation and ensure proper
drainage, utilizing Best Management Practices as recommended by the U.S.
Natural Resources Conservation Service.

9. Off-road motorized vehicle use is prohibited, except in connection with
otherwise permitted uses such as forest management, agriculture, and
conservation or wildlife management activities.

10. Watercourses and wetlands may not be altered. Exceptions include: habitat
enhancement; maintenance, expansion, or judicially mandated alterations of
existing or authorized water systems or diversions, and maintenance or
installation of existing or permitted stream crossings.

11. Dumping, storage, and/or disposal of wastes or hazardous substances are
prohibited.

12. Conversion of native vegetation to non-native species is prohibited, except
for fruit, vegetable, and grain production within the Agricultural Intensification
Zone and for landscaping adjacent to residence(s) in the Development Zone.

Livestock (optional): 
Discuss livestock plan(s) and issues. 

The Lemon Canyon Ranch currently has a Grazing Management Plan through the 
Natural Resource Conservation Service.  
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PLANNED MANAGEMENT ACTIVITIES AND 
REQUIRED PERMITS 

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT UNIT INFORMATION: 
Add as many pages of this section as there are management units designed for the ownership

For each management unit, write management objectives and a brief description 
of the management unit and its condition.  Further detailed inventory/plot data 
can be included if desired.  Forest modeling outputs may be included with each 
unit description if available.  

Name or Unit #:   1-13   Acres: _393 acres cumulative; Unit Acres are as follows: 

Location (describe and map):   Please refer to Project Map 
Objectives: (Describe type of silvicultural treatment including pre/post harvest 
activities and slash management if pertinent). 
Pre-commercial thinning to reduce stand density and increase overall stand growth and 
vigor. This treatment will have the dual effect of also reducing the horizontal and vertical 
continuity of fuels, providing for reduced fuels within the residual green stands. 
Treatment will target small conifer trees up to and including  12”  DBH  for  the  purpose  of  
reducing stand density and fuel loading.

Unit # Acres 
1 31 

2 21 

3 80 

4 31 

5 24 

6 13 

7 38 

8 35 

9 17 

10 8 

11 14 

12 34 

13 37 
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Forest Description: 
Stand history, age and desired rotation cycle, Site index, soil type, elevation, 
slope, DBH/size class, basal area, trees/acre, stocking, growth/yield potential, 
regeneration and stand improvement needs: 

The stands included in the precommerical thinning prescription have been selectively 
logged in the past. Existing overstory trees range from 75- 160 years old, while existing 
conifer regeneration ranges from 1 – 20 years in age. The forestlands are composed of 
traditional east side pine stands with a nominal amount of sierra mixed conifer stands in 
isolated locations. All stands are Site Class III at elevations ranging from 5000-5500 feet 
above feet sea level.  

A stand table has been provided below that indicates DBH classes, trees per acre, and 
stocking.    

Species Species Composition % Basal Area/Acre ft2 
(trees  6”  DBH+) 

Jeffrey Pine 84 180 
Incense Cedar 8 17 

White Fir 6 13 
Western Juniper 2 4 

Totals 100 214 

Growth data for the Lemon Canyon Ranch was gathered via increment core samples 
from each diameter group. The samples were analyzed to determine the periodic 
annual increment of the stands. The periodic growth rate is calculated at 205 board feet 
per  acre  per  year.  It  can  be  inferred  that  thinning  of  stems  12”  DBH  and  less  will  
redistribute growth onto fewer, remaining stems, hastening conifer growth and vigor. 
During the planned precommerical thinning, White fir and Western Juniper will be 
targeted to enhance the natural species composition of the stand and promote the 
growth pine. Reduction of these species, especially Western Juniper, is crucial to 
maintaining the natural, drought resistant species composition of Jeffrey Pine with 
nominal Incense Cedar and White fir populations where microclimate allows.  

Precommercial thinning coupled with the reduction of White fir and Western Juniper are 
priorities of forestland management within Lemon Canyon Ranch. After completion of 
the aforementioned thinning, reevaluation of the forest stands will be conducted to 
determine if commercial timber harvest is necessary to promote overall forest health, 
vigor, and hastening of mature forest characteristics.  

Pre-Commercial Thinning Specifications: 

1. The contractor shall select the highest quality conifer then remove all surrounding,
competing  conifers  up  to  and  including  12”  DBH  to  the  designated  spacing  below:
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a. Areas  dominated  by  trees  <12”  DBH:  15-20’  average  tree
spacing.

b. Areas dominated by trees  >12”  DBH:  removal  of  all  trees  up  to  and  including
12”  DBH  within  5  feet  of  dripline  of  residual  conifer(s);;  15-20’  average  tree
spacing otherwise. Dripline is defined as line that is perpendicular to longest
limbs of residual tree canopy.

c. Tree retention priority: Jeffrey Pine, Incense Cedar, White fir.

d. All  young  growth  Western  Juniper  12”  DBH  and  less  shall  be  removed.

2. Residual timber (leave trees) shall consist of healthy, vigorous dominant and
codominant trees with full crowns, greater than 40% live crown, free of defect and the
best phenotypes of the pre-harvest stand.

3. The operator shall generally maintain the pre-harvest species composition.

4. All  native  oaks  6.0”  D.B.H.  and  greater  shall  remain  uncut,  unless  removal  is
required for operations. All native aspen shall remain uncut.

5. Tree foliage/canopy shall not overlap; trees will have a distinct gap between tree
crowns.

6. Tree  stumps  and  stems  shall  be  no  taller  than  4”  above  ground,  measured  on  uphill
side, or 4”  above  natural  obstacles  such  as  boulders,  logs,  etc.

Discussion of Other Resources: 
Riparian, meadows, aquatic habitat, stream and other watercourses: The 
precommerical thinning areas contain Class II and III water resources. These resources 
will be protected using the standard WLPZ widths provided by the California Forest 
Practice Rules. Additional crossings of these watercourses to facilitate operations will 
not be necessary. 

Understory, downed woody debris, snags, wildlife habitat: 
The understory of the precommerical thinning units is largely dominated y suppressed 
and intermediate conifers. Where openings exist, sage and manzanita generally 
dominate the understory. Downed woody debris is minimal to moderate throughout the 
units, generally composed of downed White fir snags where it exists.  Snags  over  16”  
DBH  and  20’  tall  will  generally  be  maintained  for  wildlife  habitat  unless  they  pose  a  risk  
to human safety. Downed  snags  over  16”  DBH  that  are  embedded  upon  the  forest  floor  
will also be retained for wildlife habitat and soil values. 

Unit Management Resource Concerns and Recommendations: 
Erosion concerns:  
Heavy equipment will be utilized for thinning activities. Surface erosion following 
equipment use shall be abated by installation of standard waterbars on any tractor road 
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or private road utilized by the equipment during site preparation.  To prevent surface 
erosion within the ownership, all roads and tractor roads utilized as part of CFIP 
operations will have water bars installed as described below: 

Slope 0-10% 11-25% 26-50% >50%
Moderate EHR 200ft       150ft  100ft   75ft 

Waterbreaks will be constructed diagonally at a depth of 6 inches into solid road base 
and shall have a continuous firm embankment of at least   6”   in   height   immediately  
adjacent to the lower edge of the waterbreak cut that allows drainage to flow 
unrestricted onto slash, rocks, or  materials less erodible than native soil. 

Soil Compaction: Soil compaction within the ownership will be avoided by not allowing 
equipment operations during saturated soil conditions. Saturated soil conditions means 
that soil and/or surface material pore spaces are filled with water to such an extent that 
runoff is likely to occur. Indicators of saturated soil conditions may include, but are not 
limited to: 1) areas of ponded water, 2) pumping of fines from the soil or road surfacing 
material during timber operations, 3) loss of bearing strength resulting in the deflection 
of soil or road surfaces under a wet load, such as creation of wheel ruts, 4) spinning or 
churning of wheels or tracks that produces a wet slurry, or 5) inadequate traction 
without blading wet soil or surfacing materials.

Further, the operating surface of logging roads and landings shall be utilized only when 
stable. Stable operating surface means that the logging road or landing surface does 
not either (1) generate waterborne sediment in amounts sufficient to cause a turbidity 
increase in drainage facilities that discharge into Class I, II, III, or IV waters or, that is 
visible or would violate applicable water quality requirements; or 2) channel water for 
more than 50 feet that is discharged into Class I, II, III, or IV waters. This restriction 
applies to the entire operating period. 

Domestic uses: None

Other conservation issues: 

1. Equipment shall not operate between the hours of 1:00 pm and 8:00 pm on days
designated   as   “Red   Flag  Warning”   by   the   national  weather   service   in   Redding,   CA.
This forecast shall be consulted each evening in the next day’s  forecast.
2. For fire prevention measures when the fire weather forecast is HIGH or EXTREME,
the operator shall get off the mastication machine hourly and walk areas they have been
working, checking for smoke or fire.  A designated watchman shall oversee the entire
operating area, watching for fires, for at least two hours after the masticator has
shutdown.
3.The Contractor shall be entirely responsible for any damage that their operations
cause to public property, and boundary landmarks. Roads, curbs, fences, utilities, or
other permanent improvements that are damaged shall be repaired by the Contractor to
the condition that existed before the commencement of the contract work. Work shall be
conducted so as to prevent treated material from hitting project area structures, fences
and other improvements, or survey landmarks.
4.Maintain the work site at all times in a safe and clean condition.

PC EXHIBIT 6



Lemon Canyon Ranch CFIP Management Plan    50 February 2014 

5. Winter operations will only be allowed upon approval by the RPF, during extended
dry periods and hard frozen conditions.
6. Prior to working during the winter period (Nov.15 –April 1 annually) or during wet
conditions, the Contractor shall receive approval from the RPF to begin work so soil
conditions can be determined prior to operations. Soils inspections may be required on
a daily basis to prevent operations from occurring during periods of saturated soil
conditions, evidenced by:

a. Reduced traction by equipment as indicated by spinning or churning of tracks
in excess of normal performance
b. Inadequate traction without blading wet soil
c.Soil displacement in amounts that cause visible increase in turbidity of the
downstream waters in a receiving Class I-IV waters, or in amounts sufficient to
cause a turbidity increase in drainage facilities that discharge into Class I –IV
waters
d.Creation of ruts greater than would be normal following a light rainfall.

7.Ditches and culverts shall be maintained so they will be functional at all times.

Pile Burning: 

Pile burning as a means of slash and unwanted vegetation abatement will be avoided or 
reduced to the greatest extent possible. Should pile burning be utilized as a part of timber 
operations,  it is the responsibility of the landowner, with the following specifications 
adhered to: 
1. Burn pile height should be at a ratio of 2 vertical feet to 3 horizontal feet (i.e. a pile 6
feet tall should be 9 feet wide).

2. Piles should be compacted to help ensure ample ignition and burn efficiency.

3. Piles shall be reasonably free of dirt to allow for proper ignition and consumption.

4. Piles  shall  be  constructed  “haystack”  style,  with  stems  and  needles  toward  the  ground.

5. Smaller material shall be placed into the pile last.

6. Pile shall be no closer than 15 feet from ownership boundaries and main access roads.

7. Piles shall not be located within the watercourse lake protection zone (WLPZ) of any
Class I-IV watercourse.

8. Piles shall be located as far away as possible from residual green standing trees to
prevent scorch.

9. An  “Air  Pollution  Permit”  shall  be obtained from the local Air Quality Management
District prior to burning.
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RESOURCE MANAGEMENT UNIT INFORMATION: 
Add as many pages of this section as there are management units designed for the ownership

For each management unit, write management objectives and a brief 
description of the management unit and its condition.  Further detailed 
inventory/plot data can be included if desired.  Forest modeling outputs 
may be included with each unit description if available.  

Name or Unit #: 15 & 16__Acres: _Unit 15 = 40 acres  , Unit 15 = 32 acres 
Location (describe and map):   Please refer to Project Map 
Objectives: (Describe type of silvicultural treatment including pre/post harvest 
activities and slash management if pertinent). 
Planting of conifer seedlings to restock areas previously deforested through historic 
wildlfires. 

Forest Description: 
Stand history, age and desired rotation cycle, tree species present, forest type 
and/or ecological site description, site index, soil type, elevation, slope, DBH/size 
class, basal area, trees/acre, stocking, growth/yield potential, regeneration and 
stand improvement needs: 
The areas included in this management activity were deforested by a historic wildfire, as 
shown on the attached fire history map. These areas currently support sagebrush and 
manzanita, with a nominal component of natural Jeffrey pine and Western Juniper 
regeneration. The areas are Site Class III, with unit 15 having a southern aspect, and 
unit 16 having a southwest to north aspect. Elevations are 5200’   to  5400’  above  sea  
level and are accessed via existing seasonal roads.  

Approximate spacing, method of planting, number of trees per acre, planting 
standards, seed zone(s), species, and timing: 
Approximate Spacing: Seedlings shall be planted on a 12’  x  12’  spacing,  avoiding  
obstacles such as rock outcrops, large woody debris, etc. Seedlings shall be planted at 
a rate of approximately 300 seedlings per acre.  

Methods of Planting: It is essential that the seedlings are planted properly.   
Successfully planting a seedling depends on the ability for the roots of the tree to regain 
contact with the surrounding soil.  As a result of successful soil contact, the tree is able 
to extract water and nutrients from the soil to grow.    

1. Hole must be deep enough to accommodate the entire length of the seedlings
roots.
2. It is extremely important to never let air get to the roots of the seedlings when
transferring from the carrier to the new hole.  Make sure they are kept in the
travel carrier, bucket, or moist burlap sack.  The roots must stay moist.  Do
not place them in water.
3. Seedlings shall be planted deep enough so no roots remain above the ground.
4. Do not plant seedlings excessively deep in the soil.  Make sure the root collar is
exposed at ground level.
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5. When placing the seedling in the ground, the seedling should not have any air
pockets next to the roots.  Be sure the hole is well backfilled and no air pockets are
created.

6. Make sure when placing the seedling into the hole, the root is  not  bent  or  “J”
rooted.
7. Once the seedling is properly placed into the hole, use your heel to backfill the
hole.  This will get firm soil around the root and prevent air pockets.  Use your feet
to compact soil down and around the stem to get a firm hold on the seedling and
proper soil coverage around the roots.

Seed Zone(s): Seedlings from California tree seed zone 523 or 771 are preferred. 

Species: Seedlings shall consist of 90% Jeffrey Pine (pinus ponderosa) and 10% 
Incense Cedar (Libocedrus decurrens). Actual percentages may vary according to 
availability of the desired species from the appropriate seed zones.  

Timing: Seedlings shall be planted during cool and moist weather of the fall, winter, 
and/or spring months. Weather conditions should be cool, preferably below 45°F. 
Planting shall not occur during windy conditions, especially warm winds. Planting should 
be scheduled to occur when ample soil moisture from recent or concurrent precipitation 
is present.  

Discussion of Other Resources: This management unit does not contain riparian 
habitat, meadows, aquatic habitat, or perennial watercourses.

Riparian, meadows, aquatic habitat, stream and other watercourses:  This 
management unit does not contain riparian habitat, meadows, aquatic habitat, or 
perennial watercourses. 

Understory, downed woody debris, snags, wildlife habitat: 
This management unit consists of native shrub and brush species interspersed with 
nominal natural conifer regeneration. The areas are generally void of snags and 
downed woody debris. 

Unit Management Resource Concerns and Recommendations: 
Erosion concerns, Soil Compaction:  
No erosion or soil compaction issues are associated with the replanting planned for 
Units 15 and 16.  

Domestic uses: None

Other conservation issues: None 
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RESOURCE MANAGEMENT UNIT INFORMATION: 
Add as many pages of this section as there are management units designed for the ownership

For each management unit, write management objectives and a brief 
description of the management unit and its condition.  Further detailed 
inventory/plot data can be included if desired.  Forest modeling outputs 
may be included with each unit description if available.  

Name or Unit #: _K14 _      Acres: _18 acres 
Location (describe and map):   Please refer to Project Map 
Objectives and Unit Description: (Describe type of silvicultural treatment 
including pre/post harvest activities and slash management if pertinent). 
Enhancement of riparian vegetation through reduction of conifer encroachment. This 
managmenet activity is planned along the riparian area associated with Blinman Spring. 
This area contains established Quaking Aspen groves, Black Cottonwood, and small, 
open wet meadow areas that are being encroached upon by young growth Jeffrey pine 
and Western Juniper. This activity will seek to enhance the native riparian vegetation 
and natural ground water levels by reducing the competition induced by encroaching 
conifers.  

Riparian Enhancement Treatment Specifications: 

1. The contractor shall remove all conifers up to and including 12”  DBH  from
within 20 feet established Quaking Aspen, Salix willow, and black cottonwood
specimens.

2. The  contractor  shall  remove  all  conifers  up  to  and  including  12”  DBH  from
within the established boundary of any meadow or wet meadow complex as
identified by the RPF.

3. In areas the lack riparian vegetation, the following thinning standards apply:
select the highest quality conifer then remove all surrounding, competing conifers
up  to  and  including  12”  DBH  to  the  designated  spacing  below:

a. Areas  dominated  by  trees  <12”  DBH:  15-20’  average  tree
spacing. 

b. Areas  dominated  by  trees  >12”  DBH:  removal  of  all  trees  up  to  and
including  12”  DBH  within  5  feet  of  dripline  of  residual  conifer(s);;  15-20’  average  
tree spacing otherwise. Dripline is defined as line that is perpendicular to longest
limbs of residual tree canopy.

c. Tree retention priority: Jeffrey Pine, Incense Cedar, White fir.

d. All  young  growth  Western  Juniper  12”  DBH  and  less  shall  be  removed.

2. Residual timber (leave trees) shall consist of healthy, vigorous dominant and
codominant trees with full crowns, greater than 40% live crown, free of defect
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and the best phenotypes of the pre-harvest stand.  

3. The operator shall generally maintain the pre-harvest species composition.

4. All native oaks shall remain uncut, unless removal is required for operations.
All native aspen shall remain uncut.

5. Tree foliage/canopy shall not overlap; trees will have a distinct gap between
tree crowns.

6. Tree stumps and stems  shall  be  no  taller  than  4”  above  ground,  measured  on
uphill  side,  or  4”  above  natural  obstacles  such  as  boulders,  logs,  etc.

Discussion of Other Resources: 
Riparian, meadows, aquatic habitat, stream and other watercourses:    This 
management unit is located within and adjacent to the protection zone for the Blinman 
Spring Class II spring and watercourse as described above. 

Understory, downed woody debris, snags, wildlife habitat: 
This management unit generally does not contain downed woody debris or snags. 
Wildlife habitat is present in the riparian vegetation and water resources present in the 
unit. The understory is composed of young growth conifers and sagebrush.  

Unit Management Resource Concerns and Recommendations: 
None. 

Erosion concerns:  
Heavy equipment may be utilized for chipping of material cut from within the Blinman 
Spring WLPZ  as part of thinning activities. Surface erosion following equipment use 
shall be abated by installation of standard waterbars on any tractor road or private road 
utilized by the equipment during site preparation.  To prevent surface erosion within the 
ownership, all roads and tractor roads utilized as part of CFIP operations will have water 
bars installed as described below: 

Slope 0-10% 11-25% 26-50% >50%
Moderate EHR 200ft       150ft  100ft   75ft 

Waterbreaks will be constructed diagonally at a depth of 6 inches into solid road base 
and   shall   have   a   continuous   firm   embankment   of   at   least   6”   in   height   immediately  
adjacent to the lower edge of the waterbreak cut that allows drainage to flow 
unrestricted onto slash, rocks, or  materials less erodible than native soil. 

Soil Compaction: Soil compaction within the ownership will be avoided by not allowing 
equipment operations during saturated soil conditions. Saturated soil conditions means 
that soil and/or surface material pore spaces are filled with water to such an extent that 
runoff is likely to occur. Indicators of saturated soil conditions may include, but are not 
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limited to: 1) areas of ponded water, 2) pumping of fines from the soil or road surfacing 
material during timber operations, 3) loss of bearing strength resulting in the deflection 
of soil or road surfaces under a wet load, such as creation of wheel ruts, 4) spinning or 
churning of wheels or tracks that produces a wet slurry, or 5) inadequate traction 
without blading wet soil or surfacing materials.

Further, the operating surface of logging roads and landings shall be utilized only when 
stable. Stable operating surface means that the logging road or landing surface does 
not either (1) generate waterborne sediment in amounts sufficient to cause a turbidity 
increase in drainage facilities that discharge into Class I, II, III, or IV waters or, that is 
visible or would violate applicable water quality requirements; or 2) channel water for 
more than 50 feet that is discharged into Class I, II, III, or IV waters. This restriction 
applies to the entire operating period. 

Domestic uses: Blinman spring provides water to the landowner’s  mini-hydro electric 
system which supplies  the  Ranch’s  residence  with  water  and  power.  

Other conservation issues: None under current management strategy.
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MANAGEMENT ACTIVITY DECISIONS, SCHEDULE AND 
TRACKING 

Management 
Unit  

Acres Treatment Activity 
Short Description 

Dates Cost 
Share 
Used? 
Type? 

Net Cash Flow 

Planned Completed Cost Income 
1 31 Precommercial 

Thinning 
5/2016 CFIP 

75% 
23,250     N/A 

2 21 Precommercial 
Thinning 

5/2018 CFIP 
75% 

15,750 N/A 

3 80 Precommercial 
Thinning 

5/2017 CFIP 
75% 

60,000 N/A 

4 31 Precommercial 
Thinning 

5/2018 CFIP 
75% 

23,250 N/A 

5 34 Precommercial 
Thinning 

9/2016 CFIP 
75% 

25,500 N/A 

6 13 Precommercial 
Thinning 

9/2016 CFIP 
75% 

9,750 N/A 

7 38 Precommercial 
Thinning 

6/2014 CFIP 
75% 

28,500 N/A 

8 35 Precommercial 
Thinning 

9/2014 CFIP 
75% 

26,250 N/A 

9 17 Precommercial 
Thinning 

9/2014 CFIP 
75% 

12,750 N/A 

10 8 Precommercial 
Thinning 

9/2014 CFIP 
75% 

6,000 N/A 

11 14 Precommercial 
Thinning 

5/2015 CFIP 
75% 

10,500 N/A 

12 34 Precommercial 
Thinning 

5/2015 CFIP 
75% 

25,500 N/A 

13 37 Precommercial 
Thinning 

9/2015 CFIP 
75% 

27,750 N/A 

14 18 Riparian Enhancement 9/2015 CFIP 
75% 

13,500 N/A 

15 40 Conifer Replanting 10/2018 CFIP 
75% 

8,000 N/A 

16 32 Conifer Replanting 10/2018 CFIP 
75% 

6,400 N/A 
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California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and 
National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA) 

information 
Environmental  
Map the location of known geological, biological or ecological values sites. 
Not applicable – no known geological, biological or ecological values sites are 
present within the ownership. 

Discuss T&E species observed or known and provide the results of the 
California Department of Fish and Game NDDB and BIOS information sites 
for within three miles of the property boundaries. Please see table 
embedded within the Management Plan. Threatened and/or endangered species 
have not been located within project boundaries. If in the future surveys or 
observations indicate a positive detection for a listed species, the landowner shall 
contact the RPF for further guidance on possible mitigations that should occur if 
ground disturbing events are prescribed in the future. 

Archaeological 
Confidential Archeaological Report is available in Appendix #5. 
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ADDITIONAL CEQA/NEPA NOTIFICATION FOR 
GROUND PRACTICES 

Any future ground practice to implement this plan using public entity 
reimbursement funds requires a signed CAL FIRE CFIP Environmental Checklist 
(CEQA) or an NRCS CPA-52 (NEPA) Checklist.  Along with this checklist a 
process  of  “discovery”  or  survey  for  unknown  values  along  with  a  discussion  of  
possible mitigations is required.  Additionally the checklist must be filled out by an 
RPF or Certified Planner.  Archaeological values require an Archaeological 
Records Check, an entity Archaeologist review and Native American notification 
for the practice area. 

PROVIDE A PROJECT NOTIFICATION TO THE FOLLOWING 
AGENCIES  

- County Clerk
- CA Department of Fish and Game
- Regional Water Quality Control Board
- If the project adjoins public land (for example, the US Forest

Service, US Fish and Wildlife Service, BLM,  National, State, or
local parks, etc.) notify that agency

- If the project adjoins a State Highway, contact CALTRANS
- If the project is in the Coastal Zone, contact the Coastal

Commission

FOR GROUND-DISTRUBING PROJECTS, PROVIDE A PROJECT 
NOTIFICATION TO  

- Native American Heritage Commission
- Tribal contacts
- Local Historical Society
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ADDITIONAL PROFESSIONAL ASSISTANCE 
List agencies and individuals that owner has or may consult for special sites, 
threatened and endangered species, desired species, livestock specialists, Native 
American cultural values, etc. 

List agencies and NGOs such as the local office of CAL FIRE, NRCS, the local 
RCD, Fire-safe Council, and etc with current contact names and numbers the 
owner can contact for guidance and help. 

The following entities may be of assistance to the landowner for a variety of land 
management purposes.  

Dan Martynn 
Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) 
159 Lawerence St. 
PO Box 3562 Quincy, CA. 95971 
(530) 283-7511
EQIP and other federal land owner assistance programs 

Sierra County Resource Conservation District 
PO Box 3562 
Quincy, CA. 95971 
sierravalleyrcd@gmail.com 
Watershed planning, fuel breaks, education 

Lahontan Regional Water Quality Control Board 
2501 Lake Tahoe Blvd.  
South Lake Tahoe, CA. 96105 
(530)542-5400

Northern Sierra Air Quality Management District 
PO Box 2227 
Portola, CA. 96122 
(530) 832-0102
ryan@myairdistrict.com
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MAPS 

The following maps have been provided: 

1. General Vicinity Map: Delineate property boundaries, access roads,
nearest town or well known land mark.

2. Parcel Map including property boundaries, road layout, water
resources, infrastructure identification,

3. Management Unit/Project Map: Show location of proposed
management activities

4. Soil Types Map: Show name and location of soil types present. Soil
maps are available from NRCS Web Soil Survey

5. Fire History Map.
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Appendix 1 
Selected Standards and Specifications 

 Not Applicable, all standards and specifications have been previously
included within the context of this Management Plan.
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Appendix 2 
Tax and Business Management 

This section includes a series of statements related to tax and business 
management that should be included in plans. 

Property tax – The forest management plan should document the current
tax status of the property (Timber Production Zone as discussed earlier in 
this Plan).  Your state might have specific property tax programs that you 
may be eligible to participate in.  Please be aware of the program rules and 
regulations.   

Income tax –Timber harvest and other revenue generating activities
generally produce a federal and state income tax liability.  Tax credits may 
be available for some management activities. 

Estate tax –Good estate planning can help to lessen tax liability when
passing land to heirs and that landowners should seek good planning and 
tax advice. 

Record keeping – Good record keeping can help landowners manage their
assets; increase their revenues; and minimize their tax liability. 

Land Use – Document the land use classifications of the property from the
county land use plan. 

Should future commercial harvests occur on the Lemon Canyon Ranch, Ms. 
Blake will incurr State tax liabilities at the timber tax rate at the time of harvest. 
This rate is currently 2.9%. In order for the landowner or subsequent family 
owners to remain current with taxation laws and regulations, the following sites 
should be utilized when a product harvest or removal occurs: 

http://www.timbertax.org 
http://www.boe.ca.gov/proptaxes/timbertax.htm 
http://www.fltc.net 
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Appendix 3 
Past Plans, Amendments and Updates 

Past harvest plans for the Lemon Canyon Ranch ownership have been 
discussed  in  this  Management  Plan  in  the  “Property  History  Section”.  Future  
updates to this Plan will be attached to this section of the document. 
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Appendix 4 
Supporting documents included herein are: 
- CNDDB Results (February 2014) results have been incorporated in their
entirety into the tables within this Plan.
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California Department of Fish and Game Natural Diversity Database. Online Commercial 
Subscription. July 2011. 
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Lemon Canyon Ranch CFIP Management Plan    65 February 2014 

Appendix 5 
Confidential Addendums 

A Confidential Archaeological Addendum has been completed for this 
project and reviewed by Cal Fire. This information is confidential and can 
be obtained from the RPF. 
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You don't often get email from cjimenez@sierracounty.ca.gov. Learn why this is important

From: NAHC@NAHC
To: Corri Jimenez
Cc: Torres-Fuentes, Pricilla@NAHC
Subject: RE: 1705 Blake ZA/GPA--SB 18 Tribal Request
Date: Wednesday, June 1, 2022 11:07:35 AM
Attachments: 2022-5-31 NAHC request for tribal consultation list.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.

Hello,
 
Thank you for your message. We're in receipt of your request. We have recently
hired new staff, and this change in our office is creating some delays. We estimate
a turn-around time of 6-8 weeks and don't anticipate responding sooner than the
end of that time frame. Please let us know if you have any questions.
 
Kind regards,
 
 
Native American Heritage Commission
1550 Harbor Blvd. Suite 100
West Sacramento, CA 95691
(916) 373-3710
 
 
 
From: Corri Jimenez <cjimenez@sierracounty.ca.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, May 31, 2022 6:45 PM
To: NAHC@NAHC <NAHC@nahc.ca.gov>
Cc: Brandon Pangman <bpangman@sierracounty.ca.gov>
Subject: 1705 Blake ZA/GPA--SB 18 Tribal Request
 

Dear NAHC,
Sierra County is requesting a Local Government Tribal Consultation List for a General Plan
Amendment/Zone Amendment near the community of Sierraville, Sierra County, California.  Because
this proposed project will be amending our General Plan, under California Senate Bill 18, we are
requesting a consultation list of local tribal contacts.  Please see attached the NAHC request form
with the proposed project information and my contact information. 
 
Feel free to reach out to me if you have any questions/concerns or require additional information. 
Thank you in advance and look forward to receiving your list! 
 
Take care, corri
 

Corri Jimenez
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Planner II
Sierra County Planning Department
101 Courthouse Square
Downieville, CA 95936
(530) 289-3251 - cjimenez@sierracounty.ca.gov
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From: Torres-Fuentes, Pricilla@NAHC
To: Corri Jimenez
Subject: 1705 Blake GPA/ZA Project
Date: Thursday, July 14, 2022 1:56:58 PM
Attachments: SB18 No 2022 1705 Blake GPA ZA Project 7.14.22.pdf

1705 Blake GPA ZA list.pdf

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when
opening attachments or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.

Good afternoon,
 
Attached is the response to the project referenced above. If you have any additional questions,
please feel free to contact our office email at nahc@nahc.ca.gov.
 
Regards,
 
 
Pricilla Torres-Fuentes
Native American Heritage Commission
1550 Harbor Blvd. Suite 100
West Sacramento, CA 95691
Pricilla.Torres-Fuentes@nahc.ca.gov
(916)373-3714 Direct
(916)373-3710 Office
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA         Gavin Newsom, Governor 
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July 14, 2022 


 


Corri Jimenez 


County of Sierra 


 


Via Email to: cjimenez@sierracounty.ca.gov  


 


Re: Native American Consultation, Pursuant to Senate Bill 18, Government Code §65352.3 and 


§65352.4, 1705 Blake GPA/ZA Project, Sierra County 


 


Dear Ms. Jimenez: 


  


Attached is a consultation list of tribes with traditional lands or cultural places located within 


the boundaries of the above referenced counties.   


  


Government Code §65352.3 and §65352.4 require local governments to consult with 


California Native American tribes identified by the Native American Heritage Commission 


(NAHC) for the purpose of avoiding, protecting, and/or mitigating impacts to cultural 


places when creating or amending General Plans, Specific Plans and Community Plans.  


  


The law does not preclude initiating consultation with the tribes that are culturally and 


traditionally affiliated within your jurisdiction.  The NAHC believes that this is the best practice 


to ensure that tribes are consulted commensurate with the intent of the law.  


  


The NAHC also believes that agencies should also include with their notification letters, 


information regarding any cultural resources assessment that has been completed on the 


area of potential effect (APE), such as:  


  


1. The results of any record search that may have been conducted at an Information 


Center of the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS), including, 


but not limited to:  


 


• A listing of any and all known cultural resources that have already been 


recorded or are adjacent to the APE, such as known archaeological sites; 


• Copies of any and all cultural resource records and study reports that may have 


been provided by the Information Center as part of the records search 


response;  


• Whether the records search indicates a low, moderate or high probability that 


unrecorded cultural resources are located in the APE; and   


• If a survey is recommended by the Information Center to determine whether 


previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.  


 


2. The results of any archaeological inventory survey that was conducted, including:  


 


• Any report that may contain site forms, site significance, and suggested 


mitigation measures.  


 


 


 
 


CHAIRPERSON 


Laura Miranda  


Luiseño 


 


VICE CHAIRPERSON 


Reginald Pagaling 


Chumash 


 


PARLIAMENTARIAN 


Russell Attebery 


Karuk  


 


SECRETARY 


Sara Dutschke 


Miwok 


 


COMMISSIONER 


William Mungary 


Paiute/White Mountain 


Apache 


 


COMMISSIONER 


Isaac Bojorquez 


Ohlone-Costanoan 


 


COMMISSIONER 


Buffy McQuillen 


Yokayo Pomo, Yuki, 


Nomlaki 


 


COMMISSIONER 


Wayne Nelson 


Luiseño 


 


COMMISSIONER 


Stanley Rodriguez 


Kumeyaay 


 


EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 


Raymond C. 


Hitchcock 


Miwok/Nisenan 


 


NAHC HEADQUARTERS 


1550 Harbor Boulevard  


Suite 100 


West Sacramento, 


California 95691 


(916) 373-3710 


nahc@nahc.ca.gov 


NAHC.ca.gov 
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All information regarding site locations, Native American human remains, and associated funerary 


objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and not be made available for public 


disclosure in accordance with Government Code §6254.10.  


  


3. The result of the Sacred Lands File (SLF) check conducted through the Native American Heritage Commission 


was negative.  


  


4. Any ethnographic studies conducted for any area including all or part of the APE; and 


5. Any geotechnical reports regarding all or part of the APE. 


Lead agencies should be aware that records maintained by the NAHC and CHRIS are not exhaustive.  A tribe 


may be the only source of information regarding the existence of a tribal cultural resource.  


This information will aid tribes in determining whether to request formal consultation.  In the event, that they do, 


having the information beforehand will help to facilitate the consultation process.  


If you receive notification of change of addresses and phone numbers from tribes, please notify the NAHC. With 


your assistance, we are able to assure that our consultation list remains current.    


If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at my email address:  


Pricilla.Torres-Fuentes@nahc.ca.gov.   


Sincerely,  


 


 


 


 


Pricilla Torres-Fuentes 


Cultural Resources Analyst 


 


Attachment  
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Greenville Rancheria of Maidu 
Indians
Kyle Self, Chairperson
P.O. Box 279 
Greenville, CA, 95947
Phone: (530) 284 - 7990
Fax: (530) 284-6612
kself@greenvillerancheria.com


Maidu


Tsi Akim Maidu
Grayson Coney, Cultural Director
P.O. Box 510 
Browns Valley, CA, 95918
Phone: (530) 383 - 7234
tsi-akim-maidu@att.net


Maidu


Tsi Akim Maidu
Don Ryberg, Chairperson
P.O. Box 510 
Browns Valley, CA, 95918
Phone: (530) 383 - 7234
tsi-akim-maidu@att.net


Maidu


Washoe Tribe of Nevada and 
California
Serrell Smokey, Chairperson
919 Highway 395 North 
Gardnerville, NV, 89410
Phone: (775) 265 - 8600
serrell.smokey@washoetribe.us


Washoe


Washoe Tribe of Nevada and 
California
Darrel Cruz, Cultural Resources 
Department
919 Highway 395 North 
Gardnerville, NV, 89410
Phone: (775) 265 - 8600
darrel.cruz@washoetribe.us


Washoe


Nevada City Rancheria Nisenan 
Tribe
Richard Johnson, Chairman
P.O. Box 2624 
Nevada City, CA, 95959
Phone: (530) 570 - 0846
shelly@nevadacityrancheria.org


Nisenan


1 of 1


This list is current only as of the date of this document. Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of 
the Health and Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 6097.98 of the Public Resources Code and section 5097.98 of the Public 
Resources Code.
 
This list is only applicable for consultation with Native American tribes under Government Code Sections 65352.3 and 65352.4 et seq for the proposed 1705 Blake 
GPA/ZA Project, Sierra County.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA         Gavin Newsom, Governor 

 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 
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July 14, 2022 
 
Corri Jimenez 
County of Sierra 
 

Via Email to: cjimenez@sierracounty.ca.gov  
 

Re: Native American Consultation, Pursuant to Senate Bill 18, Government Code §65352.3 and 
§65352.4, 1705 Blake GPA/ZA Project, Sierra County 
 

Dear Ms. Jimenez: 
  
Attached is a consultation list of tribes with traditional lands or cultural places located within 
the boundaries of the above referenced counties.   
  
Government Code §65352.3 and §65352.4 require local governments to consult with 
California Native American tribes identified by the Native American Heritage Commission 
(NAHC) for the purpose of avoiding, protecting, and/or mitigating impacts to cultural 
places when creating or amending General Plans, Specific Plans and Community Plans.  
  
The law does not preclude initiating consultation with the tribes that are culturally and 
traditionally affiliated within your jurisdiction.  The NAHC believes that this is the best practice 
to ensure that tribes are consulted commensurate with the intent of the law.  
  
The NAHC also believes that agencies should also include with their notification letters, 
information regarding any cultural resources assessment that has been completed on the 
area of potential effect (APE), such as:  
  

1. The results of any record search that may have been conducted at an Information 
Center of the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS), including, 
but not limited to:  

 
• A listing of any and all known cultural resources that have already been 

recorded or are adjacent to the APE, such as known archaeological sites; 
• Copies of any and all cultural resource records and study reports that may have 

been provided by the Information Center as part of the records search 
response;  

• Whether the records search indicates a low, moderate or high probability that 
unrecorded cultural resources are located in the APE; and   

• If a survey is recommended by the Information Center to determine whether 
previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.  

 
2. The results of any archaeological inventory survey that was conducted, including:  

 
• Any report that may contain site forms, site significance, and suggested 

mitigation measures.  
 

 

 
 

CHAIRPERSON 
Laura Miranda  
Luiseño 

 

VICE CHAIRPERSON 
Reginald Pagaling 
Chumash 

 

PARLIAMENTARIAN 
Russell Attebery 
Karuk  

 

SECRETARY 
Sara Dutschke 
Miwok 

 

COMMISSIONER 
William Mungary 
Paiute/White Mountain 

Apache 

 

COMMISSIONER 
Isaac Bojorquez 
Ohlone-Costanoan 

 

COMMISSIONER 
Buffy McQuillen 
Yokayo Pomo, Yuki, 

Nomlaki 

 

COMMISSIONER 
Wayne Nelson 
Luiseño 

 

COMMISSIONER 
Stanley Rodriguez 
Kumeyaay 

 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 
Raymond C. 
Hitchcock 
Miwok/Nisenan 

 

NAHC HEADQUARTERS 
1550 Harbor Boulevard  
Suite 100 
West Sacramento, 
California 95691 
(916) 373-3710 
nahc@nahc.ca.gov 
NAHC.ca.gov 
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All information regarding site locations, Native American human remains, and associated funerary 
objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and not be made available for public 
disclosure in accordance with Government Code §6254.10.  

  
3. The result of the Sacred Lands File (SLF) check conducted through the Native American Heritage Commission 

was negative.  
  
4. Any ethnographic studies conducted for any area including all or part of the APE; and 

5. Any geotechnical reports regarding all or part of the APE. 

Lead agencies should be aware that records maintained by the NAHC and CHRIS are not exhaustive.  A tribe 
may be the only source of information regarding the existence of a tribal cultural resource.  

This information will aid tribes in determining whether to request formal consultation.  In the event, that they do, 
having the information beforehand will help to facilitate the consultation process.  

If you receive notification of change of addresses and phone numbers from tribes, please notify the NAHC. With 
your assistance, we are able to assure that our consultation list remains current.    

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at my email address:  

Pricilla.Torres-Fuentes@nahc.ca.gov.   

Sincerely,  
 
 
 
 
Pricilla Torres-Fuentes 
Cultural Resources Analyst 

 

Attachment  
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Greenville Rancheria of Maidu 
Indians
Kyle Self, Chairperson
P.O. Box 279 
Greenville, CA, 95947
Phone: (530) 284 - 7990
Fax: (530) 284-6612
kself@greenvillerancheria.com

Maidu

Tsi Akim Maidu
Grayson Coney, Cultural Director
P.O. Box 510 
Browns Valley, CA, 95918
Phone: (530) 383 - 7234
tsi-akim-maidu@att.net

Maidu

Tsi Akim Maidu
Don Ryberg, Chairperson
P.O. Box 510 
Browns Valley, CA, 95918
Phone: (530) 383 - 7234
tsi-akim-maidu@att.net

Maidu

Washoe Tribe of Nevada and 
California
Serrell Smokey, Chairperson
919 Highway 395 North 
Gardnerville, NV, 89410
Phone: (775) 265 - 8600
serrell.smokey@washoetribe.us

Washoe

Washoe Tribe of Nevada and 
California
Darrel Cruz, Cultural Resources 
Department
919 Highway 395 North 
Gardnerville, NV, 89410
Phone: (775) 265 - 8600
darrel.cruz@washoetribe.us

Washoe

Nevada City Rancheria Nisenan 
Tribe
Richard Johnson, Chairman
P.O. Box 2624 
Nevada City, CA, 95959
Phone: (530) 570 - 0846
shelly@nevadacityrancheria.org

Nisenan

1 of 1

This list is current only as of the date of this document. Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of 
the Health and Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 6097.98 of the Public Resources Code and section 5097.98 of the Public 
Resources Code.
 
This list is only applicable for consultation with Native American tribes under Government Code Sections 65352.3 and 65352.4 et seq for the proposed 1705 Blake 
GPA/ZA Project, Sierra County.
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    SIERRA COUNTY 
Department of Planning and Building Inspection 
                             P.O. Box 530 
                 Downieville, California   95936 
               (530) 289-3251     (800) 655-3251 
           FAX (530) 289-2828 
                         

                  Tim H. Beals 
 
 

August 1, 2022     via email kself@greenvillerancheria.com  
 
Kyle Self, Chairperson 
Greenville Rancheria of Maidu Indians 
P.O. Box 279 
Greenville, CA 95947 
 
Subject:  Tribal Consultation for proposed Blake GPA into TPZ  
 
Dear Mr. Self: 
 
Sierra County is currently processing an application for the Blake ZA, which proposes to place 
two parcels (APN 018-030-005 & 018-030-006), one 80-acre parcel and one 640-acre parcel equaling 
a total of 720 acres into the Timber Production Zone (TPZ) District.  The project proposes a 
General Plan Amendment (GPA) from Agriculture to Forest in addition to this rezone.    

A California Cooperative Forest Management Plan was prepared by Danielle E. (Banchio) 
Bradfield (February, 2014) and an archaeological survey was conducted by Ms. Bradfield in 2011 
that identified and evaluated two (2) prehistoric-period cultural resources for their potential 
eligibility as historical resources under pertinent criteria of the California Register of Historical 
Resources (see attached archaeological report).  None of them reached the threshold for inclusion 
into the California Register of Historic Resources.   

In accordance with Senate Bill 18, the County invites you to consult with County leaders 
regarding any issues or concerns that the local Native American community may have regarding 
this proposed project.  Information you have regarding village sites, traditional properties, or 
modern Native American uses within the project area will be welcomed.  If you know other 
individuals representing the Native American community who are familiar with the project site 
and who may have concerns regarding the project, the County welcomes this information as well.  
Consultation has also been requested from the other Native American Tribal Representative 
listed on the attached Native American Tribal Consultation List that has been provided to the 
County by the Native American Heritage Commission.  To arrange a time and meeting place for 
a consultation with the County, please contact me at (530) 289-3251, or by e-mail: 
cjimenez@sierracounty.ca.gov.   Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

s/ Corri L. Jimenez 
Corri Jimenez 
Planner 
  

PC EXHIBIT 7

mailto:kself@greenvillerancheria.com
mailto:cjimenez@sierracounty.ca.gov


 
 

      SIERRA COUNTY 
Department of Planning and Building Inspection 
                             P.O. Box 530 
                 Downieville, California   95936 
               (530) 289-3251     (800) 655-3251 
           FAX (530) 289-2828 
                         

                  Tim H. Beals 
 
 

August 1, 2022      via email tsi-akim-maidu@att.net   
 
Grayson Coney, Cultural Director 
Tsi Akim Maidu 
P.O. Box 510 
Browns Valley, CA 95918 
 
Subject:  Tribal Consultation for proposed Blake GPA into TPZ  
 
Dear Mr. Coney: 
 
Sierra County is currently processing an application for the Blake ZA, which proposes to place 
two parcels (APN 018-030-005 & 018-030-006), one 80-acre parcel and one 640-acre parcel equaling 
a total of 720 acres into the Timber Production Zone (TPZ) District.  The project proposes a 
General Plan Amendment (GPA) from Agriculture to Forest in addition to this rezone.    

A California Cooperative Forest Management Plan was prepared by Danielle E. (Banchio) 
Bradfield (February, 2014) and an archaeological survey was conducted by Ms. Bradfield in 2011 
that identified and evaluated two (2) prehistoric-period cultural resources for their potential 
eligibility as historical resources under pertinent criteria of the California Register of Historical 
Resources (see attached archaeological report).  None of them reached the threshold for inclusion 
into the California Register of Historic Resources.   

In accordance with Senate Bill 18, the County invites you to consult with County leaders 
regarding any issues or concerns that the local Native American community may have regarding 
this proposed project.  Information you have regarding village sites, traditional properties, or 
modern Native American uses within the project area will be welcomed.  If you know other 
individuals representing the Native American community who are familiar with the project site 
and who may have concerns regarding the project, the County welcomes this information as well.  
Consultation has also been requested from the other Native American Tribal Representative 
listed on the attached Native American Tribal Consultation List that has been provided to the 
County by the Native American Heritage Commission.  To arrange a time and meeting place for 
a consultation with the County, please contact me at (530) 289-3251, or by e-mail: 
cjimenez@sierracounty.ca.gov.   Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

s/ Corri L. Jimenez 
Corri Jimenez 
Planner 
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      SIERRA COUNTY 
Department of Planning and Building Inspection 
                             P.O. Box 530 
                 Downieville, California   95936 
               (530) 289-3251     (800) 655-3251 
           FAX (530) 289-2828 
                         

                  Tim H. Beals 
 
 

August 1, 2022      via email tsi-akim-maidu@att.net  
 
Don Ryberg, Chairperson 
Tsi Akim Maidu 
P.O. Box 510 
Browns Valley, CA 95918 
 
Subject:  Tribal Consultation for proposed Blake GPA into TPZ  
 
Dear Mr. Ryberg: 
 
Sierra County is currently processing an application for the Blake ZA, which proposes to place 
two parcels (APN 018-030-005 & 018-030-006), one 80-acre parcel and one 640-acre parcel equaling 
a total of 720 acres into the Timber Production Zone (TPZ) District.  The project proposes a 
General Plan Amendment (GPA) from Agriculture to Forest in addition to this rezone.    

A California Cooperative Forest Management Plan was prepared by Danielle E. (Banchio) 
Bradfield (February 2014) and an archaeological survey was conducted by Ms. Bradfield in 2011 
that identified and evaluated two (2) prehistoric-period cultural resources for their potential 
eligibility as historical resources under pertinent criteria of the California Register of Historical 
Resources (see attached archaeological report).  None of them reached the threshold for inclusion 
into the California Register of Historic Resources.   

In accordance with Senate Bill 18, the County invites you to consult with County leaders 
regarding any issues or concerns that the local Native American community may have regarding 
this proposed project.  Information you have regarding village sites, traditional properties, or 
modern Native American uses within the project area will be welcomed.  If you know other 
individuals representing the Native American community who are familiar with the project site 
and who may have concerns regarding the project, the County welcomes this information as well.  
Consultation has also been requested from the other Native American Tribal Representative 
listed on the attached Native American Tribal Consultation List that has been provided to the 
County by the Native American Heritage Commission.  To arrange a time and meeting place for 
a consultation with the County, please contact me at (530) 289-3251, or by e-mail: 
cjimenez@sierracounty.ca.gov.   Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

s/ Corri L. Jimenez 
Corri Jimenez 
Planner 
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      SIERRA COUNTY 
Department of Planning and Building Inspection 
                             P.O. Box 530 
                 Downieville, California   95936 
               (530) 289-3251     (800) 655-3251 
           FAX (530) 289-2828 
                         

                  Tim H. Beals 
 
 

August 1, 2022     via email serrell.smokey@washoetribe.us   
 
Serrell Smokey, Chairperson 
Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California  
919 Highway 395 North 
Gardnerville, NV 89410 
 
Subject:  Tribal Consultation for proposed Blake GPA into TPZ  
 
Dear Mr. Smokey: 
 
Sierra County is currently processing an application for the Blake ZA, which proposes to place 
two parcels (APN 018-030-005 & 018-030-006), one 80-acre parcel and one 640-acre parcel equaling 
a total of 720 acres into the Timber Production Zone (TPZ) District.  The project proposes a 
General Plan Amendment (GPA) from Agriculture to Forest in addition to this rezone.    

A California Cooperative Forest Management Plan was prepared by Danielle E. (Banchio) 
Bradfield (February 2014) and an archaeological survey was conducted by Ms. Bradfield in 2011 
that identified and evaluated two (2) prehistoric-period cultural resources for their potential 
eligibility as historical resources under pertinent criteria of the California Register of Historical 
Resources (see attached archaeological report).  None of them reached the threshold for inclusion 
into the California Register of Historic Resources.   

In accordance with Senate Bill 18, the County invites you to consult with County leaders 
regarding any issues or concerns that the local Native American community may have regarding 
this proposed project.  Information you have regarding village sites, traditional properties, or 
modern Native American uses within the project area will be welcomed.  If you know other 
individuals representing the Native American community who are familiar with the project site 
and who may have concerns regarding the project, the County welcomes this information as well.  
Consultation has also been requested from the other Native American Tribal Representative 
listed on the attached Native American Tribal Consultation List that has been provided to the 
County by the Native American Heritage Commission.  To arrange a time and meeting place for 
a consultation with the County, please contact me at (530) 289-3251, or by e-mail: 
cjimenez@sierracounty.ca.gov.   Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

s/ Corri L. Jimenez 
Corri Jimenez 
Planner 
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      SIERRA COUNTY 
Department of Planning and Building Inspection 
                             P.O. Box 530 
                 Downieville, California   95936 
               (530) 289-3251     (800) 655-3251 
           FAX (530) 289-2828 
                         

                  Tim H. Beals 
 
 

August 1, 2022     via email darrel.cruz@washoetribe.us   
 
Darrel Cruz, Cultural Resources Dept 
Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California 
919 Highway 395 North 
Gardnerville, NV 89410 
 
Subject:  Tribal Consultation for proposed Blake GPA into TPZ  
 
Dear Mr. Cruz: 
 
Sierra County is currently processing an application for the Blake ZA, which proposes to place 
two parcels (APN 018-030-005 & 018-030-006), one 80-acre parcel and one 640-acre parcel equaling 
a total of 720 acres into the Timber Production Zone (TPZ) District.  The project proposes a 
General Plan Amendment (GPA) from Agriculture to Forest in addition to this rezone.    

A California Cooperative Forest Management Plan was prepared by Danielle E. (Banchio) 
Bradfield (February 2014) and an archaeological survey was conducted by Ms. Bradfield in 2011 
that identified and evaluated two (2) prehistoric-period cultural resources for their potential 
eligibility as historical resources under pertinent criteria of the California Register of Historical 
Resources (see attached archaeological report).  None of them reached the threshold for inclusion 
into the California Register of Historic Resources.   

In accordance with Senate Bill 18, the County invites you to consult with County leaders 
regarding any issues or concerns that the local Native American community may have regarding 
this proposed project.  Information you have regarding village sites, traditional properties, or 
modern Native American uses within the project area will be welcomed.  If you know other 
individuals representing the Native American community who are familiar with the project site 
and who may have concerns regarding the project, the County welcomes this information as well.  
Consultation has also been requested from the other Native American Tribal Representative 
listed on the attached Native American Tribal Consultation List that has been provided to the 
County by the Native American Heritage Commission.  To arrange a time and meeting place for 
a consultation with the County, please contact me at (530) 289-3251, or by e-mail: 
cjimenez@sierracounty.ca.gov.   Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

s/ Corri L. Jimenez 
Corri Jimenez 
Planner 
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SIERRA COUNTY 
Department of Planning and Building Inspection 

       P.O. Box 530 
 Downieville, California   95936 

(530) 289-3251     (800) 655-3251
FAX (530) 289-2828

Tim H. Beals 

August 1, 2022 via email shelly@nevadacityrancheria.org   

Richard Johnson, Chairman 
Nevada City Rancheria Nisenan 
P.O. Box 2624 
Nevada City, CA 95959 

Subject:  Tribal Consultation for proposed Blake GPA into TPZ 

Dear Mr. Johnson: 

Sierra County is currently processing an application for the Blake ZA, which proposes to place 
two parcels (APN 018-030-005 & 018-030-006), one 80-acre parcel and one 640-acre parcel equaling 
a total of 720 acres into the Timber Production Zone (TPZ) District.  The project proposes a 
General Plan Amendment (GPA) from Agriculture to Forest in addition to this rezone.    

A California Cooperative Forest Management Plan was prepared by Danielle E. (Banchio) 
Bradfield (February 2014) and an archaeological survey was conducted by Ms. Bradfield in 2011 
that identified and evaluated two (2) prehistoric-period cultural resources for their potential 
eligibility as historical resources under pertinent criteria of the California Register of Historical 
Resources (see attached archaeological report).  None of them reached the threshold for inclusion 
into the California Register of Historic Resources.   

In accordance with Senate Bill 18, the County invites you to consult with County leaders 
regarding any issues or concerns that the local Native American community may have regarding 
this proposed project.  Information you have regarding village sites, traditional properties, or 
modern Native American uses within the project area will be welcomed.  If you know other 
individuals representing the Native American community who are familiar with the project site 
and who may have concerns regarding the project, the County welcomes this information as well.  
Consultation has also been requested from the other Native American Tribal Representative 
listed on the attached Native American Tribal Consultation List that has been provided to the 
County by the Native American Heritage Commission.  To arrange a time and meeting place for 
a consultation with the County, please contact me at (530) 289-3251, or by e-mail: 
cjimenez@sierracounty.ca.gov.   Thank you very much for your assistance in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

s/ Corri L. Jimenez 
Corri Jimenez 
Planner 
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    SIERRA COUNTY      
                             Department of Planning and Building Inspection 
 
 Post Office Box 530 Tel  (530) 289-3251 
 Downieville, California 95936  Fax (530) 289-2828 
 

Early Consultation / Project Review Routing Sheet 
Date: August 1, 2022   
To:        Commenting Agencies   
County Departments State Departments Other Agencies 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

County Assessor 
County Treasurer-Tax Collector 
County Counsel 
County Sheriff 
County Environmental Health Department 
County Surveyor-Engineer 
County Supervisor 
County Public Works Department 
County Fire Safe & Watershed Council 
County Fish and Game Commission 
County Historical Society 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Dept. of Fish & Wildlife—Regional Office 
Dept. of Fish & Wildlife—Local Warden 
Dept. of Fish & Wildlife—Area Biologist 
State Reg. Water Quality Control Board—
Lahontan Region 
State Reg. Water Quality Control Board—
Central Valley Region 
California Public Utility Commission 
State Department of Forestry & Fire 
Protection (CalFire) 
California Air Resources Board 
Department of Health Services 
Housing & Community Development 
Department of Conservation 
Energy Commission 
Department of Water Resources 
CalTrans-District Office-Planning & Project 
Review 
CalTrans-District 3 – Sierraville Yard 
Native American Heritage Commission 
State Office of Planning and Research 
State Water Board-Division of Drinking Water 
DWR - Sierra Valley Watermaster 
Other: ____________________________________ 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Sierra-Plumas Joint Unified School District 
City of Loyalton 
Sierra Brooks Homeowners Association 
Northern Sierra Air Quality Management 
Sierra Valley Resource Conservation 
Nevada County Resource Conservation 
Sierra Economic Development District 
Public Utility/Water/Waterworks District: SVPUD 
Sierra Brooks Water________ 
Fire Protection District: _SCFPD#1 
Hospital or Health Care District: Eastern Plumas 
Sierra Valley Groundwater Management 
Long Valley Groundwater Management 
Contiguous County Planning Department: 
__Plumas County_________ 
Liberty Utilities 
Pacific Gas & Electric Company 
Plumas Sierra Rural Electric Cooperative 
SBC/ATT-Serving Phone Communications 
Private or Public Water Company: 
_______________________________________ 
California Historical Resources Information System, 
Northeast Information Center, Chico 
Other: _________________________________ 

Federal Departments 
 

 
 
 
 
 

USFS—Forest Supervisor Office: 
_________Tahoe_____ National Forest 
USFS Sierraville District Ranger Office  
BLM—Regional Office: _________District 
US Army Corps of Engineers 
FEMA—NFIP - Region IX 

AB 52 Tribes/SB 18 Tribes 
 
 
 
 
 

Washoe Tribe of Nevada & California 
T’Si-akim Maidu 
Greenville Rancheria of Maidu Indians 
United Auburn Indian Comm. /Auburn Rancheria 
Nevada City Rancheria Nisenan Tribe 

Project Description 
 
The following application has been submitted to the Sierra County Planning Department.  The project is being sent to your agency for early review 
and comment.  The purpose of this “early consultation/routing” is to identify any unforeseen issues or reasons why the project should not be 
“exempt” from CEQA, and/or to solicit review comments and recommended conditions of approval. 
 

      Application Number: 1705 
      Application Title: Blake—General Plan Amendment/Zone Amendment 
      Assessor’s Parcel Number(s): 018-030-005 & 018-030-006 
      Property Address/Location: 222 Lemmon Canyon Road, Sierraville 
      Project Description: 
 

 

The proposed project is a General Plan Amendment of 720 acres from Agriculture into Forest.  In 
addition, all 720 acres zoned General Forest will be rezoned into the Timber Production Zone (TPZ).   
Currently, the acres are part of a larger Williamson Act contract, which will be amended to reflect the 
added TPZ area.  
 

Planning staff’s preliminary environmental assessment: Statutorily exempt under, Gov. Code 51119. 
 

Comments and Conditions 
 
● If you have any questions regarding this project or require additional information to evaluate and prepare comments or 

recommended conditions for the project, please send us a list of these requests within two weeks. 
 
● Please send your comments and conditions to us no later than August 15, 2022.  If we do not receive a response by this 

date, we will presume that your agency has “no comment.”  If you require additional time for review, please contact me 
at: (530) 289-3251 or  cjimenez@sierracounty.ca.gov. 

Sincerely, 
       _________________________________________ 
  Corri Jimenez     Signature, date 

Planner 
        ________________________________________ 
Comments are:  Attached  No comment   Print Name and Title 
 
         _________________________________________ 

     Print Agency 
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	Name of Operation: 
	Operators Phone Number: 
	Operators Name: 
	Food Employees Name: 
	Operators Address: 
	City: 
	State: 
	ZIP: 
	Email: 
	Website: 
	Sun: 
	Mon: 
	Tue: 
	Wed: 
	Thurs: 
	Fri: 
	Sat: 
	Sun_2: 
	Mon_2: 
	Tue_2: 
	Wed_2: 
	Thurs_2: 
	Fri_2: 
	Sat_2: 
	Website or social media mobile applications apps list sites or companies used: Off
	Internet intermediary list sites or companies used: Off
	undefined: 
	undefined_2: 
	Initials: 
	I understand that I must obtain an approved food safety manager certification by this date: 
	I understand that my employee must obtain an approved food handler card by this date: 
	Initials_2: 
	Initials_3: 
	Initials_4: 
	Initials_5: 
	Initials_6: 
	Initials_7: 
	Initials_8: 
	Initials_9: 
	Initials_10: 
	Initials_11: 
	Initials_12: 
	Initials_13: 
	Initials_14: 
	Initials_15: 
	Initials_16: 
	Initials_17: 
	Initials_18: 
	Initials_19: 
	Initials_20: 
	Initials_21: 
	Initials_22: 
	Initials_23: 
	Initials_24: 
	Chlorine 100 ppm  1 tablespoon of unscented chlorine bleach per gallon of water: Off
	Other approved sanitizer: Off
	Ware washing methods will be covered indepth during your required food safety classes: 
	Describe your cleaning and sanitizing process State law requires that kitchen utensils use the threestep cleaning process 1 wash with soapy water 2 rinse with just water 3 sanitize with a sanitizing agent such as bleach: 
	1 Will you be serving food in your home If so please describe all areas where the food will be served in your residence: 
	2 Describe all areas where food and utensils used for the MEHKO will be stored: 
	utensil washing sink: Off
	dishwasher: Off
	3 Describe how you will be disposing of any remaining unused or unsold food at the end of the day: 
	undefined_3: Off
	undefined_4: Off
	undefined_5: Off
	undefined_6: Off
	6 How will food temperatures be maintained hotcold during transportation: 
	7 Will the food be delivered within 30 minutes of packaging Yes No If delivery exceeds 30 minutes please describe how food will be maintained hot and cold: 
	undefined_7: Off
	undefined_8: Off
	8 Describe how food will be packaged for transportation for delivery to customers Food must be protected from contamination and be transported in tight leakproof takeout containers: 
	Initials_25: 
	undefined_9: 
	Public or municipal water please list supplier: Off
	Private well: Off
	All private wells must undergo water quality testing by a statecertified laboratory Attach a separate copy: 
	Initials_26: 
	Public sewer system: Off
	Private septic system: Off
	Initials_27: 
	1 Where and how will garbage be discarded on your property Garbage must be be stored and discarded in tightly lidded leakfree containers to avoid vermin harborage: 
	2 How often is garbage picked up from your property: 
	3 Describe how kitchen grease and oil waste generated from cooking will be properly stored and recycled: 
	1 Explain how gases odors steam heat grease vapors and smoke will escape from the kitchen eg ventilation hood above the stove open windows etc Good ventilation is necessary to prevent mold flying insects cockroaches and damage to walls carpeting and furniture: 
	2 Identify the location of the fire extinguisher required near the kitchen: 
	3 Identify the location of the first aid kit required near the kitchen: 
	MEHKO owner Food Safety Manager Certification: Off
	Food Handler Card: Off
	1 List all cooking equipment such as ovens stoves etc and food equipment such as blenders food processors cutting boards etc used for the MEHKO Please note that food contact surfaces must be easily cleanable and non absorbent: 
	2 What constitutes a meal for your MEHKO List all meals proposed Example 12 pizza  1 meal tamale plate combination  1 meal State law requires all menu items be reviewed by EH before being available for consumption to identify food safety risks and to work with the operator to prevent illness Any changes to current menu items or proposed new menu items require prior review by EH Please include all current and likely future menu items here: 
	Menu ItemRow1: 
	Indicate if this item is an Appetizer Entrée Side Dessert or BeverageRow1: 
	Ingredients please be aware of the 8 major food allergensRow1: 
	Will the food or beverage be offered hot cold or at room temperature Where will it be stored to maintain proper temperatureRow1: 
	Menu ItemRow2: 
	Indicate if this item is an Appetizer Entrée Side Dessert or BeverageRow2: 
	Ingredients please be aware of the 8 major food allergensRow2: 
	Will the food or beverage be offered hot cold or at room temperature Where will it be stored to maintain proper temperatureRow2: 
	Menu ItemRow3: 
	Indicate if this item is an Appetizer Entrée Side Dessert or BeverageRow3: 
	Ingredients please be aware of the 8 major food allergensRow3: 
	Will the food or beverage be offered hot cold or at room temperature Where will it be stored to maintain proper temperatureRow3: 
	Menu ItemRow4: 
	Indicate if this item is an Appetizer Entrée Side Dessert or BeverageRow4: 
	Ingredients please be aware of the 8 major food allergensRow4: 
	Will the food or beverage be offered hot cold or at room temperature Where will it be stored to maintain proper temperatureRow4: 
	Menu ItemRow5: 
	Indicate if this item is an Appetizer Entrée Side Dessert or BeverageRow5: 
	Ingredients please be aware of the 8 major food allergensRow5: 
	Will the food or beverage be offered hot cold or at room temperature Where will it be stored to maintain proper temperatureRow5: 
	Menu ItemRow6: 
	Indicate if this item is an Appetizer Entrée Side Dessert or BeverageRow6: 
	Ingredients please be aware of the 8 major food allergensRow6: 
	Will the food or beverage be offered hot cold or at room temperature Where will it be stored to maintain proper temperatureRow6: 
	Menu ItemRow7: 
	Indicate if this item is an Appetizer Entrée Side Dessert or BeverageRow7: 
	Ingredients please be aware of the 8 major food allergensRow7: 
	Will the food or beverage be offered hot cold or at room temperature Where will it be stored to maintain proper temperatureRow7: 
	Menu ItemRow8: 
	Indicate if this item is an Appetizer Entrée Side Dessert or BeverageRow8: 
	Ingredients please be aware of the 8 major food allergensRow8: 
	Will the food or beverage be offered hot cold or at room temperature Where will it be stored to maintain proper temperatureRow8: 
	Menu ItemRow9: 
	Indicate if this item is an Appetizer Entrée Side Dessert or BeverageRow9: 
	Ingredients please be aware of the 8 major food allergensRow9: 
	Will the food or beverage be offered hot cold or at room temperature Where will it be stored to maintain proper temperatureRow9: 
	Menu ItemRow10: 
	Indicate if this item is an Appetizer Entrée Side Dessert or BeverageRow10: 
	Ingredients please be aware of the 8 major food allergensRow10: 
	Will the food or beverage be offered hot cold or at room temperature Where will it be stored to maintain proper temperatureRow10: 
	Initials_28: 
	Date: 
	Print Name: 
	Title: 


