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the construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects?

+Have insufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable
future development during normal, dry, and multiple dry years?

+Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider that serves or may serve the
project that it does not have adequate capacity to serve the project’'s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

+Generate solid waste in excess of state or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of soil waste reduction goals?

+Fail to comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations
related to solid waste?

+Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of
the public services:

Fire protection?
*Police protection?
*Schools?

*Park?

*Other public facilities?

Based on the above analysis, impacts from the project could be significant and
unavoidable. An EIR will be prepared.

Based on the above analysis, the project with design features incorporated would have no
significant impacts. A Negative Declaration (ND) is appropriate.

Wildfire.

This topic does not apply to this project and was not evaluated further.

This topic could apply to this project, and results of the assessment
are provided below:

In accordance with Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines, an impact related to
wildfire is considered significant if a project is located in or near state responsibility areas
or lands classified as VHFHSZs and would do any of the following:

¢ Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Cohasset Area Reforestation and Oak Restoration Program Draft Negative Declaration
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+ Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose
project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a
wildfire?

¢ Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water sources, power lines, or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or
that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?

¢ Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream flooding
or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?

The project area is located in the State Responsibility Area and has been identified by
Cal-Fire as being in a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ). However, the
project does not change any existing land use restrictions, so it would not change the
number of people who can be exposed to risk from wildland fire.

The project would not interfere with any evacuation routes; the type of activities it covers
would be unlikely to result in roads or lanes being closed. Traffic control could be
necessary during short times that would cause an insignificant impact in the context of
the rural, forested community. Examples are to allow chippers to maneuver down a
driveway or to allow flaggers to guide motorists through temporary areas of smoke from
roadside pile burns. (Pile burns do not occur during wildfire season.)

Over at least the short term (1-5 years), the program would reduce the overall amount
of fuel on the landscape. This would be expected to somewhat reduce the hazard posed
by wildfire to some structures and evacuation routes.

Based on the above analysis, impacts from the project could be significant and
unavoidable. An EIR will be prepared.

Based on the above analysis, the project with design features incorporated would have no
significant impacts. A Negative Declaration (ND) is appropriate.

Mandatory findings of significance

This topic does not apply to this project and was not evaluated further.
This topic could apply to this project, and results of the assessment are
provided below:

The project does not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or
animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory. The project does not have impacts that are cumulatively
considerable (i.e., incremental effects that become considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and
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the effects of probable future projects). The project does not have environmental
effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly
or indirectly.

Based on the above analysis, impacts from the project could be significant and
unavoidable. An EIR will be prepared.

Based on the above analysis, the project with design features incorporated would have no
significant impacts. A Negative Declaration (ND) is appropriate.

Cohasset Area Reforestation and Oak Restoration Program Draft Negative Declaration
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4.) Additional Conditions: Other Public Agency
Review/Permits Required

This Negative Determination is contingent on implementers’ securing, and following the
terms of, the following additional authorizations:

Alterations to a watercourse (CDFW - Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement)

Conversion of timberland (Cal Fire - Conversion Permit or Exemption)

Herbicide application (permit required from Butte County Agricultural Commissioner)

Demolition (Local Air District - Demolition Permit)

Soil disturbance over 1 acre (RWQCB SWPPP and local grading permit)

Fill of possible wetlands or Waters of the United States (404 Permit - USACE)

Other: Pile burning: BCAQMD Permit needed when contractors burn piles on a
landowner’s behalf (landowners burning their own piles need no permit). CAL FIRE

permit may or may not be needed, depending on time of year (check locally).
None/Not applicable

Cohasset Area Reforestation and Oak Restoration Program Draft Negative Declaration
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Common_Name Scientific_Name Status Habitat present/ absent? Reason species would not be harmed by project?
Fed ESA:
None; State | apsent; sp. occurs in Sierra
Ambystoma ESA:NONe; - Nevada alpine meadow habitats n/a
southern long-toed macrodactylum CDFW status: |y ically above 6,500 feet w/ high
salamander sigillatum SSC mountain ponds and lakes.
Fed ESA:
None; State |, . , Project involves no in-stream work. Mechanical
ESA: None; Likely present inmostorall equipment exclusion zones and observance of
foothill yellow-legged frog - CDFW status: perennial streams restrictions on herbicide labels would minimize
north coast DPS Rana boylii pop. 1 SSC impacts to amphibian habitat.
Fed ESA:
None; State
ESA: Likely absent; program area is well
Candidate . ’. . Project involves no in-stream work. Mechanical
outside of species' historic range . .
Endangered; equipment exclusion zones and observance of
CDFW status: restrictions on herbicide labels would minimize
Cascades frog Rana cascadae SSC impacts to amphibian habitat.
Fed ESA:
Endangered:;
State ESA: [Likely absent; program area is well [Project involves no in-stream work. Mechanical
Threatened; [outside of species' historic range |equipment exclusion zones and observance of
Sierra Nevada yellow- CDFW status: restrictions on herbicide labels would minimize
legged frog Rana sierrae WL impacts to amphibian habitat.
Fed ESA:
Proposed |Absent; entire program area is N/a
Threatened; |outside of Western Spadefoot
western spadefoot Spea hammondii State ESA: |range as mapped by BIOS
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Common_Name Scientific_Name Status Habitat present/ absent? Reason species would not be harmed by project?
Fed ESA:
None; State
ESA: None; |Could be present Nesting birds would be protected by the
CDFW status: program's integration of pre-implementation
golden eagle Aquila chrysaetos FP | WL surveys and of CFPR buffers *
Fed ESA:
None; State
ESA: None; |Could be present Nesting birds would be protected by the
CDFW status: program's integration of pre-implementation
American goshawk Astur atricapillus SSC surveys and of CFPR buffers*
Fed ESA:
None; State Nesting birds would be protected by the
ESA: None; |Could be present program's integration of pre-implementation
CDFW status: surveys and of CFPR buffers (Nests of bird
FP species not recognized by CFPR would be
white-tailed kite Elanus leucurus buffered at least 30 ft)
Fed ESA:
Delisted; State
ESA: Could be present Nesting birds would be protected by the
Haliaeetus Endangered:; program's integration of pre-implementation
bald eagle leucocephalus CDFW status: surveys and of CFPR buffers *
Fed ESA:
Endangered;
State ESA: |Could be present Nesting birds would be protected by the
Gymnogyps Endangered,; program's integration of pre-implementation
California condor californianus CDFW status: surveys and of CFPR buffers *
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Common_Name Scientific_Name Status Habitat present/ absent? Reason species would not be harmed by project?
Fed ESA:
None; State
ESA: None; |Could be present Nesting birds would be protected by the
CDFW status: program's integration of pre-implementation
prairie falcon Falco mexicanus WL surveys and of CFPR buffers *
Fed ESA:
Ezlft;(ejl,ijtt:;? Could be present Nesting birds would be protected by the
Falco peregrinus ' program's integration of pre-implementation
. . CDFW status: -
American peregrine falcon |anatum surveys and of CFPR buffers *
Fed ESA:
None; State Could b .
Antigone ESA: None; vi:il:or e presentasa fransient Nesting birds would be protected by the
canadensis CDFW status: program's integration of pre-implementation
lesser sandhill crane canadensis SSC surveys and of CFPR buffers *
Fed ESA:
None; State Could be present as a transient
ESA: visitor Nesting birds would be protected by the
Antigone Threatened; program's integration of pre-implementation
greater sandhill crane canadensis tabida | CDFW status: surveys and of CFPR buffers *
Fed ESA:
None; State Nesting birds would be protected by the
ESA: None; |Could be present program's integration of pre-implementation
CDFW status: surveys and of CFPR buffers (Nests of bird
SSC species not recognized by CFPR would be

purple martin

Progne subis

buffered at least 30 ft)
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Common_Name Scientific_Name Status Habitat present/ absent? Reason species would not be harmed by project?
Fed ESA:
None; State Nesting birds would be protected by the
ESA: None; |Could be present program's integration of pre-implementation
CDFW status: surveys and of CFPR buffers (Nests of bird
SSC species not recognized by CFPR would be
yellow-breasted chat Icteria virens buffered at least 30 ft)
Fed ESA:
None; State
ESA: None; |Could be present Nesting birds would be protected by the
CDFW status: program's integration of pre-implementation
osprey Pandion haliaetus WL surveys and of CFPR buffers *
Fed ESA:
None; State Nesting birds would be protected by the
ESA: None; |Could be present program's integration of pre-implementation
CDFW status: surveys and of CFPR buffers (Nests of bird
SSC species not recognized by CFPR would be
yellow warbler Setophaga petechia buffered at least 30 ft)
Fed ESA:
None; State
Laterallus ESA: Could be present Nesting birds would be protected by the
jamaicensis Threatened; program's integration of pre-implementation
California black rail coturniculus CDFW status: surveys and of CFPR buffers *
Fed ESA:
None; State
ESA: Could be present Nesting birds would be protected by the
Candidate program's integration of pre-implementation
burrowing owl Athene cunicularia | Endangered, surveys and of CFPR buffers *
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Common_Name Scientific_Name Status Habitat present/ absent? Reason species would not be harmed by project?
FedESA: |Absent; entire program area is
None; State [outside of range as mapped by N/a
great gray owl Strix nebulosa ESA: BIOS
Fed ESA:
Proposed
Endangered; |Unlikely to be present due to Nesting birds would be protected by the
Strix occidentalis Proposed |severely burned habitat, but could [program's integration of pre-implementation
California Spotted Owl occidentalis Threatened; |[possibly be using area for foraging |surveys and of CFPR buffers *
Fed ESA:
Threatened; |Absent; novernal poolsin area N/a
vernal pool fairy shrimp Branchinecta lynchi | State ESA:
Fed ESA:
Endangered; [Absent; novernal poolsin area N/a
vernal pool tadpole shrimp [Lepidurus packardi | State ESA:
Fed ESA:
green sturgeon - southern |Acipenser Threatened; |Absent N/a
DPS medirostris pop. 1 State ESA:
Fed ESA:
None; State Project does not have potential to harm any fish
ESA:None;  |Unknown because 1) it involves no in-stream work and 2) it
CDFW status: would not result in an appreciable water temperature
SSC increase because it does not involve the removal of
riffle sculpin Cottus gulosus either mature trees or bank-stabilizing vegetation.
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Common_Name Scientific_Name Status Habitat present/ absent? Reason species would not be harmed by project?
Fed ESA:
None; State Project does not have potential to harm any fish
ESA: None; - (Unknown because 1) it involves no in-stream work and 2) it
Hesperoleucus CDFW status: would not result in an appreciable water temperature
symmetricus SSC increase because it does not involve the removal of
central California roach symmetricus either mature trees or bank-stabilizing vegetation.
Fed ESA:
None; State Project does not have potential to harm any fish
ESA:None; - |Unknown because 1) it involves no in-stream work and 2) it
CDFW status: would not result in an appreciable water temperature
Mylopharodon SSC increase because it does not involve the removal of
hardhead conocephalus either mature trees or bank-stabilizing vegetation.
Oncorhynchus Fed ESA:
steelhead - Central Valley |mykiss irideus pop. | Threatened; |Absent N/a
DPS 11 State ESA:
Oncorhynchus Fed ESA:
chinook salmon - Central |tshawytscha pop. Threatened; |Absent N/a
Valley spring-run ESU 11 State ESA:
Fed ESA: Bumblebees would be substantially protected
None; State from herbicide because floral resources would
ESA: not be sprayed when in flower. Incidental
. Could be present L
Candidate damage to overwintering bumblebees could
Endangered,; occur from pile burning. However, project would
CDFW status: - not be likely to imperil survival of the species

Crotchs bumble bee

Bombus crotchii

globally or locally.
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Common_Name Scientific_Name Status Habitat present/ absent? Reason species would not be harmed by project?
Fed ESA: Bumblebees would be substantially protected
None; State from herbicide because floral resources would
ESA: not be sprayed when in flower. Incidental
. Could be present L
Candidate damage to overwintering bumblebees could
Endangered,; occur from pile burning. However, project would
Bombus CDFW status: - not be likely to imperil survival of the species
western bumble bee occidentalis globally or locally.
Fed ESA:
Threatened,
Desmocerus State ESA: |Could be present
valley elderberry longhorn |californicus None; CDFW
beetle dimorphus status: - No elderberry trees would be cut or pruned.
Fed ESA: Prior to commencement of activities, the project
Endangered; proponent would contact California Department of
State ESA:  |Could be present Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) to determine the presence
Endangered: of wolf activity near the project area.The project
CDEW status: proponent will work closely with the CDFW to ensure
the best available information on wolf locations and
habitat use are employed to inform management
activities and monitoring. CDFW may impose limited
gray wolf Canis lupus operating periods and/or buffers.
. Fed ESA: Absent; in southern Cascades, not
Sierra Nevada red fox - Vulpes vulpes None; State N/a
found below 5000°
southern Cascades DPS  |necator pop. 1 ESA:
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Common_Name Scientific_Name Status Habitat present/ absent? Reason species would not be harmed by project?
Fed ESA: If a fisher is incidentally seen, it would be left alone
. S0 it can move out of the area at its own pace. If a
None; State . :
o . den or nursery site of a fisher or other forest
ESA:None; |Habitatis severely burned, which w carnivore is discovered or suspected, a strict no-
CDFW status: disturbance buffer of 250 feet will be placed around
SSC the site and no workers will enter the buffer until
Fisher Pekania pennanti after September 15th.
This species roosts singly in live trees in edge
habitats where intact, leafy trees border open fields;
Fed ESA: especially associated with intact riparian habitats
None; State such as sycamore-willow; roosts in leaf litter e.g.
ESA: None; |Could be present thick oak litter in winter. Due to the 2024 fire, which
CDFW status: top-killed 90-100% of oaks and hardwoods, neither
ssC roosting habitat is now present in the program area.
Therefore, this bat would be unlikely to be affected
by the project.
western red bat Lasiurus frantzii
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Common_Name Scientific_Name Status Habitat present/ absent? Reason species would not be harmed by project?
Species occupies riparian areas and freshwater
emergent
wetlands. In this project, piles inside riparian corridors
would not be burned, and bank-stabilizing vegetation

Fed ESA: would not be removed, contributing to habitat stability
Proposed of the species. If NWPT are observed within the project
Threatened: area, work would move 300 feet away (including
" |Could be present upstrem or downstream) until the NWPT has left of its
State ESA: own volition. The need to avoid NWPT could resultin
None; CDFW gaps in treatment. If NWPT nests are noticed in the
status: SSC

northwestern pond turtle

Actinemys
marmorata

work area, a 300-foot no disturbance buffer would be
established

between the nest and any areas of potential
disturbance. Buffers shall be clearly marked with
temporary fencing. No activities would occur in the
exclusion area until the nest was deemed inactive by a
qualified biologist.

*Nests of any bird species not recognized and assigned their own buffer in CFPR (California Forest Practice rules), would be buffered by at least 30 feet.
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o California Rare Plant habitat Reason plant, if habitat present, would not be
Plant common name Plant scientific name .
Plant Rank present/absent? harmed by project:
Yes, on unburned mature . . .
1B.1 Mature trees, which are the lichen's habitat,
e . - L hardwood trunks _
Siskiyou jellyskin lichen Scytinium siskiyouense would not be cut under this program
Unlikely; serpentine
endemic, and no
1B.2 . . N/a
serpentine soils are
Jepsons onion Allium jepsonii mapped in the area.
Unlikely; serpentine
endemic, and no
) .. 4.2 . . N/a
Allium sanbornii var. serpentine soils are
Sanborns onion sanbornii mapped in the area.
The potential dangers to this plant from the
program would be impacts from herbicide,
4.2 . . :
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
Calycadenia be protected from these dangers by pre-
Butte County calycadenia oppositifolia Likely present implementation botany surveys.
The potential dangers to this plant from the
program would be impacts from herbicide,
4.3 . . .
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
Erigeron inornatus var. be protected from these dangers by pre-
hot rock daisy calidipetris Likely present implementation botany surveys.
Unlikely; serpentine
endemic, and no
) , 4.3 . . N/a
Erigeron petrophilus var. serpentine soils are
northern Sierra daisy sierrensis mapped in the area.
Absent; vernal pool Valle
4.2 P y N/a

hogwallow starfish

Hesperevax caulescens

floor endemic
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o California Rare Plant habitat Reason plant, if habitat present, would not be
Plant common name Plant scientific name .
Plant Rank present/absent? harmed by project:
Unlikely; serpentine
endemic, and no
1B.2 . . N/a
Packera eurycephala serpentine soils are
Lewis Roses ragwort var. lewisrosei mapped in the area.
This is an aquatic plant that would be presentin
ponds only. The only danger to it from the
4.2 program would be a small chance of impacts
from herbicide (labeled for use in aquatic areas)
which might be used to control aquatic or
riparian invasive weeds. In this case, however,
the plant would be protected by pre-
Mexican mosquito fern Azolla microphylla Aquatic; could be present  [implementation botany surveys.
The potential dangers to this plant from the
program would be impacts from herbicide,
1B.2 . . .
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
be protected from these dangers by pre-
silky cryptantha Cryptantha crinita Likely present implementation botany surveys.
Unlikely; serpentine
endemic, and no
, ) 1B.2 . . N/a
Cardamine pachystigma serpentine soils are
dissected-leaved toothwort var. dissectifolia mapped in the area.
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o California Rare Plant habitat Reason plant, if habitat present, would not be
Plant common name Plant scientific name .
Plant Rank present/absent? harmed by project:
The potential dangers to this plant from the
program would be impacts from herbicide,
4.3 . . :
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
Streptanthus be protected from these dangers by pre-
sickle-fruit jewelflower drepanoides Could be present implementation botany surveys.
The potential dangers to this plant from the
program would be impacts from herbicide,
4.3 . . :
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
Streptanthus be protected from these dangers by pre-
long-fruit jewelflower longisiliquus Could be present implementation botany surveys.
Unlikely; serpentine
endemic, and no
. ) 4.3 . . N/a
Githopsis pulchella ssp. serpentine soils are
serpentine bluecup serpentinicola mapped in the area.
The potential dangers to this plant from the
program would be impacts from herbicide,
4.3 . . :
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
be protected from these dangers by pre-
obtuse starwort Engellaria obtusa Could be present implementation botany surveys.
Absent; vernal pool Valle
| o 18.1 ap y N/a
Aharts paronychia Paronychia ahartii floor endemic
Silene occidentalis ssp. Absent; in Butte County,
P 1B.2 y N/a

long-stiped campion

longistipitata

only grows above 5000
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Plant common name

Plant scientific name

California Rare
Plant Rank

Plant habitat
present/absent?

Reason plant, if habitat present, would not be
harmed by project:

long-leaved starwort

Stellaria longifolia

2B.2

Could be present

The potential dangers to this plant from the
program would be impacts from herbicide,
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
be protected from these dangers by pre-
implementation botany surveys.

Butte County morning-glory

Calystegia atriplicifolia
Ssp. buttensis

4.2

Could be present

The potential dangers to this plant from the
program would be impacts from herbicide,
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
be protected from these dangers by pre-
implementation botany surveys.

Baker cypress

Hesperocyparis bakeri

4.2

Absent

N/a

Geyers sedge

Carex geyeri

4.2

Could be present

The potential dangers to this plant from the
program would be impacts from herbicide,
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
be protected from these dangers by pre-
implementation botany surveys.

mud sedge

Carex limosa

2B.2

Could be present

The potential dangers to this plant from the
program would be impacts from herbicide,
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
be protected from these dangers by pre-
implementation botany surveys.
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o California Rare Plant habitat Reason plant, if habitat present, would not be
Plant common name Plant scientific name .
Plant Rank present/absent? harmed by project:
Unlikely; serpentine
endemic, and no
1B.2 . . N/a
serpentine soils are
chaparral sedge Carex xerophila mapped in the area.
Absent; in Butte County,
. , 4.3 : N/a
slender cottongrass Eriophorum gracile only grows above 5000
The potential dangers to this plant from the
rogram would be impacts from herbicide,
1B.1 Could be present brog . . P .
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
Rhynchospora be protected from these dangers by pre-
California beaked-rush californica implementation botany surveys.
The potential dangers to this plant from the
rogram would be impacts from herbicide,
2B.2 Could be present brog . . P .
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
Rhynchospora be protected from these dangers by pre-
brownish beaked-rush capitellata implementation botany surveys.
2B.3 Absent; in Butte County, N/a
English sundew Drosera anglica only grows above 5000
The potential dangers to this plant from the
program would be impacts from herbicide,
4.2 Could be present . . .
P suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
Arctostaphylos be protected from these dangers by pre-

Trues manzanita

mewukka ssp. truei

implementation botany surveys.
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Plant common name

Plant scientific name

California Rare
Plant Rank

Plant habitat
present/absent?

Reason plant, if habitat present, would not be
harmed by project:

depauperate milk-vetch

Astragalus pauperculus

4.3

Could be present

The potential dangers to this plant from the
program would be impacts from herbicide,
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
be protected from these dangers by pre-
implementation botany surveys.

Halls rupertia

Rupertia hallii

1B.2

Likely present

The potential dangers to this plant from the
program would be impacts from herbicide,
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
be protected from these dangers by pre-
implementation botany surveys.

Red Bluff dwarf rush

Juncus leiospermus var.
leiospermus

1B.1

Could be present

The potential dangers to this plant from the
program would be impacts from herbicide,
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
be protected from these dangers by pre-
implementation botany surveys.

flat-leaved bladderwort

Utricularia intermedia

2B.2

Absent; in Butte County,
only grows above 5000

N/a

Callahans mariposa-lily

Calochortus syntrophus

1B.1

Could be present

The potential dangers to this plant from the
program would be impacts from herbicide,
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
be protected from these dangers by pre-
implementation botany surveys.
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o California Rare Plant habitat Reason plant, if habitat present, would not be
Plant common name Plant scientific name .
Plant Rank present/absent? harmed by project:
The potential dangers to this plant from the
rogram would be impacts from herbicide,
3.2 Could be present brog . . P .
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
be protected from these dangers by pre-
Butte County fritillary Fritillaria eastwoodiae implementation botany surveys.
Absent; Valley floor adobe
. L . 1B.2 . . y N/a
adobe-lily Fritillaria pluriflora soils endemic
The potential dangers to this plant from the
, rogram would be impacts from herbicide,
4.2 Likely present Prog . . P .
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
Lilium humboldtii ssp. be protected from these dangers by pre-
Humboldt lily humboldtii implementation botany surveys.
Limnanthes floccosa Absent; vernal pool Valley
. 1B.1 . N/a
Butte County meadowfoam ssp. californica floor endemic
Limnanthes floccosa 42 Absent; vernal pool Valley N/a
woolly meadowfoam ssp. floccosa ' floor endemic
Absent; requires year-
Hibiscus lasiocarpos 1B.2 round water and is mostly a N/a
woolly rose-mallow var. occidentalis Sacramento River endemic
The potential dangers to this plant from the
42 program would be impacts from herbicide,

Bakers globe mallow

lliamna bakeri

Could be present

suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
be protected from these dangers by pre-
implementation botany surveys.
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o California Rare Plant habitat Reason plant, if habitat present, would not be
Plant common name Plant scientific name .
Plant Rank present/absent? harmed by project:
Unlikely; serpentine
endemic, and no
. 1B.2 . . N/a
Frangula purshiana ssp. serpentine soils are
Caribou coffeeberry ultramafica mapped in the area.
The potential dangers to this plant from the
rogram would be impacts from herbicide,
4.3 Could be present brog . . P .
suffocation by chips, and burn piles. Plant would
be protected from these dangers by pre-
Sierra foothills brodiaea Brodiaea sierrae implementation botany surveys.
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