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North Umpgua Settlement Agreement

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

AMONG
PACIFICORP
USDA FOREST SERVICE
NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES SERVICE
USDI FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
USDI BUREAU OF LAND MANAGEMENT

OREGON DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY
OREGON DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE
OREGON WATER RESOURCES DEPARTMENT

DATED

JUNE 13, 2001

CONCERNING THE RELICENSING OF THE
NORTH UMPQUA HYDROELECTRIC PROJECT
FERC PROJECT NO. 1927-008
DOUGLAS COUNTY
OREGON
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North Umpgua Settlement Agreement

for wetland enhancement or creation include Stump Lake (by the second anniversary of the
New License), Stinkhole area (by the sixth anniversary of the New License), Fallen Mountain
Creek in the vicinity of the historic channel (by the fourth anniversary of the New License),
Expanded Lemolo 1 forebay (by the fifth anniversary of the New License), and near the
campgrounds at Lemolo Lake (by the first anniversary of the New License). PacifiCorp shall
enhance or create an additional three wetlands by the eleventh anniversary of the New License
at locations to be determined in consultation with USDA-FS and ODFW. Locations for these
additional three wetlands potentially include Ranawapiti, Fallen Mountain Creek, and Lemolo
Reservoir (PacifiCorp shall make necessary modifications to campgrounds and restore
vegetation to improve wetland species diversity) and other areas surrounding Toketee
Reservoir.

SECTION 12. VEGETATION MANAGEMENT

12.1  Vegetation Management Plan. PacifiCorp shall develop, in consultation with the
USDA-FS and BLM, a Vegetation Management Plan (the “VMP”’) within 18 months after the
Effective Date. Full implementation of the VMP will commence promptly after the VMP is
approved by the USDA-FS and the BLM and the New License becomes final. Pending
implementation of the VMP, PacifiCorp shall continue its current vegetation management
practices. The procedures identified in the VMP will allow for the continued operation of the
hydroelectric facilities and transmission and distribution system in a reliable, safe, and
environmentally responsible manner. The plan will include vegetation management procedures
to be implemented within the FERC Project Boundary and in other areas on federal land
directly affected by Project operations. Procedures contained in the plan will be consistent with
USDA-FS and BLM objectives and plans for noxious weeds and vegetation management on
federal lands, which include, but are not limited to, the following: noxious-weed prevention,
weed control strategies, treatments, weed inventory and monitoring, erosion control, ground
cover objectives, native plant species, wildlife habitat objectives, visual resource objectives,
riparian reserve objectives, weed-free seed certification, monitoring and evaluation schedule
for the length of the New License period, and adaptive management provisions. Procedures
will also be consistent with hazard tree control practices that ensure the integrity and reliability
of the transmission line and hydroelectric facility operation. A schedule for implementing the
VMP will be identified in the final VMP.

12.2 Noxious-Weed Control. PacifiCorp shall commence measures to control and
prevent the spread of noxious weeds in conjunction with actions coordinated by the RCC, with
emphasis on known populations of noxious weeds.

SECTION 13. AVIAN PROTECTION

13.1 Power Pole Modification. Commencing upon the Effective Date, PacifiCorp
shall continue to implement measures to minimize adverse interactions between Project power
lines and birds. Any pole involved in a bird fatality will be retrofitted or rebuilt to increase
safety for large perching birds. In addition, all new or rebuilt power poles will be constructed
following guidelines in the publication entitled “Suggested Practices for Raptor Safety on
Power Lines: The State of the Art in 1996” (APLIC 1996).

FOR SETTLEMENT PURPOSES ONLY 34
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MEETING NOTES

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

RE:

Jeff Bohler (USFS, Diamond Lake RD), Carl Corey
(USFS, Region 6), Clint Emerson (USFS, Diamond Lake
RD), Richard Helliwell (USFS, Umpgua National Forest),
Colleen McShane, (EDAW), Randall Miller (PacifiCorp),
Jay Neil (PacifiCorp), John Sample (PacifiCorp), Pam
Sichting (USFS, Umpqua National Forest), John Sloan
(USFS, Umpqua National Forest), and Jeanne Standley
(BLM, Roseburg)

Diane Robb-Barr, PacifiCorp Environmental Coordinator
July 5, 2002
May 29, 2002 Meeting Notes - Revised

North Umpqgua Hydroelectric Project: Vegetation
Management Plan (VMP) - Meeting #1

The meeting discussion followed the agenda, which included the following topics:

Introductions

Overview of intended outcomes

Overview of the Settlement Agreement Section 12.0

Overview of other Management Plans

Desired elements to be contained in the VMP

Timeline for completing the VMP

Schedule of meetings and identification of individuals to be involved
Recap of action items

Eleven people attended the %2-day meeting, including: Jeff Bohler and Clint Emerson
(USFS, Diamond Lake RD); Richard Helliwell, Pam Sichting, and John Sloan (USFS,
Umpqua National Forest); Jeanne Standley (BLM, Roseburg); Colleen McShane,
(EDAW); and Diane Robb-Barr, Randall Miller, Jay Neil, and John Sample (PacifiCorp).
Carl Corey (USFS, Region 6) participated by phone conference.

Introductions

John Sample (PacifiCorp) opened the meeting and all participants introduced themselves.
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Overview of Intended Outcomes

Diane Barr (PacifiCorp) explained that the purpose of the meeting was to kick-off the
process of developing the Vegetation Management Plan (VMP) for the North Umpqua
Project. PacifiCorp expected to prepare the VMP in consultation with the USFS and
BLM. EDAW, a consultant to PacifiCorp would actually write the document.

Overview of Settlement Agreement Section 12.0

The group reviewed Section 12 of the Settlement Agreement, a very short section that
covers the development of a VMP for the North Umpqua Project. As stated in Section
12, procedures contained in the VMP must be consistent with USFS and BLM objectives
and plants for noxious weeds and vegetation management on federal lands, which include
but are not limited to the following:

Noxious weed prevention;

Weed control strategies, treatments, inventory, and monitoring;
Erosion control;

Ground cover objectives;

Native plant species;

Wildlife habitat objectives;

Visual resource objectives;

Riparian reserve objectives;

Weed-free seed certification; and

Monitoring and evaluation schedule

After reviewing this list, John Sloan (USFS) said that the USFS would like to add several
other elements for inclusion in the VMP. These include the following:

e Fuels management around PacifiCorp facilities — This issue was included in the
USFS’s 4E conditions but was not part of the negotiated Settlement
Agreement. It may be more cost effective to include fuels management in the
VMP, or it may be better dealt with in the Fire Control Plan.

e Hazard tree reduction — This is an ongoing activity by PacifiCorp that the USFS
would like to have covered in the VMP.

Overview of Other Management Plans

Diane Barr asked the group to identify other management plans or policies that should be
or need to be considered in the development of the VMP. The following plans and
general policies were discussed:

e The Bonneville Power Administration’s (BPA) Transmission System Vegetation

Management Program — Randy Miller (PacifiCorp) mentioned that the BPA had
recently released an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on it’s vegetation
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management program for transmission lines in the Pacific Northwest. The USFS
and BLM were both cooperating agencies on this EIS. Randy thought that this
document would provide a good basis for the VMP because it provides a
scientifically-based toolbox of methods for controlling vegetation and includes
input from the USFS and BLM. Furthermore, Randy understood the BLM is in
the process of developing a programmatic vegetation management EIS, and that
the results to date are consistent with those of the BPA.

Herbicide use is one of the methods covered in the BPA and BLM EISs. Randy
stressed the importance of using herbicides, when warranted, to control vegetation
along the transmission rights-of-way. He said that PacifiCorp would be better
able to control weeds and establish preferred shrub communities under the
transmission line if they had the ability to spot treat with herbicides. Randy cited
50 years of research by Bramble and Burns in the eastern U.S. that showed that
transmission line right-of-ways (ROWSs) treated with herbicides had a higher
diversity of wildlife habitats than ROWSs that were not. An article from the
Spring 2001 UAA Quarterly (the newsletter of the Utility Arborists Association)
explains the history of this research, and includes a complete bibliography.

For transmission rights-of-way, the purpose of herbicides is to help convert cover
types to stable, low-growing plant communities that will never threaten the
transmission lines, and will out-compete incompatible tall-growing species. The
research by Bramble and Burns documents that these plant communities also
provide a variety of habitats which promote wildlife diversity. Randy said that
judicious use of herbicides is essential to establish low-growing plant
comminutes. Vegetation managers reduce herbicide use to periodic spot
treatments once the compatible plant community is established. Clint Emerson
(USFS) emphasized the USFS’s concerns about the use herbicides, particularly in
Riparian Reserves.

Randy said he understood that as part of the BLM’s vegetation management EIS
process, that the they were planning to petition the Justice Department to lift the
1984 injunction on herbicide use on federal lands. Jeanne Standley (BLM) said
that the were told to do some additional work prior to submitting such a petition
and that it would probably be another 5 years or so before this actually happened.

e The USFS’s Noxious Weed Control Program — Richard Helliwell (USFS) said
that the USFS program of noxious weed control on the Umpqua National Forest
(UNF) is focused on high priority weeds, especially spotted knapweed, and
Scotch broom, to a lesser extent. Other high priority weeds include yellow
starthistle, diffuse knapweed, and knotweed. In general, there is very little
funding available for weed control, although it has increased somewhat over the
last few years and more is available through partnerships. The USFS tries to
initiate control of small populations of problematic species before they get out of
control.
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The USFS does not have the funding to conduct a formal program of inventorying
weeds on the UNF, but they have all priority weed sites identified and mapped
into their GIS. The USFS has not inventoried the transmission line ROW through
the UNF, however they do have a good map of the Scotch broom infestations in
the North Umpqua District. Richard said that Highway 138 and the areas around
some of PacifiCorp’s facilities have a lot of high priority weeds. For example,
there is knotweed around Toketee Lake.

Richard also said that the USFS is in the process of preparing an EIS for noxious
weed control. They are currently operating under an EIS from the 1980s, which
has a very limited list of approved herbicides. He said that the USFS uses
mechanical means for Scotch broom control, which actually works quite well.
They would however, like to be able to consider herbicide use to control spotted
knapweed. In addition, there are a lot of weed sites next to water and the USFS is
investigating a number of new techniques.

e The UNF’s Native Plant Program - Richard Helliwell said that the UNF has an
official native plant policy, with the objectives of replacing weeds with native
species and to linking revegetation with ecosystem management principles. The
use of native plants from local genetic sources for revegetation projects is a
priority. Plants used for revegetation projects must be genetically adapted to soils
and climate of the planting site. Richard said that the entire North Umpqua
Hydroelectric Project is within a single zone, and that the UNF has a good seed
bank, which is stored at the J. Herbert Stone Nursery in Jacksonville. Adherence
to the native plant program typically requires at least a 2-year planning window.
The USFS uses bare root stock for shrubs and seeds for grasses.

e The BLM’s Noxious Weed Strategy — Jeanne Standley said that the BLM has a
Noxious Weed Strategy that has the following components:

% Prevention - Recommended preventions measures include using clean straw
as mulch and washing vehicles.

+«+ Early detection and eradication

+«+ Biological control — Biological controls are recommended especially for
species on Oregon’s B list of weeds, especially in recreation areas and
research natural areas.

Under this strategy the BLM treats weeds on about 750 acres per year, mostly
along roads. This year the BLM is spraying all roads that cross PacifiCorp’s
transmission line ROW. Jeanne also said that the Oregon Department of
Agriculture will fund the treatment of any sites with gorse. On the North
Umpqua, this species has been found as far upstream as Steamboat Springs. The
BLM knows the location of 12 sites that have had gorse infestations and treats any
found sites immediately. .
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The BLM uses any and all methods available for weed control, including boiling
water with an organic foaming agent. They are currently allowed to use 5
herbicides to control only those species that are actually designated as noxious
weeds on state and county lists. There are 35 known noxious weeds on the lands
managed by the BLM in the Roseburg District. The BLM also tracks several
invasive species that are not designated as noxious weeds. The do not treat
Himalayan blackberry , primarily because there are no good control methods for
this species.

e PacifiCorp’s Plans — Under the Settlement Agreement PacifiCorp has completed
or is in the process of preparing 5 other plans for the North Umpqua Project.
These include the following:

++ Recreation Management Plan (in process)

R/

¢ Transportation Management Plan (in process)
+«¢+ Erosion Control Plan (in process)
% Cultural Resource Management Plan (in process beginning fall 2002)

Aesthetics Plan (in process)

L)

*,

%

X4

*,

L)

Diane Barr said that for each of these plans the resource area will drive the content of the
plan, but that there will be a great deal of cross-referencing between plans to ensure that
they are usable and coordinated. There will be a minimum 3-year rolling operation
program associated with each plan.

Desired Elements to be Contained in the VMP

The group began the discussion of desired elements in the VMP by developing a list of
potential issues to be considered. These included the following:

e Noxious weed control — The VMP must be consistent with the USFS and BLM
strategies;

e Transmission line ROW vegetation management — The VMP should deal with fire
concerns and hazard tree removal. PacifiCorp’s goal is to create stable plant
communities based on the wire-zone border zone technique of Bramble and
Burns, which is explained in the BPA’s EIS. This technique prescribes a grass-
forb-low growing shrub community directly under the lines, with a tall shrub-
short tree community between the lines and the edge of the right-of-way.

e Fuels reduction/fire issues — The VMP should include measures to reduce fuels
along the transmission line ROW, around the Toketee community, and in the
Lemolo Lake Basin, Thorne Prairie, and Oak Flat areas.

e Wildlife habitat — The VMP, as well as other plans, should incorporate
improvements to wildlife habitat into other activities as appropriate. For example,
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it may be appropriate to identify specific wildlife habitat objectives for vegetation
management activities along different sections of the transmission line ROW.
Portions of the ROW over canyons and through the Late Successional Reserve
(LSR) should focus on maintaining and improving habitat connectivity. More
open areas may have a big game management objective. Use of native plants for
revegetation will also improve wildlife habitat.

Ground cover — The VMP should include provisions to meet the UNF standard
for ground cover, as defined in the 1990 Land and Resource Management Plan
(LRMP). This guideline is applied to timber harvest areas in the UNF and deals
with preventing the loss of soil productivity. The USFS also tries to identify other
areas with ground cover problems and fix them as funds become available.
Actions are driven by specific projects. Richard Helliwell said that the USFS
would like to the VMP to focus on the restoration of ground cover in areas that
are being treated for weeds or erosion. He also said that in general, the USFS is
not expecting PacifiCorp to revegetate the bare steep slopes along the canals and
in other places in the project areas. However, Carl Corey (USFS) mentioned that
improvements to nearby ground cover might be considered as part of mitigation
for new ground-disturbing activities. Richard also stated that there has been some
new work involving the establishment of native species on steep slopes with poor
soil.

Restoration plans — The VMP needs to be compatible with restoration plants for
Oak Flats, Thorne Prairie, and other areas. The amended LRMP will have new
guidance on how Thorne Prairie is to be managed, which may be more compatible
with how the transmission line ROW is managed in this area.

After a great deal of discussion on how the VMP should be organized and the elements it
should include, the group came to several conclusions:

First, the VMP should be the main or driver document for overall weed control
and prevention in the project vicinity and vegetation management along the
transmission line ROW. The VMP may be the driver document for fuels
reduction, but this issue might best be covered in another plan, such as a Fire
Control Plan.

Second, the VMP should be the reference document for revegetation and weed
control/prevention methods for projects related to erosion control, recreation,
transportation, and aesthetics that are covered in other plans.

Timeline for Completing the VMP

The VMP is scheduled to be complete by spring 2003.
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Next Meetings and Individuals Involved

The next meeting for the VMP is scheduled for Wednesday, July 3 at 9:00 am at the
Umpqua National Forest office in Roseburg. The meeting after that is tentatively planned
for Wednesday, August 14. Clint Emerson and Pam Sichting will represent the USFS at
future meetings; Jeanne Standley will be the BLM representative. PacifiCorp will be
represented by Randy Miller, Jay Neil, and Diane Barr. As PacifiCorp’s consultant,
Colleen McShane (EDAW) will be responsible for facilitating the meetings and preparing
sections of the VMP for review.

Summary of Action ltems

Action items from the meeting are summarized below:

e Richard Helliwell agreed to provide a copy of the UNF’s native plant policy
(attached).

e Colleen McShane will prepare a draft outline of the VMP for review at the July
meeting.

e Randy Hill will provide a copy of the Bramble and Burns article from the Spring
2001 UAA Quarterly (attached).

e Jeanne Standley will provide a copy of the BLM’s Noxious Weed Strategy
(attached).
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MEETING NOTES

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

RE:

Jeff Bohler (USFS, Diamond Lake RD), Carl Corey
(USFS, Region 6), Clint Emerson (USFS, Diamond Lake
RD), Richard Helliwell (USFS, Umpgua National Forest),
Colleen McShane, (EDAW), Randall Miller (PacifiCorp),
Jay Neil (PacifiCorp), John Sample (PacifiCorp), Pam
Sichting (USFS, Umpqua National Forest), John Sloan
(USFS, Umpqua National Forest), and Jeanne Standley
(BLM, Roseburg)

Diane Robb-Barr, PacifiCorp Environmental Coordinator
July 24, 2002
July 3, 2002 Meeting Notes

North Umpqgua Hydroelectric Project: Vegetation
Management Plan (VMP) - Meeting #2

The meeting discussion followed the agenda, which included the following topics:

Introductions / review of agenda items / updates

Review meeting notes from 5/29/02 meeting

Review VMP outline, including major elements/components and organization
Action items and coordination for the next meeting

Six people attended the “2-day meeting, including: Jeff Bohler and Clint Emerson
(USFS, Diamond Lake RD); Pam Sichting (USFS, Umpqua National Forest; Colleen
McShane, (EDAW); and Diane Robb-Barr and Jay Neil, (PacifiCorp).

Introductions / Review of Agenda lItems / Updates

Colleen McShane (EDAW) opened the meeting and provided a review of the agenda.
She explained that the main purpose of the meeting was to begin developing the outline

for the VMP.

Review of 5/29/02 Meeting Notes

Colleen handed out a copy of the 5/29/02 meeting notes that had some revisions from
Randy Miller (PacifiCorp) in redline strikeout. The group agreed to approve the notes as
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revised by Randy, with the addition of a sentence from Clint Emerson (USFS)
emphasizing the USFS’s concerns with herbicide use, particularly near water.

Review VMP Outline

The group reviewed a draft outline of the VMP that was prepared by Colleen McShane as
a basis for discussion. The group agreed on the 3 main topics to be included in the VMP:

(1) Vegetation Management;
(2) Weed Prevention and Control; and
(3) Revegetation

These topics would each be a major section in the outline. After some discussion, the
group decided that, to the extent possible, the material in the 3 major sections should be
organized by facility. It was understood that this organization would result in some
redundancy, but it was thought that this was necessary to make the VMP a truly user-
friendly implementation document. The facilities to be covered in each section, as
necessary, include the following:

Transmission line

Powerhouses

Canals/penstocks

Dams

Impoundments

Roads

Administrative sites (shop areas, residences)
e Recreation sites

e Waste/recycle areas

After listing facilities to be included in the VMP, the group began developing the draft
outline. This process involved listing the various vegetation management, weed
prevention/control, and revegetation activities that might be expected to occur at each
facility. By the end of the meeting, the outline was complete through the vegetation
management section, and part of the weed control section was done. Colleen McShane
agreed to use the format developed by the group and produce a more complete a draft
outline for review and discussion at the next meeting (attached).

Next Meetings and Individuals Involved

The next meeting for the VMP is scheduled for Monday, August 12 from 10:00 am to
4:00 pm at the Umpqua National Forest office in Roseburg. The meeting after that is
tentatively planned for Monday, September 16. .

Summary of Action Items

Action items from the meeting are summarized below:
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e Colleen McShane will prepare a more complete draft outline of the VMP for
review at the August meeting (attached).

e Colleen McShane will send copies of the USFS’s Native Plant Policy and the
BLM’s Noxious Weed Strategy to the entire group.

e Pam Sichting will make sure that Ron Maertz (USFS, North Umpqua District) is
informed about the VMP process.

e Colleen McShane will prepare and distribute a list of names and addresses of the
individuals who are the main participants in VMP process.

P\: 2E002.48\VegMgmt\Meetings\july02mtg notes.doc



,;%’ P Ac I F I co R P Sent Via Email/Fax

MEETING NOTES

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

RE:

Jeff Bohler (USFS, Diamond Lake RD), Carl Corey
(USFS, Region 6), Clint Emerson (USFS, Diamond Lake
RD), Richard Helliwell (USFS, Umpgua National Forest),
Colleen McShane, (EDAW), Randall Miller (PacifiCorp),
Jay Neil (PacifiCorp), John Sample (PacifiCorp), Pam
Sichting (USFS, Umpqua National Forest), John Sloan
(USFS, Umpqua National Forest), and Jeanne Standley
(BLM, Roseburg)

Diane Robb-Barr, PacifiCorp Environmental Coordinator
September 17, 2002
August 28 , 2002 Meeting Notes

North Umpqgua Hydroelectric Project: Vegetation
Management Plan (VMP) - Meeting #3

The meeting discussion followed the agenda, which included the following topics:

Introductions / review of agenda items / updates;

Review notes from the meeting on July 3, 2002;

Review VMP outline, including major elements/components and organization;
Action items and coordination for the next meeting

Six people attended the 1-day meeting, including: Jeff Bohler and Clint Emerson (USFS,
Diamond Lake RD); Pam Sichting (USFS, Umpqua National Forest); Colleen McShane,
(EDAW); and Diane Robb-Barr and Jay Neil, (PacifiCorp). A representative from the
BLM also attend a portion of the meeting.

Introductions / Review of Agenda Items / Updates

Colleen McShane (EDAW) opened the meeting and provided a review of the agenda.
She explained that the main purpose of the meeting was to complete the development of

the outline for the VMP.

Review of 5/29/02 Meeting Notes

The group approved the notes from the meeting on July 3, 2002 with no revisions
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Review VMP Outline

The group reviewed the revised draft outline of the VMP that was prepared by Colleen
McShane and dated July 17, 2002. The group approved the major section headings and
overall organization. Suggested revisions and additions to each of the 3 major sections of
the VMP outlines are summarized below:

e Vegetation Management

O

Include maps in the introductory section that show constraint zones —
areas where vegetation management activities could be restricted either
spatially or temporally by resource sensitivities (i.e. rare plants, raptor
nest sites, areas of wildlife sensitivity, cultural resources).

Include coordination with USFS wildlife programs as one of the objectives
of vegetation management under the transmission.

Add a subsection discussion monitoring and inspection (2.1.4.1) to the
section on Slash/Debris Management (2.1.4)

e Noxious Weed Prevention and Control

(@)

Include photographs of priority species in section 3.1

Define inventory responsibilities for the USFS, BLM, and PacifiCorp in
section 3.2.2.1

Assume an inventory and monitoring schedule of 3-5 years in section
3.2.3.1.

Move the section on prevention to proceed control.

Make sure that revegetation is an integral part of all control methods.
Prevention methods include the following: machinery cleaning/sanitation;
working towards infestations; scheduling activities before seed set;
revegetating after ground disturbing activities; and minimizing ground

disturbance.

Add a schedule to treat specific sites as section 3.4.4.

e Revegetation

O
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o Include information on seed zones and elevation bands in section 4.2.
Expand this section to include site preparation techniques ( subsoil
analyses, mulching, fertilizing).

o Consider changing section 4.4, revegetation by facility/project, to general
revegetation prescriptions. This section would deal with the steps needed
to revegetate any disturbed site, and would cover erosion control,
aesthetics, wildlife habitat, and weed prevention considerations.

Colleen McShane will incorporate the suggested changes and produce a revised draft
outline for review by mid-September (attached) . The group agreed to review the revised
draft and provide Colleen with any additional changes by October 1, 2002.

Next Meetings and Individuals Involved

The next meeting for the VMP is scheduled for Tuesday, October 22 from 9:00 a.m. to
12:00 p.m. at the Umpqua National Forest office in Roseburg.

Summary of Action ltems

Action items from the meeting are summarized below:

Colleen McShane will prepare a revised draft outline of the VMP by mid-
September (attached).

The group will review the revised outline and provide comments and suggestions
to Colleen McShane by October 1, 2002.

PacifiCorp will revise the project area maps with constraints. Jeff Bohler will
provide PacifiCorp with land management allocation GIS coverages. These
include LSRs, winter range, wildlife unique mosaics, owl cores, falcon nest zones,
eagle nest zones, and designated owl recovery zones. Clint Emerson will provide
PacifiCorp with GIS data on weed and TES plant locations. Erosion control sites,
recreation sites, and sites with aesthetic issues will also be included as a map
layer.

Colleen McShane will begin writing a preliminary draft of the VMP. She will
prepare section 1.0, the introduction, and several subsections of section 2.0,
vegetation management. These sections will be provided to the group at least 1
week prior to the next meeting, which will be focused on review.
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MEETING NOTES

TO: Jeff Bohler and Clint Emerson (USFS, Diamond Lake RD);
Carl Corey (USFS, Region 6);
Pam Sichting, Richard Helliwell, Christine Lilienthal, and
John Sloan (USFS, Umpqua National Forest);
Jeanne Standley (BLM, Roseburg);
Jay Neil, Randall Miller, and John Sample (PacifiCorp), and
Colleen McShane, (EDAW);

FROM: Diane Robb-Barr, PacifiCorp Environmental Coordinator
DATE: November 20, 2002
RE: October 25, 2002 Meeting Notes

North Umpqua Hydroelectric Project: Vegetation
Management Plan (VMP) - Meeting #4

The meeting discussion followed the agenda, which included the following topics:

Introductions / review of agenda items / updates;

Review notes from the meeting on August 28, 2002;

Update the status of the maps for the VMP

Review a preliminary draft of the first few sections of the VMP;
Action items and coordination for the next meeting

Eight people attended the 1/2-day meeting, including: Jeff Bohler and Clint Emerson
(USFS, Diamond Lake RD); Pam Sichting (USFS, Umpgua National Forest); Jeanne
Standley (BLM); Colleen McShane, (EDAW); and Diane Robb-Barr and Jay Neil,
(PacifiCorp). One of PacifiCorp’s contractors for vegetation clearance along the
transmission lint also attended the meeting.

Introductions / Review of Agenda Items / Updates

Colleen McShane (EDAW) opened the meeting and provided a review of the agenda. She
explained that the main purpose of the meeting was to review the preliminary draft of the
first few sections of the VMP.

Review of 8/28/02 Meeting Notes

The group approved the notes from the meeting on August 28, 2002 with no revisions.
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Maps Status Update

Members of the VMP planning group provided the following updates regarding maps that
will eventually be included in the VMP:

e Clint Emersion — Clint provided a CD of with mapped locations of noxious weeds,
sensitive plants, and survey and manage (S/M) lichen, bryophyte, and plants. He
was planning the send the CD to Vestra by the end of the day. The CD covers the
Diamond Lake District, so Vestra will need to extract the data for the area included
in the VMP. Clint still needs to get similar plant data from the North Umpqua
District, particularly for the transmission line corridor.

e Jeff Bohler — Jeff will send a CD of data on land allocations for the Diamond Lake
and North Umpqua districts to Vestra by the end of the day.

e Jeanne Standley — Jeanne will send a CD of weed locations, land allocations, and
sensitive wildlife locations on BLM lands to Vestra in a week or so.

e Diane Barr — Diane will continue to coordinate with Vestra and will try to have
draft maps available for review by the next VMP meeting.

Preliminary Draft VMP Review

The group reviewed the preliminary draft of the first few sections of VMP prepared by
Colleen McShane and dated October 22, 2002. The group spent most of the time
discussing and revising the goals and objectives for the VMP, but covered all the draft
sections. Major suggestions, revisions, and additions are summarized below:

e Introduction
o Move Objective 1c to Goal 4
o Revise Goal 4 to be more procedural

o Move the list of procedures in Goal 4 to other more appropriate
objectives.

o Add an objective to define the term *“disturbed”

e VMP Planning and Coordination

o The role of the Resource Coordination Committee in the
implementation of the VMP needs to be better understood by the group.

o The rolling 3-year plan should cover the current year and the next 2
years, as well as a summary of the past year’s activities.
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o Contacts for VMP implementation will be as follows:

BLM - Swift Water Field Office Manager
USFS — Umpqua National Forest Supervisor
PacifiCorp — Area Forester and Hydro Supervisor

Each of these individuals will most likely appoint someone else to act
in their behalf in coordinating and implementing VMP programs.

There may be a programmatic EA covering project-related activities
and ESA issues on federal lands. If this document exists, it needs to be
included as an appendix to the VMP (Action item for Diane).

The BLM has a determination of NEPA adequacy checklist that can be
used to update annual project lists under the existing programmatic EA
for noxious weeds. (Action item for Diane)

e Vegetation Maintenance

O

It was decided that each of the 3 VMP programs should be a separate
chapter, not sections under a single chapter on implementation programs.

In general, it was decided to minimize the need for separate reports and
notification for routine survey activities along the transmission line.

Colleen McShane and Jay Neil will work together to refine Section 3.1,
which deals with the transmission line.

Side-trimming of trees should be avoided if at all possible.
Overall, it was agreed that the various methods used for vegetation control
along the transmission line should be as general as possible to allow

changes in technology to be implemented without rewriting the section.

Next Meetings and Individuals Involved

The next meeting for the VMP is scheduled for Thursday, December 5, 8:30 a.m. to
12:30 p.m. at PacifiCorp’s Green District Office in Roseburg.

Summary of Action ltems

Action items from the meeting are summarized below:

e Jeanne Standley will send a CD of weed locations, land allocations, and sensitive
wildlife locations on BLM lands to Vestra.
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e Diane Barr will try to get a better understanding of the role of the Resource
Coordination Committee in the implementation of the VMP.

e Diane Barr will find out if there is a programmatic EA covering project-related
activities and ESA issues on federal lands.

e Diane Barr will get a copy of the BLM determination of NEPA adequacy checklist
that can be used to update annual project lists under the existing programmatic EA
for noxious weeds.

e Clint Emerson and Pam Sichting will figure out how to deal with the issue of 20
percent green tree retention under the transmission line.

e Diane Barr will check on how emergency flights of the transmission lines are
currently conducted through areas with temporal restrictions.

e Pam Sichting will determine if there are any specific USFS concerns regarding
notification of aerial and ground surveys along the transmission line.

e Pam Sichting will find out if an EA or EIS is need for the VMP.

e PacifiCorp and Vestra will revise the project area maps with constraints. These
maps will be available for review at the December meeting.

e Colleen McShane will incorporate comments from the October meeting and revise
Chapters 1, 2, and 3 (through Section 3.4) of the VMP by November 26 (attached).

e Colleen McShane will complete Chapter 3 of the VMP by November 26
(attached).
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MEETING NOTES

TO: Jeff Bohler and Clint Emerson (USFS, Diamond Lake RD);
Carl Corey (USFS, Region 6);
Pam Sichting, Richard Helliwell, Christine Lilienthal, and
John Sloan (USFS, Umpqua National Forest);
Jeanne Standley (BLM, Roseburg);
Jay Neil, Randall Miller, and John Sample (PacifiCorp), and
Colleen McShane, (EDAW);

FROM: Diane Robb-Barr, PacifiCorp Environmental Coordinator
DATE: December 16, 2002
RE: December 5, 2002 Meeting Notes

North Umpqua Hydroelectric Project: Vegetation
Management Plan (VMP) - Meeting #5

The meeting discussion followed the agenda, which included the following topics:

Introductions / review of agenda items / updates;

Review notes from the meeting on October 25, 2002;

Review a preliminary draft of the chapters 1, 2, and 3 of the VMP;
Action items and coordination for the next meeting

Six people attended the 1/2-day meeting, including: Jeff Bohler (USFS, Diamond Lake
RD); Christine Lilienthal (USFS, Umpqua National Forest); Colleen McShane, (EDAW);
and Diane Robb-Barr and Jay Neil, (PacifiCorp). One of PacifiCorp’s contractors for
vegetation clearance along the transmission lint also attended the meeting.

Introductions / Review of Agenda ltems / Updates

Colleen McShane (EDAW) opened the meeting and provided a review of the agenda. She
explained that the main purpose of the meeting was to review the preliminary draft of
chapters 1 through 3 of the VMP.

Review of 10/25/02 Meeting Notes

The group approved the notes from the meeting on October 25, 2002 with no revisions.
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Preliminary Draft VMP Review

The group reviewed the preliminary draft of the VMP prepared by Colleen McShane and
dated December 3, 2002. The group revisited the goals and objectives in chapter 1, and
made a few minor changes in the goals and objectives. More time was spent on chapter 2
and there were a number of issues and questions related to NEPA and ESA compliance
and the VMP that clearly need to be resolved. Issues related to compliance are
summarized below:

Programmatic EA — There will need to be a programmatic EA prepared for the
VMP but this process has not been started yet.

Existing Biological Opinion — There is a current Biological Opinion (BioOp) that
covers vegetation management activities along the transmission line (letter from R.
Harris, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service [USFWS], Roseburg Field Office, July 25,
2002). However, this BioOp is for the period from 2002 -2010, does not cover the
entire new license period. In addition, there are several attached mitigation
measures that the group would prefer not to have included in the VMP and warrant
some further discussion.

Draft Settlement Agreement BioOp — The BioOp that will cover all activities
related to the North Umpqua Project Settlement Agreement (SA) is currently in
draft form and is being reviewed by PacifiCorp and the USFS (letter from C. Tuss,
Field Supervisor, USFWS, Roseburg Field Office, to Magalie R. Salas, FERC,
November 18, 2002)

Regional noxious weed EIS — Christine Lilienthal (USFS) mentioned that she had
attended a public meeting about a regional noxious weed EIS that is currently
being prepared by the USFS. There may be parts of this EIS that have
implications for the VMP.

Suggestions, revisions, and additions to chapter 3, which deals with the vegetation
maintenance program, are summarized below:

The draft VMP that was distributed to the group on December 3, 2003 has chapter
3 divided into 9 sections, 1 addressing each type of project facility (transmission
line, powerhouse, roads, etc.). However, most of the vegetation management
activities occurring in the project are virtually the same for most facilities except
for the transmission line. The result is a great deal of redundancy that adds
unnecessary length and makes the document difficult to read with any level of
attention. As a solution, Colleen McShane (EDAW) recommended this chapter be
organized into 2 major sections—1 covering vegetation maintenance activities
along the transmission line and 1 addressing these activities at all other facilities.
Colleen handed out a version of the chapter that reflected this new organization
and the group agreed that it was an improvement that should be incorporated.
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e Colleen McShane (EDAW) also recommended that the waster/recycle areas be
dropped from the list of facilities included in the VMP. The purpose of
waste/recycle areas is the disposal of brush and slash and there was little if
anything specific to discuss about the management of these sites. The group
agreed.

e “Danger” trees will be changed to “hazard tree” throughout the document.

e PacifiCorp requested that any reference to topping be taken out of the under
clearance section. They believe this practice results in trees that look unnatural
and is difficult to accomplish safely. In sensitive areas, such as highway crossing,
the preferred method of under clearance would be to remove trees that are too tall
and leave those that are not. PacifiCorp said that they realized this practice would
result in more frequent maintenance in these areas.

e The issue of leaving 20-25 percent of small conifers within the transmission line
corridor needs to be resolved. Retention of 20-25 percent of conifer 4-8 feet tall in
the ROW is currently listed as a mitigation measure in the existing BioOp, with the
purpose of providing wildlife cover and future recruitment (letter from R. Harris,
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service [USFWS], Roseburg Field Office, July 25, 2002).
However, one of the primary of goals of under clearance in the ROW is to
discourage conifer recruitment. One way to do this is to promote the
establishment and maintenance of early successional stages dominated by shrubs.
In addition to reducing the amount of tree removal required along the line, dense
stands of shrubs, such as ceanothus, elderberry, and willow, can provide effective
cover for wildlife.

e Christina Lilienthal (USFS) brought up the issue of visual objectives for the
transmission line ROW through the Wild and Scenic river area. She will check to
determine if there are any visual resource objectives that might apply to the
transmission line.

e PacifiCorp would like to use the annual planning process to develop specific
riparian buffer widths for streams that would be affected by under clearance
activities planned for the upcoming year. Currently, buffer widths are defined by
the site potential tree height (x2). However, it is often difficult for vegetation
maintenance crews to estimate buffer widths in the field. PacifiCorp and the
USFS would develop and assign buffer widths each stream crossing identified in
the annual plan.

e The USFS is responsible for hazard tree removal from recreation sites. Colleen

McShane (EDAW) needs to check on brush removal responsibilities for
PacifiCorp maintained recreation roads.
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Next Meetings and Individuals Involved

The next meeting for the VMP is scheduled for Monday, January 13, 12:30 to 4:30 p.m.
at PacifiCorp’s Green District Office in Roseburg.

Summary of Action Items

Action items from the meeting are summarized below:

¢ Clint Emerson and Pam Sichting will figure out how to deal with the issue of 20
percent green tree retention under the transmission line.

e PacifiCorp and Vestra will revise the project area maps with constraints. These
maps will be available for review at the January meeting.

e Christina Lilienthal (USFS) will check to determine if there are any visual
resource objectives that might apply to the transmission line in areas where it can

be seen from the Wild and Scenic River section of the North Umpqua River.

e Colleen McShane will incorporate comments from the December meeting and
revise Chapters 1, 2, and 3 of the VMP by December 20 (attached).

e Colleen McShane will complete Chapter 4 of the VMP by January 6, 2003.
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MEETING NOTES

TO: Jeff Bohler and Clint Emerson (USDA-FS, Diamond Lake
RD); Carl Corey (USDA-FS, Region 6);
Pam Sichting, Richard Helliwell, Christine Lilienthal, and
John Sloan (USDA-FS, Umpgua National Forest);
Jeanne Standley (BLM, Roseburg);
Jay Neil, Randall Miller, Jim Wazlow, and Mark Stenberg
(PacifiCorp), and
Colleen McShane, (EDAW);

FROM: Diane Robb-Barr, PacifiCorp Environmental Coordinator
DATE: April 28, 2003
RE: March 11, 2003 Meeting Notes

North Umpqgua Hydroelectric Project: Vegetation
Management Plan (VMP) - Meeting #7

The meeting discussion followed the agenda, which included the following topics:

Introductions / review of agenda items / updates;
Review notes from the meeting on December 5, 2002;
Review a preliminary draft of chapters 4 of the VMP;
Action items and coordination for the next meeting

Eight people attended the 1/2-day meeting, including: Jeff Bohler and Clint Emerson
(USDA-FS, Diamond Lake RD); Pam Sichting (USDA-FS, Umpqua National Forest);
Colleen McShane, (EDAW); and Mark Stenberg, Diane Robb-Barr and Jay Neil,
(PacifiCorp). One of PacifiCorp’s contractors for vegetation clearance along the
transmission lint also attended the meeting.

Introductions / Review of Agenda ltems / Updates

Colleen McShane (EDAW) opened the meeting and provided a review of the agenda. She
explained that the main purpose of the meeting was to review the preliminary draft of
chapter 4 of the VMP. Mark Stenberg, PacifiCorp, joined the group for the first time. He
will be working with Diane Barr on implementation of the Settlement Agreement and will
be involved in the VMP process from now until completion.
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Review of 12/5/02 Meeting Notes

The group approved the notes from the meeting on December 5, 2002 with no revisions.

Preliminary Draft VMP Review

The group reviewed the preliminary draft of the VMP prepared by Colleen McShane and
dated January 7, 2003. Very little time was spent on chapters 1-3 since there were only a
few changes in these sections since the previous meeting. There was, however, some
discussion related to Chapter 3 on the issue of leaving 20 percent reproductive trees in the
ROW. This requirement is included in the USDA-FS’s Biological Evaluation (BE) for the
Biological Opinion (BioOp) covering vegetation management activities along the
transmission line for activities for the period from 2002-2010 (letter from R. Harris, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service [USFWS], Roseburg Field Office, July 25, 2002). PacifiCorp
was concerned that leaving 20 percent reproductive trees in the ROW would result
inconsiderably more effort to maintain the transmission line, and would prefer to
encourage the growth of tall shrubs to minimize under clearance. USDA-FS members in
the VMP group managed to resolve this issue and the 20 percent reproduction requirement
will not be included in the VMP or the BE for the Settlement Agreement BioOp (letter
from C. Tuss, Field Supervisor, USFWS, Roseburg Field Office, December 13, 2002).

e Suggestions, revisions, and additions to chapter 4, which deals with the noxious
weed prevention and control , are summarized below:

e Pam Sichting (USDA-FS) suggested that some of the detail on priority weed
species should be removed or moved to an appendix.

e Clint Emerson (USDA-FS) added 4 more priority weed species to the list and
suggested several other changes to the table that lists noxious weed species known
or potentially occurring in the project area.

e Clint Emerson (USDA-FS) added several USDA-FS regulations and policies
covering noxious weed prevention and control to Section 4.1.1. He also
mentioned a regional weed EIS and a UNF EA are currently in preparation. These
documents may change how the USDA-FS controls weeds; the EA will cover only
a few specific know populations in the UNF and may not be applicable to treating
weeds in the project area.

e Jay Neil (PacifiCorp) recommended moving all discussion relating to revegetation
to the Chapter 5.

e Several group members had suggested changes to the tables in the section.
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Next Meetings and Individuals Involved

The next meeting for the VMP is scheduled for Tuesday, March 11, 2003 at PacifiCorp’s
Green District Office in Roseburg.

Summary of Action Items

Action items from the meeting are summarized below:

e PacifiCorp and Vestra will revise the project area maps with constraints. These
maps will be available for review at the April meeting.

e Christina Lilienthal (USDA-FS) will check to determine if there are any visual
resource objectives that might apply to the transmission line in areas where it can
be seen from the Wild and Scenic River section of the North Umpqua River.

e Colleen McShane will incorporate comments from the February meeting and
revise Chapters 1, 2, 3, and 4 of the VMP by March 6 (attached).

e Colleen McShane will complete Chapter 5 of the VMP by March 6, 2003
(attached).
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MEETING NOTES

TO: Jeff Bohler and Clint Emerson (USDA-FS, Diamond Lake
RD); Carl Corey (USDA-FS, Region 6);
Pam Sichting, Richard Helliwell, Christine Lilienthal, and
John Sloan (USDA-FS, Umpgua National Forest);
Jeanne Standley (BLM, Roseburg);
Jay Neil, Randall Miller, Diane Robb-Barr, and Mark
Stenberg (PacifiCorp)

FROM: Colleen McShane, (EDAW)
DATE: April 28, 2003
RE: March 11, 2003 Meeting Notes

North Umpqua Hydroelectric Project: Vegetation
Management Plan (VMP) - Meeting #7

The meeting discussion followed the agenda, which included the following topics:

Introductions / review of agenda items / updates;
Review notes from the meeting on February 14, 2002;
Review a preliminary draft of chapter 5 of the VMP;
Action items and coordination for the next meeting

Eight people attended the 1/2-day meeting, including: Jeff Bohler and Clint Emerson
(USDA-FS, Diamond Lake RD); Pam Sichting (USDA-FS, Umpqua National Forest);
Jeanne Standley, BLM; Colleen McShane, (EDAW); and Mark Stenberg, and Jay Neil,
(PacifiCorp). One of PacifiCorp’s contractors for vegetation clearance along the
transmission lint also attended the meeting.

Introductions / Review of Agenda Items / Updates

Colleen McShane (EDAW) opened the meeting and provided a review of the agenda. She
explained that the main purpose of the meeting was to review the preliminary draft of
Chapter 5 of the VMP.

Review of 2/14/03 Meeting Notes

The group approved the notes from the meeting on February 14, 2003 with no revisions.
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Preliminary Draft VMP Review

The group reviewed the preliminary draft of the VMP prepared by Colleen McShane and
dated March 4, 2003. Very little time was spent on chapters 1-3 because there were only a
few changes in these sections since the previous meeting. There was, however, some
discussion related to Chapter 3 on the issue of leaving 20 percent reproductive trees in the
ROW. This requirement is included in the USDA-FS’s Biological Evaluation (BE) for the
Biological Opinion (BioOp) covering vegetation management activities along the
transmission line for activities for the period from 2002-2010 (letter from R. Harris, U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service [USFWS], Roseburg Field Office, July 25, 2002). The USFS
has received clarification that it is not necessary to meet the 20 percent reproduction
requirement in the transmission line ROW.

Jeanne Standley, BLM, provided here comments on chapter 4 (weeds). She thought that
the level of detail in a few places may prove to be too constraining to PacifiCorp
operations. Jeanne gave her marked up copy of the VMP to Colleen McShane so that her
more specific comments could be incorporated into the document. It was also agreed to
move all of the species information into an appendix.

The group provided comments on Chapter 5 for the next version of the document. In
general, most of the comments on this section were suggestions on wording and the
different treatments for large (>0.25 acres) and small (<0.25 acre) sites. There was an
attempt to develop some standard procedures for small sites to reduce the amount of
consultation and coordination needed.

Next Meetings and Individuals Involved

The next meeting for the VMP is scheduled for Thursday, May1, 2003 at PacifiCorp’s
Green District Office in Roseburg.

Summary of Action Items

Action items from the meeting are summarized below:

e PacifiCorp and Vestra will revise the project area maps with constraints. These
maps will be available for review at a future meeting.

e Christina Lilienthal (USDA-FS) will check to determine if there are any visual
resource objectives that might apply to the transmission line in areas where it can
be seen from the Wild and Scenic River section of the North Umpqua River.

e Colleen McShane will incorporate comments from the March meeting and revise
all chapters of the VMP by mid-April .
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e The group will review the entire VMP prior to the next meeting, and will be will
prepared to present final comments on the document. After this meeting, the VMP
will go to the larger agency and PacifiCorp group for review.
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MEETING NOTES

TO: Jeff Bohler and Clint Emerson (USDA-FS, Diamond Lake
RD); Carl Corey (USDA-FS, Region 6);
Pam Sichting, Richard Helliwell, Christine Lilienthal, and
John Sloan (USDA-FS, Umpqua National Forest);
Jeanne Standley (BLM, Roseburg);
Jay Neil, Randall Miller, Diane Robb-Barr, and Mark

Stenberg (PacifiCorp)
FROM: Colleen McShane, (EDAW)
DATE: May 2, 2003
RE: May 1, 2003 Meeting Notes

North Umpqua Hydroelectric Project: Vegetation
Management Plan (VMP) - Meeting #8

The meeting discussion followed the agenda, which included the following topics:

Introductions / review of agenda items / updates;
Review notes from the meeting on March 11, 2002;
A final group review of the entire VMP;

Action items and coordination for the next meeting

Seven people attended the 1/2-day meeting, including: Jeff Bohler and Clint Emerson
(USDA-FS, Diamond Lake RD); Pam Sichting and Richard Helliwell (USDA-FS,
Umpqua National Forest); Colleen McShane, (EDAW); and Mark Stenberg, and Jay Neil,
(PacifiCorp).

Introductions / Review of Agenda lItems / Updates

Colleen McShane (EDAW) opened the meeting and provided a review of the agenda. She
explained that the main purpose of the meeting was to review the entire draft of the VMP
one last time before it was sent to the next level of review.

Review of 3/11/03 Meeting Notes

The group approved the notes from the meeting on March 11, 2003 with no revisions.

P\: 2E002.48\VegMgmt\Meetings\May 1 mtg notes.doc 1



Draft VMP Review

The group reviewed the draft of the VMP prepared by Colleen McShane and dated April
7,2003. The more substantive comments are summarized below:

e Pam Sichting (USDA-FS) noted that the document needs a table of contents, list of
acronyms and abbreviations, title page, and signature page.

e The group agreed that the USDA-FS and BLM native plant policies should be
included as appendices or exhibits. Thus, there will be 3 exhibits or appendices to
the document: (1) the list of native shrubs and tree heights; (2) information on the
9 priority weed species; and (3) native plant policies.

e Richard Helliwell (USDA-FS) mentioned that the Draft EA for the Integrated
Noxious Weed Management Plan for the Umpqua National Forest is nearly
complete and that the VMP will need to be consistent with the EA. He said that
picloram may be used on spotted and diffuse knapweeds in a few select locations,
none of which are within the project boundary. The EA also identifies several
other locations that could be treated with picloram if either of the two knapweeds
establish. Several of these sites may be near the project boundary. There may be a
few additional sites near the project that are covered under the regional noxious
weed EIS. This is EIS is in preparation, with an unknown completion date.

e Clint Emerson (USDA-FS) suggested cross-referencing the VMP objectives
presented in Chapter 1 with the sections in which they are covered. As part of the
review process the group decided to make sure that the objectives were addressed
in each section.

e Pam Sichting (USDA-FS) noted that the BO for project operations mentions that
avoiding disturbance in white-tailed deer fawning areas. USDA-FS lands and
most of the project are outside the range of the white-tailed deer, but some of the
BLM lands along the western portion of the transmission line ROW may include
some fawning areas. This issue will need further investigation to resolve.

e Jay Neil (PacifiCorp) mentioned that the VMP should cover the 6-10 substations
that are part of the project. These facilities produce sparks that can cause fires if
the surrounding vegetation is not eliminated. Vegetation within the fenced area
around each substations is treated according to an agreement with the USDA-FS.
It is possible that herbicides are used.

e Mark Stenberg (PacifiCorp) brought up the issue of maps and explained that he
thought that it might be best to have one set of constraint maps that would be
applicable to all the management plans. These maps would be bound separately
and updated as needed.
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After some discussion, it was decided that the maps for the VMP would in a
separate volume and would include the following data:

1) Locations of known noxious weed populations;

2) Riparian reserves

3) Areas along the transmission line ROW that represent joint opportunities for
wildlife habitat enhancement; and

4) Sites along the transmission line ROW with aesthetic concerns.

Richard Helliwell (USDA-FS) cautioned against a standard treatment of all “small
sites” (<0.25 acres). He thought that a standard process might be applicable to
small sites disturbed by maintenance, but that other small areas, such as those
affected by erosion, weed control activities, or 1-time construction projects, should
be reviewed on a case-by-case basis to determine the vegetation the best suits the
site.

EDAW will complete a draft of the VMP for distribution to the USDA-FS, BLM,
and PacifiCorp by June 19. These entities will then have 30 days to review and
comment on the document.

Next Meetings and Individuals Involved

The next meeting for the VMP is scheduled for Thursday, July 24, 2003 at PacifiCorp’s
Green District Office in Roseburg. This meeting will be at the close of the 30-day
comment period for the larger group of reviewers from the USDA-FS, BLM, and
PacifiCorp. The VMP group will review the comments received and decide how to revise
the document.

Summary of Action Items

Action items from the meeting are summarized below:

Mark Stenberg (PacifiCorp) will work with Vestra to produce the constraint maps
and the maps for VMP. Mark will try to the maps ready by early June. The maps
will be volume 2 of the VMP.

Clint Emerson (USDA-FS) will get shape files on locations of sensitive plants and
weeds for the North Umpqua District to Vestra for the maps.

Richard Helliwell (USDA-FS) will review the VMP by May 19 to ensure
consistency with the Draft EA for the Integrated Noxious Weed Management Plan
for the Umpqua National Forest. He will also review the 2 tables in the noxious
weed section and provide any comments to Colleen McShane.

Jay Neil (PacifiCorp) will check into the procedures now being used by PacifiCorp
to keep substations clear of vegetation.
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e Colleen McShane (EDAW) will check with Diane Barr about the status of the
washing station being constructed for the project.

e Colleen McShane (EDAW) will check with the USFWS on the locations of any
white-tailed deer fawning areas along the transmission line ROW on federal lands.

e (Colleen McShane will incorporate comments from the May meeting and revise all
chapters of the VMP by mid-June.
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MEETING NOTES

TO: Jeff Bohler and Clint Emerson (USDA-FS, Diamond Lake
RD); Carl Corey (USDA-FS, Region 6);
Pam Sichting, Richard Helliwell, Christine Lilienthal, and
John Sloan (USDA-FS, Umpgua National Forest);
Jeanne Standley (BLM, Roseburg);
Jay Neil, Randall Miller, Diane Robb-Barr, and Mark
Stenberg (PacifiCorp)

FROM: Colleen McShane, (EDAW)
DATE: July 28, 2003
RE: July 24, 2003 Conference Call Notes

North Umpqua Hydroelectric Project: Vegetation
Management Plan (VMP) - Meeting #10

Members of the VMP development group for the North Umpqua Project participated in a
conference call on Thursday, July 24, 2003. The primary purpose of the conference call
was to review the USDA-FS comments on the 80% Draft VMP, which was dated June 19,
2003. Seven people participated in the 3-hour call, including: Jeff Bohler and Clint
Emerson (USDA-FS, Diamond Lake RD); Pam Sichting and Richard Helliwell (USDA-
FS, Umpqua National Forest); Colleen McShane, (EDAW); and Mark Stenberg and Jay
Neil, (PacifiCorp).

Introductions / Review of Agenda ltems / Updates

Colleen McShane (EDAW) opened the conference call and provided an overview of the
agenda. She explained that the main purpose of the meeting was to review the USDA-FS
comments on the 80% draft of the VMP and resolve any outstanding issues before it goes
out as a 100% draft for signature. Pam Sichting (USDA-FS) noted that several key
USDA-FS staff (John Sloan and Jake O’Dowd) had not yet reviewed the VMP.

80% Draft VMP Review

The group reviewed the draft of the VMP prepared by Colleen McShane and dated June
20, 2003. Mark Stenberg (PacifiCorp) reminded the group that the maps for the were in
progress but would not be complete until the noxious weed surveys were done. An
EDAW botanist is conduction the noxious weed surveys, and should be finished in
August. These data will be entered into the project GIS and added to the VMP maps.
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A number of issues relating to consistency of the VMP with the other plans and cross-
referencing between plans were discussed, particularly in chapters 1 and 2. Pam Sichting
suggested using the RRMP (Recreation Resource Management Plan) and AMP
(Aesthetics Management Plan) as references for boilerplate changes. The more
substantive comments on the VMP are summarized below:

Aquatic Nuisance Species - Richard Helliwell (USDA-FS) noted that the current
VMP does not cover prevention and control of nuisance aquatic species, although
there are several aquatic weed species listed in Table 4.1-1. Mark Stenberg
(PacifiCorp) said that the Settlement Agreement (SA) does not mention aquatic
nuisance species in project impoundments. He said that he thought that aquatic
nuisance species would have been included in the SA if the settlement group
agreed that there were concerns relating to these species in the project area that
needed to be addressed during the next license. Richard agreed that there are
probably not any specific problems with aquatic nuisance species in project
impoundments at this time. Preliminary surveys conducted to document aquatic
plants were conducted in a few project impoundments by Dr. Scott Sundberg about
10 years ago. One aquatic species of relatively minor concern (curled
pondweed=Potamogeton crispus) was found, but the surveys were not
comprehensive and are now somewhat dated. Richard’s main concern was to
make sure that there is a mechanism to identify the presence of aquatic nuisance
species in project impoundments before they become problematic for recreation,
water quality, or project operations. Mark said that he would check into the issue.

Shoreline Vegetation — Pam Sichting (USDA-FS) mentioned that the USDA-FS
reviewers were concerned that the VMP did not address revegetation of shoreline
erosion areas. However, the Erosion Plan states that revegetation of these areas is
covered in the VMP. The primary plan dealing with this issue needs to be
identified. Mark Stenberg and Pam will review the SA to determine where
shoreline revegetation methods would be best addressed. Mark Stenberg brought
up that SA Section 9.4, revegetation and erosion control of reservoir banks was not
addressed in either the ECP or the VMP and would need to be included in one of
the plans.

Plan Updates — Pam Sichting and Richard Helliwell (USDA-FS) noted that there
needs to be some discussion of how the VMP will be periodically updated. This
process is outlined in the RRMP and includes 6 year updates that involve
reprinting the plan. The group agreed that chapter 2 of the VMP should include a
bulleted list of changes/issues that would trigger an update. This list would be
reviewed every year at the annual VMP meeting. In years that the VMP is not
scheduled to be reprinted, there would be an insert page at the front of the
document that would list revisions by page and paragraph replacements. The maps
and the list of noxious weed species would probably be updated annually.

Cross-referencing — Pam Sichting (USDA-FS) suggested adding a table to section
2.5 that lists primary plan and funding responsibilities covering project-related
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activities associated with operations and maintenance. This is consistent with the
other management plans.

Distribution Lines — Pam Sichting (USDA-FS) noted that the VMP does not
address vegetation management along distribution lines within the FERC
boundary. Jay Neil (PacifiCorp) said that the same vegetation management
practices are used along distribution lines and transmission lines. He thought that
the terminology in the VMP could be simply changed from “transmission lines” to
“transmission/distribution lines”. Jay will write a couple of sentences on
distribution lines to be included in the introductory sections of chapter 3.

Jay also mentioned that PacifiCorp is in the process of preparing a Memorandum
of Agreement with the USDA-FS relating to vegetation management in
transmission/distribution line corridors on all National Forest lands. The signing
of this MOA could be one of the triggers for reviewing and updating the VMP.

Herbicides — Richard Helliwell (USDA-FS) mentioned that the Umpgua National
Forest Integrated Noxious Weed Management Project EA (2003) was complete
and had been signed. Richard also recommended that Table 4.4.-1 include a note
that the chemical treatments included in the table are those that are currently in
common use on BLM lands and that there are others that may be available for use
on National Forest lands in the future. Jay Neil (PacifiCorp) asked that trichlopyr
be added to the table since it is one that PacifiCorp often uses to control weeds on
their lands.

Summary of Action Items

Action items from the meeting are summarized below:
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Mark Stenberg (PacifiCorp) and Pam Sichting (USDA-FS) will review the SA and
determine how to best deal with aquatic nuisance species.

Mark Stenberg (PacifiCorp) and Pam Sichting (USDA-FS) will review the SA and
the Erosion Control Plan to determine which plan should address the feasibility of
revegetation of shoreline erosion areas. If it is determined that the VMP will
address shoreline revegetation

The entire group will add activities to Table 2.5-1 and provide the additions to
Colleen McShane (EDAW) by Thursday, August 7.

Jay Neil (PacifiCorp) will write several sentences on distribution lines for the
introductory section of chapter 3 and send these onto Colleen McShane (EDAW)
for inclusion in the VMP.

Jay Neil will check on the status of the vegetation maintenance MOA.



e Pam Sichting (USDA-FS) will check on additional review input from the USDA-
FS (i.e. John Sloan and Jake O’Dowd). Mark Stenberg and Jay Neil (PacifiCorp)
will do likewise for PacifiCorp. Colleen McShane (EDAW) will check on the
status of BLM review.

e Colleen McShane (EDAW) will begin revising the VMP to reflect the editorial and
boiler plate changes.

e Mark Stenberg will get copies of the AMP and TMP to Jay Neil.
Next Steps

The date for a new version of the VMP will be set once the USDA-FS and PacifiCorp
have decided how to address the issues of aquatic nuisance species and shoreline
revegetation. Pam Sichting (USDA-FS) and Mark Stenberg will coordinate with Colleen
McShane on setting a distribution date for the 100% version of the VMP. It may be
necessary for the VMP development group to meet prior to completion of the next version
of the document (late August or September, 2003).
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Exhibit B

Framework for Rolling 5-Year Vegetation
Management Action Plan



Exhibit F

USDA-FS Umpqua National Forest
Criteria for Treatment of New Sites



Exhibit G

Plan Maps

(bound separately)
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