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1. Name of proposed project, if applicable:
North Fork Calawah Mass Wasting Reanalysis, a nonp
2. Name of applicant:

Rayonier Washington Timber Company

3. Address and phone number of applicant and ¢t
116 Quillayute Road, Forks, WA 98331

Julie Dieu (360) 374-7210

4. Date checklist prepared:

January 23, 2017

5. Agency requesting checklist:

Washington Department of Natural Resources (WADI

ect.

act person:

6. Proposed timing or schedule (including phasing, if applicable):

Immediately following approval.

7. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, or further activity related to or

connected with this proposal? If yes, explain.

Future activities likely to take place pursuant to this |
forest road construction and timber harvest. Implem:
private and State land within the North Fork Calawakh
activities are carried out under the prescriptions and
to other applicable watershed analysis prescriptions

)osal are normal forest p ices includii

ition of this proposal wil  uire that, on
itershed Administrative Unit (WAU), such
aniques called for in this proposal, in addition
| Washington Forest Practices Rules.

8. List any environmental information you know about that has been prepared, or will be

prepared, directh related to this proposal.

Module K ;s Wasting P
Prescriptions (CMR and Rx) Repo
Calawah Watershed Analysis.

9. Do you know whether applications are pendin;
directly affecting the property covered by your propos.

No
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ir governmental approvals of other proposals
If yes, explain.
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b. Are there any off-site sources of emissions or« i that may affect your proposal? If so,
generally describe.

No.

c. Proposed measures to reduce or control emissions or other impacts to air, if any:

None.

3. Water

a. Surface Water:

1) Is there any surface water body on orin thein 2diate vicinity of the site {including year-round

and seasonal streams, saltwater, lakes, ponds, wetlani  ? If yes, describe type and provide names. If
appropriate, state what stream or river it flows into.

The North Fork Calawah River and its tributaries are ¢ this site. The North Fork confluences with the
South Fork and becomes the Calawah River, which is within the Quillayute River Watershed.

2) Will the project require any work over, in, o1 icent to {within 200 feet) the described waters?
If yes, please describe and attach available plans.

The North Fork Calawah Watershed Reanalysis is an assessment of mass wast ! risks and a set of
prescriptions designed to prevent and avoid landslides triggered by forest practices activities. These
prescriptions are intended to protect water quality ai  1quatic habitat in ways additional to other
applicable watershed analysis prescriptions and Was|  ton Forest Practi  Ru  The origil
watershed analysis contains detailed assessments of potential water quality impacts of future
forest practices and this proposal provides updated prescriptions designed to prevent and avoid
landslides under which future activities in the Nortt k Calawah WAU will be conducted. Future
forest practice activities will require work over, in a ithin 200-feet of water. Washington Forest
Practices Rules that address other environmental issues remain in effect including: Type Np/Ns
equipment limitation zones, Type Np riparian buffers and Type F fish-bearing riparian buffers.

3) Estimate the amount of fill and dredge material that would be placed in or removed from
surface water or wetlands and indicate the area of the site that would be affected. Indicate the source
of fill material.

None.

4) Will the proposal require surface water withdr  als or diversions? Give general description,
purpose, and approximate quantities if known.

No.
5) Does the proposal lie within a 100-year floodpl. 1? If so, note location on the site plan.

The North Fork Calawah Watershed Reanalysis is ana :ssment of mass wasting risks 1d a set of
prescriptions designed to prevent and avoid landslides triggered by forest practices activities. These
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1) What types of noise exist in the area which may affect your project (for example: t fic,

equipment, operation, other)?
None.

2) What types and levels of noise would be creat
term or a long-term basis {for example: traffic, constru
noise would come from the site.

by or associated with the project on a short-
on, operation, other)? indicate what hours

Future activities will create only those noise levels as iated with normal forest practic.  activities.
These may include logging and road construction equ  nent operation.

3) Proposed measures to reduce or control noise  pacts, if any:

None.

8. Land and shoreline use

a. What is the current use of the site and adjacent properties? Will the proposal affect current land
uses on nearby or adjacent properties? If so, describe.

The entire WAU is under forest management by Rayonier Washington Timber Company 1d other

private timber companies, Olympic National Forest (i
owned 29.8 acre home site and ranch.

b. Has the project site been used as working farr
How much agricultural or forest land of long-term con
uses as a result of the proposal, if any? If resource lan:
farmland or forest land tax status will be converted to

'S), and WADNR. There is only one family-

1ds or working forest lands? If so, describe.
arcial significance will be converted to other
ave not been designated, how many acres in
1farm or nonforest use?

Yes. None. None.
1) Will the proposal affect or be affected by surrc  1ding working farm or forest land no il
business operations, such as oversize equipment access, the application of pesticides, tilli d

harvesting? If so, how:
No.

c. Describe any structures on the site.

Bridges belonging to Rayonier Washington Timber Company and the USFS exist within the watershed.
House and barns belong to the owners of the 29.8 acre ranch.

d. Will any structures be demolished? If so, what?
No.
e. What is the current zoning classification of the site?

Commercial Forestland where the prescriptions apply.
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10. Aesthetics

a. What is the tallest height of any proposed stru ire(s), not including antennas; what is the
principal exterior building material(s) proposed?

N/A

b. What views in the immediate vicinity would be tered or obstructed?
None.

C. Proposed measures to reduce or control aesthetic impacts, if any:
None.

11. Light and glare

a. What type of light or glare will the proposal pri  1ce? What time of day would it mainly occur?
None.

b. Could light or glare from the finished project be a safety hazard or interfere with views?
No.

C. What existing off-site sources of light or glare may affect your proposal?

None.

d. Proposed measures to reduce or control light and glare impacts, if any:

N/A

12. Recreation

a. What designated and informal recreational op; “tunities are in the immediate vicinity?
Hunting, fishing, hiking, camping and associated wil iess activities.

b. Would the proposed project displace any existing recreational uses? If so, describe.

No.

C. Proposed measures to reduce or control impacts on recreation, including recreation

opportunities to be provided by the project or applicar if any:

None.
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13. Historic and cultural preservation

a. Are there any buildings, structures, or sites, lo  ed on or near the site that are over 45 years
old listed in or eligible for listing in national, state, or I | preservation registers located on or near the
site? If so, specifically describe.

No.

b. Are there any landmarks, features, or other ev  'nce of Indian or historic use or occupation?
This may include human burials or old cemeteries. Are  zre any material evidence, artifacts, or areas of
cultural importance on or near the site? Please list any  ofessional studies conducted at the site to
identify such resources.

The North Fork Calawah WAU was not heavily traversed or utilized by aboriginal people in traditional
times. This has to do primarily with the difficulty of access by canoe. Although the WAU was not used
commonly, it was naturally turned to in uncommon 3s (like periods of famine or when game was
simply difficult to find). Because of its seclusion, thi atershed figures prominently in spiritual
beliefs and mythic narrative, but sites of physical ar ology are unknown and unlikely (Module I-
Cultural Resources Assessment).

C. Describe the methods used to assess the pote it impacts to cultural and historic resources on
or near the project site. Examples include consultation th tribes and the department of archeology
and historic preservation, archaeological surveys, historic maps, GIS data, etc.

Module I- Cultural Resources Assessment was comple | in the original watershed analysis. An
anthropology professor, Dr. Jay Powell, University of British Columbia, presented his results from
years of working with the Quileute Tribe.

d. Proposed measures to avoid, minimize, or con 'nsate for loss, changes to, and disturbance to
resources. Please include plans for the above and any permits that may be required.

All future proposals will be screened in the Forest Pra ces Risk Asses:  :nt Mapping System for
known conflicts with Cultural or Archeological Resour s.

14. Transportation

a. Identify public streets and highways serving the site or affected geographic area and describe
proposed access to the existing street system. Show on site plans, if any.

The watershed can be accessed via Hwy 101, Mary Cl.  County Road, Cooper Ranch County Road,
USFS roads and private and State logging roads.

b. Is the site or affected geographic area currently served by public transit? If so, generally
describe. If not, what is the approximate distance to tt  nearest transit stop?

No.
C. How many additional parking spaces would t ympleted project or non-project proposal
have? How many would the project or proposal elimi ?
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N/A

d. Will the proposal require any new or improvements to existing roads, streets, pedestrian,
bicycle or state transportation facilities, not including driveways? If so, generally describe (indicate
whether public or private).

Private and State logging roads will be constructed for access to logging a is. These roads will be
proposed in future FPAs.

e. Will the project or proposal use (or occur in the immediate vicinity of) water, rail, or air
transportation? If so, generally describe.

No.

f. How many vehicular trips per day would be gei ated by the completed project or proposal? If
known, indicate when peak volumes would occur and what percentage of the volume would be trucks
(such as commercial and nonpassenger vehicles). Whai ata or transportation models were used to
make these estimates?

The North Fork Calawah Watershed Reanalysis is an assessment of mass wasting risks and a set of
prescriptions designed to prevent and avoid landslic riggered by forest practices activities. Tl
prescriptions are intended to protect water quality iquatic habitat in ways additional to other
applicable watershed analysis prescriptions and Wa zton Forest Practices Rules. Transportation
volumes will be typical of those associated with nor forest management operations 1d normal
wilderness recreational activities.

g. Will the proposal interfere with, affect or be al  :ted by the movement of agricultural and
forest products on roads or streets in the area? If so, g :rally describe.

No. The prescriptions proposed in this non-project SEl  will become applicable rules to prevent or
avoid landslides triggered by forest practice activities luding road construction. They regulate the
locations and methods of road construction within the watershed.

h. Proposed measures to reduce or control transportation impacts, if any:

None.

15. Public services

a. Would the project result in an increased need public services (for example: fire protection,
police protection, public transit, health care, schools, ¢ 2r)? If so, generally describe.

No.
b. Proposed measures to reduce or control direct impacts on public services, if any.

None.
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16. Utilities

a. Circle utilities currently available at the site:

electricity, natural gas, water, refuse service, telephone, sanitary sewer, septic system, other
None.

b. Describe the utilities that are proposed for the  oject, the utility providing the service, and tl
general construction activities on the site or in the imr  liate vicinity which might be needed.

None.
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C. SIGNATURE

The above answers are true and complete to the best  my knowledge. | understand that the lead
agency is relying on them to make its decision.

Signature: _
Name of signee: '-'"~ "=+

Position and Agency/Organization: Geomorphologis

Date Submitted: January 23, 2017
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7. How would the proposal be likely to use of affect environmentally sensitive areas or areas
designed (or eligible or under study) for governmental otection: such as parks, wilderness, wild and
scenic rivers, threatened or engendered species habitat, historic or cultural sites, wetlands, floodplains,
or prime farmlands?

The North Fork Calawah Watershed Reanalysis is an assessment of mass wasting risks and a set of
prescriptions designed to prevent and avoid landslides triggered by forest practices activities.

These prescriptions are intended to protect water qu:  y and aquatic habitat in ways additional to
other applicable watershed analysis prescriptions anc  /ashington Forest Practices Rules. Future
operations on State and private land pursuant to this  oposal are subject to State and federal laws
regarding wetlands, threatened or endangered species habitat, historic or cultural sites, and
floodplains. No parks, wild and scenic rivers, or prime rmlands exist within the proposal. ..ie federal
government may propose changes to land-use of the federal land within the North Fork Calawah WAU
- this proposal is not expected to have negative impact on federal timber management policy.

8. Proposed measures to protect such resources or to avoid or reduce impacts are:
None.
9. How would the proposal be likely to affect land and shoreline use, including whetl it would

allow or encourage land or shoreline used incompatible with existing plans?

The proposal is unlikely to affect land and shorelinev - the land subject to the proposal is and is
likely to remain industrial forest land used for timbe:r  >duction.

10. Proposed measures to avoid or reduce shorelii  and land use impacts are:

None.

11. How would the proposal be likely to increase « nands on transportation or public services and
utilities?

Activities likely to result from this proposal are note; :cted to increase demand on transportation or
public service or utilities.

12. Proposed measures to reduce or respond to such demand(s) are:
None.
13. Identify, if possible, whether the proposal may conflict with local, state or federal laws or

requirements for the protection of the environment.

No conflicts are anticipated.
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