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Introduction:  This set of procedures provides assistance and direction to project personnel with responsibilities for completing the archaeology component of environmental impact analyses required by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) during the planning, review, and implementation of Prop-40 funded CDF projects. Such CDF personnel include Staff Archaeologists, Contract Archaeologists, Prop-40 Unit Foresters, Forestry Assistance Specialists, VMP Coordinators, and Prop-40 personnel at Region and Sacramento Headquarters. This information may also be useful to Prop-40 Project Applicants and Consulting RPFs, and we encourage the CDF Units to distribute this document to those non-CDF personnel as well.

CDF has developed a comprehensive set of procedures for completing archaeological reviews of any type of CDF project with the exception of Timber Harvesting Plans (THPs). Procedures for THPs were excluded because the archaeology requirements for those projects are specified in California’s Forest Practice Rules and CDF’s role is different.  Those procedures, found in Archaeological Review Procedures for CDF Projects (Foster 2003), are still current and valid and provide guidance for the archaeology component of Prop-40 projects. The purpose of the present document is to supplement those procedures in order to take the unique circumstances associated with the Prop-40 program into account.

One example of the uniqueness of the Prop-40 program – a uniqueness which creates archaeology issues – is the fact that in some instances CDF may not be acting as Lead Agency for CEQA compliance. CDF’s archaeological review procedures work quite well for typical CDF projects such as a California Forest Improvement Program (CFIP) or Vegetation Management Program (VMP) project. Those projects are typically covered by one of the Department’s certified Programmatic EIRs.  Although Programmatic Environmental Impact Reports (EIRs) discuss the broad aspects of environmental impacts, specific project impacts and mitigations are developed through the Environmental Checklist process that includes a structured component for archaeological resources. That structure involves the actions of Unit Foresters, sometimes assisted by a consulting Registered Professional Forester (RPF) and/or VMP Coordinator, working in close consultation with a CDF Archaeologist who completes, assists, or oversees the archaeological survey work and impact analysis. Almost all Unit Foresters, VMP Coordinators, and consulting RPFs have completed CDF’s Certified Archaeological Training Course and provide valuable assistance to the CDF Archaeologist in completing this work.  This process has been in place long enough that close working relationships have been developed resulting in a well-coordinated and highly efficient archaeological review process, leading to the timely completion of archaeological clearance for the project and adequate protection for cultural resources.

Prop-40 Community Assistance Grants currently have no such structure. CEQA compliance must be obtained but this can be done in a variety of different ways.  The most common method of compliance will be through the filing of a Categorical Exemption (or on occasion, a Negative Declaration or EIR).  Although a project proponent may envision the use of a Categorical Exemption, however, CDF may require archaeological survey work or other actions to support the finding of no reasonable potential for significant impact to archaeological resources.  Categorical Exemptions are appropriate for many Prop-40 projects where the project fits the exemption description and project impacts do not exist or can be avoided.  The determination as to whether project impacts to archaeological resources, or other resources, exist is critical in the decision to prepare an exemption or negative declaration.

Lead Agency Status:  All Prop-40 projects will come in as one of three types: CFIP, VMP, or Community Assistance Grant. The CDF Archaeologist will need to determine what public agency is Lead Agency under CEQA, who will be responsible for completing the CEQA documentation, and whether or not the project falls within the scope of a Programmatic EIR. One of the roles of the CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist is to provide assistance and support to those responsible for CEQA compliance work, by providing professional advice and guidance regarding the best path to achieve archaeological clearance.  Their role is also to ensure that cultural resources are protected and the administrative record supports a finding that the Department has achieved compliance with CEQA and any other applicable mandates.

CDF is the Lead Agency for all CFIP and most VMP projects.  CDF will also be Lead Agency for those Community Assistance grants where the grant applicant is not a public agency (such as a Fire Safe Council). When a Community Assistance Grant applicant is a public agency (see definition in 14 CCR § 15379), the applicant is the Lead Agency and CDF would serve as a Responsible Agency.  The Lead Agency is responsible for considering the environmental effects involved in the project as a whole, whereas the Responsible Agency only considers the effects or activities or project phases which it is required by law to carry out or approve.  CDF will play a key role in ensuring CEQA compliance even in those instances when the Applicant is Lead Agency.  CDF will maintain an administrative record and shall ensure that a CEQA document has been filed and that adequate supporting information and documentation is also made part of the project record. 

In those instances where CDF is the Lead Agency, the CDF Archaeologist has a more direct role in giving expert advice and recommendations concerning CEQA compliance. For those Prop-40 projects (such as certain Community Assistance Grants) where the project applicant is the Lead Agency, the CDF Archaeologist has considerably less authority. A Lead Agency other than CDF could choose to disregard advice and recommendations made by a CDF Archaeologist to conduct an archaeological survey or to conduct additional archaeological survey work prior to project commencement.  It is also possible that a landowner could refuse to provide access to the project area or refuse to accept recommendations to alter the project design in order to avoid impacting known cultural resources. In those instances, if the CDF Archaeologist believes implementation of the project might cause significant adverse impact to a significant cultural resource, the CDF Archaeologist should express this concern to CDF Management.  CDF may ultimately elect to not fund the project if a successful solution cannot be negotiated with the Lead Agency.

Pre-Consultation with CDF Regarding CEQA: Prop-40 Community Assistance Grant applicants are encouraged to consult with CDF during the earliest stages of project planning to discuss CEQA compliance. This consultation may include archaeological survey issues but should be broader in scope to cover the entire environmental review process, preparation of the appropriate CEQA document, and completion of any resource inventories, consultations, or supporting documentation which might be required.  In some instances a review of anticipated CEQA work to support a proposed project might clarify CDF’s and the applicant’s roles and save time by avoiding having to correct or supplement inadequate or incomplete CEQA work supporting a Prop-40 project.  CDF’s technical experts on staff may be utilized on any Prop-40 project which might constitute valuable assistance for certain project applicants, particularly those who may not have experience or expertise in completing CEQA-required evaluations and documents.  Project applicants should contact the CDF Unit Forester to initiate this pre-consultation.  The CDF Unit Forester shall include a CDF Archaeologist and/or CDF’s Unit, Region, or Sacramento Headquarters Environmental Coordinator as appropriate.

Preliminary Study: CDF shall conduct a Preliminary Study of every Prop-40 project regardless of which public agency is Lead Agency for the project.  The purpose of the Preliminary Study is to determine if impacts to cultural resources are possible and to develop recommendations concerning archaeological survey requirements. This determination shall be made after considering the full range of specific project activities, the review of any existing survey work for the property in question, the location of the project, and other relevant factors. 

To initiate the Preliminary Study, the CDF Unit Forester (or designee) shall submit project information to the appropriate CDF Archaeologist assigned to provide support. Beginning October 14, 2005 and extending at least through the remainder of the 2005-06 State Fiscal Year, that CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist is Gerrit Fenenga who is based at Sacramento Headquarters.  The following items shall be provided to the CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist:

· Detailed Project Description

· Detailed Maps, on photocopied portions of the appropriate USGS 7.5 minute quads in a scale of 1:24,000 with legend, scale, and project areas clearly depicted. An additional travel or vicinity map may be needed if the project map does not indicate the travel route from the nearest community or well-known landmark to the project area.

· Funding information.  The CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist will need to know if Prop-40 is funding the project or if federal funds might also be used.  These factors influence decisions regarding who can complete survey work.  The use of federal money requires consideration of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.
· For Community Assistance Grants, provide a copy of the grant application. The item in the application of particular relevancy is Item #16 concerning CEQA compliance.

· Any existing archaeological survey report, records check, Native American notification response, or other relevant information that will be useful during the review.

For CFIP, and VMP Prop-40 projects, especially if the proposed project includes ground disturbing activities, the CDF Forestry Assistance Specialist (FAS) may know that an archaeological records check and Native American notification will be required.  In those situations it may be quicker to have those two tasks completed before contacting the CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist for the Preliminary Study. Those items are necessary to complete the review and, if done in advance, can save a great deal of time. On the other hand, those two items are not necessarily required for all Prop-40 projects, and one of the purposes of the Preliminary Study would be to determine if they are needed.

After receiving the maps, project description, grant application, and other information, the CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist will begin an assessment of potential impacts to cultural resources.  As part of this review, the CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist may initiate a consultation with a person familiar with the details of the proposed activities and locations.  This consultation may take place over the telephone or through email but telephone is preferred to facilitate rapid exchange of information and exploration of alternatives or adjustments to the proposed project.  It is also possible that the review could be completed simply based on the materials provided. 

One of the subjects that could be discussed during the consultation component of the Preliminary Study might be to explore possible changes to the proposed project in order to avoid potential impacts to cultural resources. Such actions might eliminate the need for completing an archaeological survey and facilitate a more rapid path towards archaeological clearance. For example, a typical Community Assistance Grant might involve pruning trees and removing brush along road rights-of-way to create effective firebreaks.  These projects might be proposed to be completed using crews with hand tools rather than heavy equipment.  If the project proposes disposing the brush through chipping and scattering, the entire project may be exempt from archaeological survey requirements, but disposal through piling and burning would require an archaeological survey.

The CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist shall prepare a written assessment that documents the results of the Preliminary Study and includes specific recommendations.  The CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist will use a Prop-40 Archaeology Assessment Form to standardize this procedure and minimize the time spent in writing the report.  This written assessment shall address the following:

· Recommendations on whether or not the project should receive archaeological clearance as currently proposed. This shall be based on a comparison of project activities with the list of exempt practices and other factors. If clearance is recommended, a statement providing the rationale that was used to make that determination shall be included.

· Recommendations to consider making certain alterations to the proposed project that might eliminate or significantly reduce the potential for the project to cause substantial adverse change to a historical resource.  Discuss whether or not the project proponent was consulted and whether or not these recommendations were agreed-to by the project proponent.

· A list of recommended tasks or other pieces of information that CDF needs to include in the project file to support a finding of no impact to cultural resources.  These items might include an archaeological survey/report, current archaeological records check, prefield research, Native American consultation, etc.

· Suggestions or recommendations on who can do this work or how to get these things completed.

· If a survey is required and the CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist agrees to allow an archaeologically trained forester or other resource professional to complete the survey, include instructions on how to conduct the survey, complete the report (which report form to use), and how to submit the draft report to the CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist for review and approval.

· If survey is required, the CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist may recommend an archaeological survey be completed by one of the CDF contract archaeologists that were retained for this purpose.  The CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist may request the Unit Forester (or designee) to contact the archaeologist assigned for the survey to get the survey scheduled.  The Unit Forester will be responsible to provide the contract archaeologist with specific direction and support.  This includes providing copies of the project description, map(s), written assessment from the CDF Archaeologist, records check results (if applicable), Native American consultation information (if applicable), and any other relevant information to the contract archaeologist assigned to conduct the survey. The CDF Unit Forester and the contract archaeologist shall consult to determine the best method to deliver this information.  If sufficient planning time exists before a scheduled survey these items may be mailed in advance.  In other instances these items will be delivered to the contract archaeologist on the first day of the scheduled survey. 
· For Community Assistance Grants, include recommendations concerning how to modify or expand upon the response to Item #16 of the grant application concerning CEQA Compliance. If it appears that the project applicant intends to use a Categorical Exemption, include advice concerning what documentation is needed by CDF to support the CEQA finding. 

The CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist shall document these results and recommendations in written form, which may be transmitted via email. The CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist shall send this to:

· The CDF Unit Forester, VMP Coordinator, Prop 40 Forester, or FAS, as appropriate
· The project applicant (if applicable – may not be necessary for CFIP or VMP)
· The consulting RPF (if applicable)

· The CDF Contract Archaeologist to Perform the Survey (if applicable)

· The appropriate contact in the CDF Region Office.  This currently is Jill Butler in the Northern Region and Scott Bullock in the Southern Region.

· The appropriate contact in CDF Sacramento Headquarters. That person is Jeff Calvert for CFIP projects and Jeff Stephens for VMP and Community Assistance Grants.

The contact in Sacramento Headquarters shall print the CDF Archaeologist’s letter of recommendations or letter of clearance and place it in the project file as part of the Department’s administrative record.

Use of Categorical Exemptions for Prop-40:  Although the CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist is not responsible for choosing or preparing an appropriate CEQA document for a Prop-40 project, the archaeologist will play an important support role to ensure that Lead Agency decisions concerning cultural resources are supported with sufficient information in the administrative record. As mentioned previously, the Lead Agency for a Prop-40 project will not always be CDF. 
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In those instances, the Prop-40 Archaeologist’s role will be to advise CDF concerning potential impacts to cultural resources and to recommend actions and considerations the Lead Agency should take in order to ensure protection of cultural resources.

Previously, CDF’s Chief of Environmental Protection distributed information to Prop-40 Foresters (contained in two Microsoft Word files) that describes the project review process for CEQA compliance for CDF Prop-40 projects.  These items include a detailed flow-chart accompanied by a discussion of the various decisions and tasks. Any reader wishing to obtain that information may do so by contacting the local CDF Prop-40 Forester or by submitting a written request via email to either Allen Robertson at allen.robertson@fire.ca.gov or to Dan Foster at dan.foster@fire.ca.gov.   That information is more comprehensive in scope and will not be repeated here, however, additional guidance related to the archaeology component of environmental review is provided in the following discussion.

Article 19 of the CEQA Guidelines lists Categorical Exemptions. These are classes of projects that have been determined not to have a significant effect on the environment and are therefore exempt from the requirement to prepare additional environmental documents. For example: Existing Facilities (14 CCR § 15301) which involves alterations to existing facilities involving none or negligible expansion (e.g. maintenance or reestablishment of existing fuel breaks), Actions by Regulatory Agencies for Protection of Natural Resources (14 CCR § 15301) (i.e. Department of Fish and Game fish habitat restoration projects) and Minor Alterations to Land (14 CCR § 15304).  The Minor Alterations to Land Exemption is frequently the best fit for many Prop-40 Community Assistance projects involving fuel hazard reduction treatments done with hand crews. The entire section for Minor Alterations to Land reads as follows:

15304. Minor Alterations to Land

Class 4 consists of minor public or private alterations in the condition of land, water, and/or vegetation that do not involve removal of healthy, mature, scenic trees except for forestry or agricultural purposes. Examples include, but are not limited to:

(a) Grading on land with a slope of less than 10 percent, except that grading shall not be exempt in a waterway, in any wetland, in an officially designated (by federal, state, or local government action) scenic area, or in officially mapped areas of severe geologic hazard such as an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone or within an official Seismic Hazard Zone, as delineated by the State Geologist.

(b) New gardening or landscaping, including the replacement of existing conventional landscaping with water efficient or fire resistant landscaping. 

(c) Filling of earth into previously excavated land with material compatible with the natural features of the site;

(d) Minor alterations in land, water, and vegetation on existing officially designated wildlife management areas or fish production facilities that result in improvement of habitat for fish and wildlife resources or greater fish production;

(e) Minor temporary use of land having negligible or no permanent effects on the environment, including carnivals, sales of Christmas trees, etc;

(f) Minor trenching and backfilling where the surface is restored;

(g) Maintenance dredging where the spoil is deposited in a spoil area authorized by all applicable state and federal regulatory agencies;

(h) The creation of bicycle lanes on existing rights-of-way.

(i) Fuel management activities within 30 feet of structures to reduce the volume of flammable vegetation, provided that the activities will not result in the taking of endangered, rare, or threatened plant or animal species or significant erosion and sedimentation of surface waters. This exemption shall apply to fuel management activities within 100 feet of a structure if the public agency having fire protection responsibility for the area has determined that 100 feet of fuel clearance is required due to extra hazardous fire conditions.

 

CDF’s Chief of Environmental Protection has determined that CDF fuel management projects may fit within this Categorical Exemption if the treatments are to occur more than 100 feet away from structures and it is anticipated that this exemption will be cited on many Community Assistance Grant applications.  It is important to emphasize that this does necessarily mean that the project will not require that an archaeological survey be completed.  The Lead Agency must also evaluate the potential for significant adverse change to a historical resource. Guidance in CEQA indicating situations when a Lead Agency should not use a Categorical Exemption is found in 14 CCR § 15300.2 (Exceptions) that reads as follows:

15300.2. Exceptions

(a) Location. Classes 3, 4, 5, 6, and 11 are qualified by consideration of where the project is to be located -- a project that is ordinarily insignificant in its impact on the environment may in a particularly sensitive environment be significant. Therefore, these classes are considered to apply all instances, except where the project may impact on an environmental resource of hazardous or critical concern where designated, precisely mapped, and officially adopted pursuant to law by federal, state, or local agencies.

(b) Cumulative Impact. All exemptions for these classes are inapplicable when the cumulative impact of successive projects of the same type in the same place, over time is significant.

(c) Significant Effect. A categorical exemption shall not be used for an activity where there is a reasonable possibility that the activity will have a significant effect on the environment due to unusual circumstances.

(d) Scenic Highways. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project which may result in damage to scenic resources, including but not limited to, trees, historic buildings, rock outcroppings, or similar resources, within a highway officially designated as a state scenic highway. This does not apply to improvements that are required as mitigation by an adopted negative declaration or certified EIR.

(e) Hazardous Waste Sites. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project located on a site that is included on any list compiled pursuant to Section 65962.5 of the Government Code.

(f) Historical Resources. A categorical exemption shall not be used for a project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource.

 

The above-listed item most relevant to the CDF Archaeologist is subsection (f), which discusses historical resources. This section of the CEQA statute prohibits the use of a Categorical Exemption for any project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource.  This section provides CDF with the authority for either rejecting the use of a categorical exemption if historical resources might be affected or for requiring a project applicant (or ourselves) to complete tasks or gather certain kinds of information to ensure the project does not cause significant damage to a historical resource even if a Categorical Exemption is used. The requirements imposed by CDF, including whether or not a records check or archaeological survey is required, must take many factors into account, particularly those activities that have the potential to cause harm and the locations where such activities will take place.

Definition of Historical Resource and Substantial Adverse Change:  There are two key terms used in subsection (f): “Historical Resource” and “Substantial Adverse Change.”  Both terms are defined in state law (PRC Section 5020.1) as follows:

(j) "Historical resource" includes, but is not limited to, any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which is historically or archaeologically significant, or is significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social, political, military, or cultural annals of California.

(q) "Substantial adverse change" means demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration such that the significance of an historical resource would be impaired.

A Categorical Exemption may not be used if project activities are likely to result in alteration of a significant archaeological site in such a way that its significance would be impaired.
Evaluating Potential Impacts to Historical Resources: If reasonable potential exists for such impacts the CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist may recommend certain tasks to be completed to determine the presence or absence of historical resources. Another option might be to develop recommendations for changing the proposed project in such a way so as to eliminate or substantially reduce its potential to cause harm to a historical resource should one exist within the area of potential affect.
CDF has established a list of practices determined to have little potential to adversely affect cultural resources (Foster 2003: 8-12). Barring unusual circumstances (such as consideration for Native American traditional gathering areas), if the proposed project includes only those activities, an archaeological survey will not be required. Most of these are unambiguous. If ground-disturbing activities are part of a proposed project, then an archaeological survey will be required. For projects that do not include ground-disturbing activities, this requirement can usually be waived. All forms of burning, including broadcast burning and the burning of piled brush, will usually require archaeological survey.

The reason piling and burning are not exempt from archaeological survey requirements for CDF projects is that those activities can cause substantial adverse change to historical resources. Recent studies have demonstrated that intense burning upon archaeological sites can result in significant disturbances, impairing the significance of the site itself. Field and laboratory studies recently conducted for CDF demonstrated that intense burning of piles can destroy obsidian hydration readings from obsidian artifacts on the surface and just beneath the surface (Solomon 2000) and subsequent studies (Waechter 2003) demonstrated that surface artifacts are damaged when subjected to prolonged exposure to fire. Surprisingly, the duration of exposure to fire (such as what would result from burning piles) is as important as the maximum temperatures reached during the burning. As well, the introduction of quantities of modern charcoal and ash into ancient cultural deposits can affect radiocarbon dating and other studies often conducted at archaeological sites and the burning itself can consume or destroy artifacts on the surface. Although this potential is greatest at historic sites where wooden remains are common, items of shell and bone on the surface of prehistoric sites are also at risk should these piles be placed upon them and burned.

Example of Recommendations from a CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist:  The following discussion provides an example of a kind of response from the CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist following a Preliminary Study for a proposed fuel break project indicating the possible use of piling and burning in the project description.

This project, as currently proposed, has the potential to cause substantial adverse change to a historical resource should a significant archaeological or historical site be located within the areas proposed for treatment.  To eliminate or reduce this potential, it is recommended that one of the following options be selected and incorporated into the project:

(1) Delete the option to use piling and burning as a means of brush removal. All brush would then need to be chipped and scattered or removed to a location approved for burning.  This is the preferred option, and would delete the necessity for archaeological surveys.
(2) An archaeologically-trained individual shall be part of the brush-cutting crew and shall conduct surveys of the treatment areas immediately prior to the piling of brush.  Any archaeological sites identified shall be avoided, and the crews directed to the locations off site where the piles may be established. This survey work will be documented in a survey report containing maps of surveyed locations, and that report will be submitted to the CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist for review and approval prior to the applicant receiving payment for the work. If this option is selected, it is unlikely that a CDF staff or contract archaeologist will be able to conduct the survey work due to the inability to survey locations or plan in advance. The survey work may need to be done by the Unit Forester or another qualified person in the Unit.
(3) The crews shall pile brush as needed but the piles will not be burned until after the completion of an archaeological survey conducted at each pile location. The Unit will need to provide a person to escort the archaeologist to each pile, but this survey work could be done by a member of CDF’s Prop-40 Archaeology Team.  If archaeological sites are discovered at any burn piles, these will need to be relocated off site prior to burning. 

Map Standards:  Barring an unusual situation, each Prop-40 project must be submitted with maps that are sufficient for archaeological review purposes. On occasion, particularly with certain Community Assistance Grants involving lengthy segments of roads, the application is submitted with vicinity maps only.  These may or may not be sufficient for archaeological review. CDF normally requires the project areas to be depicted on photocopied segments of the appropriate USGS 7.5 minute topographic quadrangles. Such maps at the scale of 1:24,000 are required to perform many archaeological review tasks such as completing a current archaeological records check. The standard of 1:24,000 scaled USGS maps is specified in the Forest Practice Rules for THPs (definition for Archaeological Coverage Map found in 14 CCR Section 895.1) and in the Memorandum of Understanding (Foster 2005) addressing archaeological records check procedures for CDF projects.  This map standard is also indicated in item #11 of the Prop-40 Grant Application that reads as follows:

Attach a map of not less than 1:24,000, or an adequate scale to show planned project area, measuring 8 1/2 by 11 inches, that delineates project boundaries, treatment types by area, and other necessary information.  Include a map legend that identifies these features and the project name, project proponent, and Clearing House Grant Number.

Process for Use of an Existing Archaeological Survey Report: During the Preliminary Study, the project manager shall inform the CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist about the existence of any archaeological survey report that covers the project area and make that available to the CDF Archaeologist so that she/he can have the opportunity to accurately assess any archaeological survey work that may be necessary to supplement that existing study. 

Archaeological Survey by RPF or CDF Forester: One of the options that CDF may utilize for Prop-40 is to have the archaeological survey of the project completed by a consulting RPF, CDF Forester, or other resource professional that hold a current certificate in CDF archaeological training. This option can be explored during the Preliminary Study during consultation with a CDF Archaeologist.  Such work must follow the protocol in Archaeological Review Procedures for CDF Projects (Foster 2003). 

Archaeological Records Checks:  Normally, CDF will require an archaeological records check for any project with the potential to cause harm to cultural resources, although CDF Prop-40 Archaeologists can waive this requirement if a written justification is included in the project record. Records Check procedures shall follow the guidance provided in CDF’s Memorandum of Understanding (see Foster 2005) with the Information Centers of the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS).

For CFIP Prop-40 Projects, the CDF Unit will initiate a Preliminary Study with the CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist, initiate a current archaeological records check, and send consultation letters to local Native Americans. CDF will not pay for these records checks nor will CDF reimburse the landowner or consulting RPF as part of the cost-share process. This cost must be born by the landowner as one of the costs associated with applying for the CFIP program.  The archaeologically trained CDF Forester or the Consulting RPF can initiate the records check request and will usually have this done prior to the Preliminary Study with the CDF Archaeologist so its results can be included in the discussions.

For Community Assistance Grants, CDF Sacramento Headquarters will pay for any archaeological records check that might be needed. The CDF Prop-40 Archaeologist may need to play a greater role in initiating the records check, especially if there is no consulting RPF involved. Typically the grant applicant is someone who has not completed CDF’s archaeology training and does not meet the definition of a “Requestor” in the CDF MOU. Either the CDF Unit or the CDF Archaeologist may need to initiate the records check on behalf of the applicant in those instances.

For VMP Prop-40 Projects, the CDF Unit will initiate a Preliminary Study with a CDF Archaeologist, initiate current archaeological records check, and send consultation letters to local Native Americans. CDF Sacramento Headquarters will pay for these records checks, at least through the 2005-06 state fiscal year. The archaeologically trained CDF Prop-40 Forester or VMP Coordinator can initiate the records check request and will usually have this done prior to the Preliminary Study with the CDF Archaeologist so its results can be included in the discussions.

Who Pays for Records Checks:  The following table summarizes the information on who initiates these records searches and who pays for them.

	Prop-40

Project Type
	Records Checks: Who Initiates, Who serves as Requestor
	Who Pays for the Records Check

	CFIP
	Unit Prop-40 Forester, FAS, or Consulting RPF
	The landowner or consulting RPF pays, not CDF. CDF does not reimburse this cost. It is part of the landowner’s cost for participation.

	VMP
	Unit Prop-40 Forester, FAS, or VMP Coordinator
	CDF Sacramento Headquarters.  CDF Unit will forward invoice to Walt Carpenter (address provided below) along with a signed statement that the product has been received.

	Community Assistance Grant
	Unit Prop-40 Forester, FAS, CDF Staff Archaeologist, or CDF Contract Archaeologist
	CDF Sacramento Headquarters.  CDF Unit will forward invoice to Walt Carpenter (address provided below) along with a signed statement that the product has been received.


Procedure to Submit Records Check Invoices to Sacramento Headquarters:  In the previously distributed version of these procedures, we advised CDF Units to instruct the Information Centers to submit invoices for VMP and Community Assistance Grant Prop-40 projects directly to Walt Carpenter at CDF’s Sacramento Headquarters.  We don’t want to do that any longer.  We want the Information Center to send the invoice to the Requestor along with the results of the records check.

For VMP and Community Assistance Prop-40 projects, the Requestor shall immediately forward the invoice to Sacramento at the address provided below, with a signed transmittal note that clearly indicates that CDF has received the records check product, and that the Unit approves payment. Walt will not need a copy of the results as long as the transmittal note confirms that the product has been received.
Walt Carpenter
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection

Resource Management FACU – Room #1516-29

P.O. Box 944246

Sacramento, CA 94244-2460
Phone: (916) 651-2022
Email: walt.carpenter@fire.ca.gov
Native American Consultation:  Normally, if CDF waives the archaeological survey requirement, it also waives the requirements for a records check and notification to local Native American groups. With Prop-40, one very common practice will be the extensive thinning and removal of brush, possibly with crews using only hand tools. Many such projects, however, would still require Native American consultation, even if minimal ground disturbance would occur, in order to avoid causing significant impacts to Native American traditional gathering localities. Such resources often occur right along roads, and might include shrubs (such as California Redbud) used by Native Americans for gathering basket-making materials. In such instances, a written notice should be sent which describes the project, provides vicinity maps and lists the county roads that are likely to be treated. That notice should specifically request information concerning any traditional plant-gathering location that might exist along such roads if the tribe feels that the proposed brush cutting would cause an adverse impact. One of the factors to consider is the project location. If the project includes areas along public roads, near campgrounds, or is on or near public lands, the possibility for traditional Native American plant gathering is greater that in those locations that are far removed from public access.

CDF Archaeologists Assigned to Prop-40:  CDF has assembled the following team of professional archaeologists to provide assistance and support for Prop-40 projects. Beginning October 14, 2005, all preliminary studies, consultations, written project assessment, and review of RPFs archaeological surveys will be completed by the CDF Prop-40 staff or contract archaeologist. The CDF contract archaeologists will be available for archaeological surveys, reports, impact assessments, and site recording work.

CDF Prop-40 Archaeologists for FY 2006-07

Revised Date: June 7, 2006

Note: The California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CDF) has assembled a team of professional archaeologists to help deliver CDF Prop-40-funded projects during State Fiscal Year 2006-07.  This team will provide Prop-40 personnel with cultural resource expertise, support and assistance, archaeological surveys, project reviews, site recording and site protection work, and assistance in report preparation or other documentation providing archaeological clearance.  The archaeologist assigned for initial project review is Kelly Long. Prop-40 personnel are instructed to consult with Kelly to assess the need for archaeological survey by providing her with maps, records check results, project descriptions, and other relevant information. Kelly and the other Prop-40 archaeologists listed below are also potentially available for archaeological survey work.  Prop-40 personnel may request Kelly Long for assistance in assigning an archaeologist for survey or may choose to contact one of these archaeologists directly. Prop-40 personnel may also CDF Forester Tony Mediati at (916) 653-9446 tony.mediati@fire.ca.gov  for assistance.

	CDF Prop-40 First-Review Archaeologist

	Kelly Long

Assistant State Archaeologist

Department of Parks and Recreation

Archaeology, History & Museums Division

Cultural Heritage Section

P.O. Box 942896

Sacramento, CA 94296-0001

Email: klong@parks.ca.gov
 (916) 653-7985 (office)

(916) 919-6526 (cell)

(916) 508-0374 (home office cell)



	CDF Archaeologists Potentially Available for Field Surveys of Prop-40 Funded CDF Projects: 

	Kelly Long

Assistant State Archaeologist

Department of Parks and Recreation

Archaeology, History & Museums Division

Cultural Heritage Section

P.O. Box 942896

Sacramento, CA 94296-0001

Email: klong@parks.ca.gov
 (916) 653-7985 (office)

(916) 919-6526 (cell)

(916) 508-0374 (home office cell)

	Gerrit Fenenga

Associate State Archaeologist

c/o CDF Archaeology Office

P.O. Box 944246, Room #1516-22

Sacramento, CA 94244-2460

Email: Gerrit.fenenga@fire.ca.gov
(916) 651-2021 (CDF office)

(530) 344-8258  (home office)

(916) 261-1108  (cell)

	Lewis K. Napton
Professor of Anthropology

Institute for Archaeological Research

California State University, Stanislaus

801 West Monte Vista Avenue

Turlock, CA 95382

Email: lnapton@csustan.edu
(209) 667-3060 (CSUS office w/voicemail)
	Rob Jackson
Senior Staff Archaeologist

Pacific Legacy, Inc.

3081 Alhambra Drive, Suite 208

Cameron Park, CA 95682

Email: jacksonrob@pacificlegacy.com
(530) 677-9713, Extension 11 (office)


Process to Initiate an Archaeological Survey:  In order to reduce the workload impacts to CDF staff archaeologists resulting from this new Prop-40 program, the Department shall utilize the Prop-40 contract archaeologists for archaeological survey work as much as possible.  The CDF Prop-40 Staff Archaeologist will conduct most of the Preliminary Studies, Consultations, and prepare the written assessments concerning archaeological survey needs. CDF’s contract archaeologists shall be utilized to conduct actual survey, site recording, and site protection work.

Either the CDF Prop-40 Staff Archaeologist or the CDF Unit personnel can give these contract archaeologists assignments for surveys.

Questions Concerning Prop-40 Archaeology Procedures:  Any questions concerning these procedures may be directed to Rich Jenkins or Linda Pollack.

	Name
	Address/Phone/E-Mail
	Job Duties

	Rich Jenkins 
 [image: image3.jpg]



	Northern Region Operations Center

6105 Airport Road

Redding, CA 96002

(530) 224-4749 (office)

(530) 949-8822 (mobile)

(530) 242-7170 (pager)

rich.jenkins@fire.ca.gov

	Senior State Archaeologist for CDF’s Northern Region



	Linda Pollack 
[image: image4.jpg]


 
	Southern Region Headquarters
1234 East Shaw Avenue

Fresno, CA 93710-7899

(559) 243-4119 (office)

(559) 250-8557 (mobile)

linda.pollack@fire.ca.gov
	Lead Archaeologist for CDF’s Southern Region




Acknowledgments:  These procedures were developed with the assistance of several CDF colleagues who reviewed our draft document and submitted helpful suggestions for its improvement. Linda Pollack and Rich Jenkins helped develop the procedures pertaining to Preliminary Studies and listed the items of information the CDF Archaeologist will need to complete these reviews. Prop-40 program personnel from CDF’s Units, Regions, and Sacramento Headquarters also participated in the formulation of these procedures. These include Bill Snyder, Jeff Stephens, Ed Crans, Scotia Brosnan, Debbie Mininfield, Doug Wickizer, Jill Butler, and Craig Tolmie.  Chuck Whatford edited our draft report which greatly improved its clarity. The authors express sincere thanks to everyone who helped us on this assignment.
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Cultural Resource Review Procedures








* see discussion for exceptions to certain tasks listed in this flow chart 
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Archaeological
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CDF Archaeologist Provides Approval Signature Once Investigation and Report Have Been Satisfactorily Completed





Complete Archaeological Survey Report
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