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Executive Summary 

 
The Trinity County Fire Safe Council (FSC) developed the Trinity County Community Wildfire 
Protection Plan (CWPP) between 1999 and 2005. This effort began with a countywide process 
that resulted in the Recommendations on Trinity County Values at Risk from Fire and Pre-
Fire Fuels Treatment Opportunities drawn from Community Meetings 1999/2000 
(February 2001). These recommendations were used to develop the CWPP, which was accepted 
by the Trinity County Fire Chiefs’ Association, Trinity County Board of Supervisors and the 
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CDF) in September 2005. 
 
These two documents have guided the FSC, its member organizations and partners, in the 
selection and implementation of strategic fuels reduction projects and public outreach as they 
have sought to improve cooperation and coordination in all aspects of wildfire management in 
Trinity County.  Members include representatives from local, state and federal land management 
agencies, non-governmental organizations including the local Volunteer Fire Departments 
(VFDs) and citizens.  The FSC  identified the need for a spatially explicit countywide fire 
management plan in 1999 to assist in prioritizing and coordinating at a landscape level activities 
such as pre-fire fuels reduction treatments, and has maintained this over-arching need as 
fundamental to its success ever since. 
  
Historically, county or regional scale wildfire management planning efforts have often failed to 
involve or even acknowledge local residents’ knowledge and expertise. FSC members felt very 
strongly that community input should drive the Trinity County Fire Management Plan 
development process with advice from local and regional expertise in fire management; in 1999 
with funding support from the USFS Pacific Southwest Research Station and the CA Department 
of Water Resources, a team from the FSC began a process to capture community 
recommendations for the original planning effort.  A series of community meetings and public 
workshops were held at Volunteer Fire Department Halls and community centers across Trinity 
County. Residents were asked to help identify and map features relevant to emergency response.  
Data noted included e.g. locked gates, bridges too weak to carry a fire truck, and water sources. 
Community members also worked with the team to locate and specify values at risk from fire in 
and around their communities.  They made recommendations about pre-fire treatments, such as 
clearing defensible space around residences and constructing shaded fuel breaks along roadsides 
that could help to protect these values.  Finally, they jointly developed a ranking system and a 
prioritized list of recommended projects.  Data from these meetings was captured and entered 
into a Geographic Information System (GIS). The methods used to capture community input and 
recommendations from these meetings were presented in the original report.  
 
The same strategy has been used in the 2010 CWPP Update, with 15 community meetings hosted 
by the Volunteer Fire Departments.  Some significant elements have been added to the Update 
that were not a part of the original planning: an interface with the concurrent Humboldt County 
CWPP update; development of Wildland Urban Interface boundaries as defined in the Healthy 
Forest Restoration Act; and attention to treatments associated with large scale fires that have 
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occurred since 1999.  These meetings were used to capture a variety of information, including 
the following: 

 Status of project implementation of recommended treatments from the 2005 CWPP. 
 Identification of projects to be implemented and their relative priorities for each 

community. 
 Project maintenance needs. 
 Updating the Defensible Space requirements from 30 ft around structures to 100 ft1. 
 Developing a spatially explicit definition of the Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) for each 

community at risk. 
 

A second set of meetings were held with USFS and CAL FIRE agency staff involving fire 
prevention and fire suppression to help fine-tune project concepts and WUI boundaries at the 
landscape scale. 
 
The projects resulting from the 2010 Update are blended with the 2005 CWPP projects and are 
presented for each of five divisions of the county: Down River, Mid-Trinity, North Lake, South 
County and South Fork. 

 
Overriding project ideas and planning recommendations for Trinity County are: 

 

1. Work to integrate fire management planning explicitly into the National Forest Management 
Act mandated planning process on the national forests and across jurisdictional boundaries to 
allow for landscape scale prioritization and implementation of pre-fire treatments.  
 
Immediate opportunities for coordination include: 

 Linking the Six Rivers and Shasta-Trinity National Forests’ Road Management Plans 
to ensure that roads critical for access in case of fire are being maintained.   Further, 
encourage cooperation among all jurisdictions (CalTrans, Trinity County, USFS, etc.)  
to manage and reduce roadside fuels; 

 Coordinating Six Rivers National Forest and Shasta-Trinity National Forest Fire 
Management and Trinity Alps Wilderness Management Plans. 

 
2. Identify and publicize safety zones for each community in case of catastrophic fire. 
 
3. Review the economic value of plantations (e.g., through cost-benefit analysis).  Participants 

noted that considerable expense has already gone into planting the trees and whether one 
wishes to pursue this type of silviculture in the future or not, the existing plantations are both 
important resources and, if untended, fire hazards.  Too often scheduled maintenance 
thinnings are neglected. Consider proactive thinning and fuels reduction of plantations during 
their period of greatest vulnerability to fire (around year 7). 

 
4. Understanding the concern of the increasing amount of fuel on the landscape as a result of 

fires, windfalls, insect, and disease outbreaks, and other events.  These areas are given 

                                                 
1 California law (PRC 4291) requires property owners and/or occupants to create 100 feet of defensible space around 
homes and buildings 
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priority in ranking of projects due to the risk they pose to adjacent values at risk including 
communities, associated infrastructure and adjacent forest resources.  Resistance to control of 
fire in these areas is extreme and will tax limited fire fighting resources. 

 
5. Develop methods for managing vegetation occurring next to or around forest demonstrating 

unique or valued characteristics, to better protect it from stand replacing fires.  It was 
suggested that there are examples of this type of management working well on South Fork 
Mountain. 

 
 
The Trinity County Board of Supervisors has been a strong voice advocating for landscape scale 
treatments that will help protect Trinity County’s communities at risk.  The 2005 CWPP, and 
hopefully this Update, will prove valuable as articulations of the County’s perspective on 
landscape scale treatments and fire management issues.  Federal land management agencies have 
used the 2005 CWPP to inform their pre-fire management planning, and this 2010 CWPP Update 
is intended to be similarly useful to those agencies as they gather community input for their fire 
planning processes. The community recommendations should be used by the Trinity County 
Planning Department and Planning Commission in updating the County’s General Plan, 
especially the Safety Element.   
 
The Trinity County Resource Advisory Committee (RAC) is a Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(FACA) chartered citizen-based committee appointed by the US Secretary of Agriculture under 
Title II of the Secure Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act. The RAC has used 
the existing CWPP to prioritize recommendations for forest health/fuels reduction projects and 
will likely use the 2010 Update to allocate funds for high priority projects on lands managed by 
the USFS.  The Fire Safe Council, including the TCRCD and the WRTC, will continue fire 
management coordination efforts using the results of this Update to systematically promote 
implementation of the projects recommended by the community participants.  Further, it will 
encourage public land management agencies to carry out the necessary pre-work, such as 
National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA), required before many recommended activities 
can be carried out.  Trinity County VFDs, through the Chiefs’ Association, and the FSC may 
also find the information helpful in the next phases of county level emergency response 
coordination e.g. sharing equipment to implement projects. 
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The Trinity County Board of Supervisors, through Title III has committed Secure Rural Schools 
Act funding4 to support The Trinity County CWPP Update 2010. 
 
The California Department of Conservation, through the Watershed Coordinators grant program 
has also contributed funding to the 2010 update.  

 
 
 

 

PLEASE COMMENT ON THIS DOCUMENT 

Although a large number of people were involved in the community input process, we will 
continue to seek comments on the Trinity County Community Wildfire Protection Plan. It is, by 
necessity, a living document and there will always be suggestions for next steps in community 
involvement in fire management planning. 

 
4 Secure Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of 2000 



I. Introduction  

Objectives 

The intention of the Trinity County CWPP update is to collate new information and present the 
updated CWPP in a form useful to county planners, USFS land management staff, CAL FIRE, 
Volunteer Fire Departments and others who may use the data to promote fire management 
activities and fire safety in Trinity County. The following objectives guided the update process: 

 Update and prioritize fire and fuels related projects; 
 Create an online database where Geographical Information System (GIS) layers can be 

accessed by agencies or the public; 
 Record project accomplishments; 
 Update new policies and laws;   
 Facilitate federal agency consideration of community priorities; 
 Improve ability to protect lives and property from wildfire damage; 
 Increase public awareness of consequences of living in a wildfire prone environment; 
 Provide the public with clear steps they can take to reduce the risks associated with living 

in the Wildland Urban Interface/Intermix (WUI); 
 Merge the goals and objectives of landowners with the needs and expectations of the 

community regarding wildfire risk reduction; 
 Coordinate fire protection strategies across property boundaries; and  
 Provide a tool to help coordinate grant funding and federal program budgets to achieve 

the most effective results with limited funding. 
 

Plan Context 

Healthy Forest Restoration Act Criteria for Certification as a Community Wildfire 
Protection Plan 

The National Fire Plan directed federal agencies to "work directly with communities to ensure 
adequate protection from wildfires, and to develop a collaborative effort to attain the desired 
future condition of the land."5 The key wildland fire management agencies in California have 
chosen to accomplish this effort through the California Fire Alliance (The Alliance). To this end 
the Alliance, on its website6, encourages the development of Community Wildfire Protection 
Plans (CWPP), as defined by the Healthy Forests Restoration Act (HFRA). A community 
wildfire protection plan, as defined by the HFRA, means a plan for an at risk community that 
fulfills the following criteria.  

Collaboration 

A) The plan is developed within the context of the collaborative agreements and the 
guidance established by the Wildland Fire Leadership Council and agreed to by the 

                                                 
5 http://www.cafirealliance.org/organization_history/ 
6 http://www.cafirealliance.org/cwpp.php 
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applicable local government, local fire department, and State agency responsible for 
forest management, in consultation with interested parties and the Federal land 
management agencies managing land in the vicinity of the at-risk community. 

This plan was collaboratively developed. Significant efforts were made throughout the 
planning process to collaborate with local, state, and federal land and fire management 
agencies. Leadership and guidance was provided by the Trinity County Resource 
Conservation District and Watershed Research and Training Center. CAL FIRE, USFS, 
Trinity County Volunteer Fire departments, and BLM managers were represented and 
provided presentations at the community meetings. Officials from both the Six Rivers 
and Shasta-Trinity National Forests were engaged in the collaboration. In addition, 
special efforts were made to gain experience and insight from professional foresters, both 
active and retired.  Meetings were designed and conducted to maximize community input 
into the planning process.  

Prioritized Fuel Reduction 

B) The plan identifies and prioritizes areas for hazardous fuel reduction treatments and 
recommends the types and methods of treatment on Federal and non-Federal land that 
will protect one or more at-risk communities and essential infrastructure. 

This plan identifies areas for hazardous fuel reduction treatments and prioritizes them 
using a ranking system. This plan also recommends the types and methods of treatment to 
reduce the risk of wildfire to communities and resources within the planning area.  

New Policies 

California Public Resources Code 4291  
The California state legislature enacted California Public Resources Code 4291 (PRC 4291) in 
January 2005 to improve fire safety and to help prevent catastrophic fires. Under this law, 
property owners or those who control a property in mountainous areas, forest-covered lands or 
any land that is covered with flammable material must create at minimum a 100-foot defensible 
space (or to the property line) around their homes and other structures.  The 100-foot defensible 
space includes a 30-foot clean zone (or to property line) and a 70-foot reduced fuel zone (or to 
property line).   Creating the defensible space involves thinning and breaking up the continuity of 
ladder fuels and large areas filled with contiguous shrubs that can readily transmit fire. 

II. Wildfire in Trinity County 

Wildfire in California and Trinity County 
 In much of the Western United States, including California, fire is a natural disturbance regime 
that functions to cycle nutrients and renew ecosystems.  Fire’s integral role in maintaining 
ecosystem health, long a minority perspective, has gained ground in the past decade and 
influences current land management and public policy.  This is in contrast to attitudes and 
understandings of the early 20th century when fire exclusion to “protect” forest and other 
resource values dominated the approach to managing fire on public lands and in private 
industrial forests.   
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In many California forests, the results of fire suppression and past practices such as logging, 
planting mono-cultures of economically valuable trees and failure to adequately manage such 
plantations,  have resulted in unnaturally high accretion of fuels and increasingly unpredictable 
wildfires.  Wildfires are now often of a scale and intensity beyond the range of historic 
variability (Agee, 1993; Skinner, et.al. 1996; Skinner, Taylor and Agee. 2006).   The regional 
and landscape scale impacts of these fires include changes in vegetation patterns, loss of 
remaining old growth forest in reserves, adverse impacts to air quality and its associated effects 
on public health, economic losses and danger to human life.  Trinity County has been no 
exception. According to CalFire and their Fire and Resource Assessment Program (FRAP) 105 
wildfires occurred between 1999 and 2009 with approximately 433,835 acres burned.  The 2008 
fire season alone resulted in 265,000 acres affected, including about 94,000 acres within the 
WUI, around 17 weeks of severe smoke impacts, and 10 lives lost.   

Increasing Costs of Catastrophic Wildfires 
The high costs of catastrophic wildfires are particularly evident in the wildland urban interface 
(WUI).  The October, 1991 Oakland-Berkeley Hills fire burned only 1,500 acres but killed 25 
people and damaged or destroyed almost 3,000 structures with an estimated value of more than 
$1.5 billion (Plevel, 1997).  Closer to home, the 1999 Big Bar Complex fire in Humboldt and 
Trinity Counties burned 125,000 acres of National Forest, Hoopa Valley Indian Reservation and 
private lands in 91 days.  During that time air quality was so poor that the people living in the 
town of Hoopa had to be evacuated to the coast.  Suppression costs were estimated at $110 
million (Bryant, 2000).  The estimated costs of the 2008 Firestorm in Trinity County are over 
$150,000,000 for fire suppression (Jaegel, 2009).  

 
Again, fire, most frequently ignited by lightening in Trinity County, is a natural phenomenon of 
ecological renewal in this landscape.  However, where fires encounter unnaturally high fuels 
loading in landscapes that have already lost a large proportion of fire resistant old growth forest 
and resilient vegetative mosaics, impacts on forests and watersheds can extend beyond the 
natural range of historic variability and begin to threaten ecosystem functions. One issue of 
concern with such intensive large scale fires is progressively increasing fuel loading caused by 
continued stem mortality after a fire. This situation occurred in many areas burned in the 2008 
fires, where past fires contributed fuel to the conflagration.  Additionally, soils denuded of 
protective vegetation cover erode into fish bearing streams and further threaten already 
endangered salmon and steelhead trout runs and degrade community water supplies. 

Influencing Wildfire with Pre‐Fire Treatments 
Fuels, weather, and topography influence fire behavior. Since people cannot control climate, and 
topography, reducing fuel loading through pre-fire treatments is the most promising area in 
which people may influence wildland fire behavior (Agee, 1993; Agee et al. 2000).   
 
A range of methods for fuels reduction have been developed including systematic slash disposal 
after logging, thinning overly dense stands from below, construction of shaded fuel breaks and 
prescribed fire.  While there have been cases, such as the 1999 Lowden Fire, in which human 
error led to misapplications of these tools, all of these methods have been applied repeatedly with 
success in Trinity County.  Further, per acre costs for treatments are increasingly quantifiable, 
making advanced planning more feasible, as evidenced by the focused efforts of the Trinity 
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County RAC to dedicate $1,275,517 since 2001 on fuels reduction projects on USFS lands in 
Trinity County. 
 
Still, pre-fire treatments are expensive and a relatively small percentage of the landscape can and 
will be treated each year.  These up front costs function as insurance payments with many of the 
associated questions.  What type of insurance do we need – where shall we apply it? Which 
methods shall we apply and how intensively? How much are we willing to pay for insurance? 
Who will pay?   Prior to the completion of the original CWPP most fuels reduction treatments in 
the Trinity area were opportunistic e.g. a shaded fuel break constructed on USFS managed lands 
in conjunction with a timber sale, or a 10-acre, trial, small diameter thinning from below 
followed by an understory burn.   While a small area treated is thus made ready to meet a 
wildfire and much was learned from the implementation of these early projects, the overall effect 
is a random scattering of resources across the forested landscape. The original CWPP was an 
attempt to coordinate treatments at a landscape scale to ensure that one fuel break would be 
linked to the next and that the most problematic areas were treated first.  Resources for pre-fire 
treatments continue to be scarce and it is important to use them as effectively as possible and to 
focus efforts on protecting those values of greatest importance to each community.  Fires do not 
stop at property boundaries; coordinated efforts must involve all who have an interest in local 
land management including federal, state and local government agencies, private land owners 
and the general public. While industrial forest landowners and government agencies have 
worked on fire management planning to varying degrees within their own jurisdictions, the 
CWPP was the first effort to provide a comprehensive coordinated view of the entire Trinity 
County landscape; it was a systematic effort to capture local citizens’ knowledge and 
recommendations.   This Update builds on the success of the earlier planning effort, the decade-
long implementation of strategic fuels reduction projects and adds the WUI dimension to setting 
priorities. 

The Trinity County Fire Safe Council 
In mid 1998, the County Board of Supervisors’ Natural Resources Advisory Council appointed a 
sub-committee to address the issue of fire.  This initiated the Trinity County Fire Safe Council 
(FSC) that has met on average monthly since.  The FSC includes representatives from local 
Volunteer Fire Departments (VFD), Trinity County Resource Conservation District (TCRCD), 
the Watershed Research and Training Center (WRTC), the United States Forest Service (USFS), 
United States Bureau of Land Management (BLM),  the California Department of Forestry and 
Fire Protection (Cal Fire), Safe Alternatives for the Environment (SAFE), Trinity County and 
others who have all signed a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) to cooperate on fire 
management planning (Appendix 1).  This MOU has been renewed twice. 
 

The Trinity County Fire Safe Council, a model of collaborative community participation 
promoted by Cal Fire, benefited from several ongoing efforts in the formative years of the Fire 
Safe Council involving cross agency and community participation and capacity building.  A 
Hayfork Fire Plan was developed in 1995 and 1996 in a joint effort by the WRTC, TCRCD, 
USFS, CDF and local residents.  The coordination was funded by USFS PSW.  That process led 
to a proposed plan to develop fuel breaks around the community of Hayfork and coordinated 
fuels reduction and fuel break construction efforts began with private landowners in two Hayfork 
area neighborhoods.  CDF helped raise funds for that initial implementation which was then 
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carried further by TCRCD in other demonstration projects and community-specific plans, 
including the East Branch Plan (Lancaster, 2000), East Fork Plan (Baldwin 2000) and Down 
River Plan (Baldwin 2005), Grass Valley Fire Management Plan (Baldwin 2003).  

Other projects include WRTC and the USFS working to construct some of the identified fuel 
breaks on USFS managed land and pioneered efforts to make thinning from below for fuels 
reduction pay for itself through utilization of small diameter wood in manufactured wood 
products (Braxton-Little, 1998; Danks, 2000).  In response to the increased projects and needs 
from the Firesafe Council, the WRTC and TCRCD have well-developed, in-house GIS 
capabilities, and provide most of the GIS support to local agencies and organizations in Trinity 
County.  

Combined, the above mentioned efforts, along with others, served to develop the local 
organizational capacity and set precedents for working with private landowners and local 
residents to identify localized problems and reduce fuels hazards around structures and on 
private lands; for implementing fuels reduction projects on public lands using private non-profit 
resources; and for using GIS to address issues of community interest. 
 
However, the initial pre-fire treatment projects were not spatially coordinated with respect to 
their location in the landscape, and therefore their ability to slow the spread of catastrophic fire 
was limited.  The FSC felt that a new cooperative effort could allow FSC to carry out a strategic 
landscape analysis process to identify local residents’ and agency and landowner priorities for 
pre-fire treatments that would allow coordination of existing efforts and more targeted future 
efforts.  Such a coordinated series of recommendations could provide a basis for seeking funding 
support for carrying out more fuels reduction work and have the joint outcomes of protecting key 
values from catastrophic fire, while allowing for reintroduction of low intensity fire, and 
providing an ongoing source of employment doing the fuels reduction work. 
 
In 1998 the WRTC and the TCRCD worked together to find funding support for this idea. They 
were able to raise funds from the USFS Pacific Southwest Research Station and the California 
Water Resources Control Board. Fire management planning is an ongoing effort.  Initial 
recommendations were developed between 1999 -2001 and were used as the basis of the Trinity 
County CWPP (2005) derived from guidance in the Healthy Forest Restoration Act (2003) 
HFRA.  The first steps envisioned by the Fire Safe Council, and funded through the initial 
grants, were to carry out demonstration fuels reduction projects on public and private lands in 
Trinity County concurrently with the county-wide, coordinated, fire management planning 
process.   
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III.   Resources 

Natural Resources 
Natural resource assets include watersheds, forests and woodlands (both public and private), 
fisheries and wildlife resources, soils and erosion potential, and threatened and endangered 
species. Natural resources are highly valued by residents of the CWPP planning area for their 
contribution to the local quality of life, and as an asset that attracts tourism-related economic 
activity. Fire is part of the natural environment. However, when it occurs under certain 
conditions (i.e. extreme weather and/or unusually dense fuel loading) it can destroy natural assets 
which are highly valued by the community.  

Agricultural and Timber Resources 
Agricultural resources include rangelands, timberlands (both public and private), and cultivated 
farmlands. Agricultural lands are an important element of the Planning Area identity and 
economy. Although fire has been used as a tool in rangeland and timber management, wildland 
fire can have disastrous consequences to such resources, removing them from production and 
necessitating lengthy restoration programs. 

Air Resources 
Smoke generated by wildfire is comprised of visible and invisible emissions that contain 
particulate matter (soot, tar, water vapor, and minerals), gases (carbon monoxide, carbon dioxide, 
nitrogen oxides) and toxics (formaldehyde, benzene). Emissions from wildfire depend on the 
type of fuel, the moisture content of the fuel, the efficiency (or temperature) of combustion, and 
the weather. Public health impacts associated with wildfire include difficulty in breathing, odor, 
and reduction in visibility. 
 
The CWPP Planning Area is prone to temperature inversions, which occur when a layer of warm 
air traps cool air near the surface and creates a lid that inhibits the vertical dispersion of smoke 
and other pollutants. The Megram Fire (Big Bar Complex Fire) burned 135,000 acres from late 
August to early November 1999, and resulted in the first air quality related state of emergency in 
California history. Smoke from the fire was trapped by an inversion layer between late 
September and early October, causing officials to close schools and encourage residents to leave 
the area. Those who remained in the affected area were encouraged to stay indoors. 

Cultural Resources 
Culturally sensitive areas are sites and regions of special importance to Native Americans, 
primarily riverbanks with outstanding religious or resource-producing importance. Many acres 
within the planning area are designated as culturally sensitive, with notable concentrations along 
the Lower Trinity River. While some locations are publicly identified, others are held as 
confidential information by local Native American organizations. Many cultural sites are at risk 
to incidents of wildfire. Fire can destroy artifacts and structures. At the same time, low-severity 
fire can clean an area of litter and ground fuel, exposing new cultural sites and artifacts without 
causing much damage. The discovery of these cultural sites can be a boon to archeologists and 
Native American groups, but can also present problems of looting and vandalism. 
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IV.  The Update Process 
The purpose of the original planning effort (1999 -2001) was to initiate a coordinated fire 
management planning process in which the residents of Trinity County were involved from the 
beginning.  The CWPP Update process has honored that original purpose.  In order to address 
this purpose, all available spatial data pertinent to fire in Trinity County including maps, aerial 
photos and Geographic Information Systems data layers were collected into a local data library. 
Then, in cooperation with the FSC and the local Volunteer Fire Departments, residents 
throughout the county were invited to a series of public meetings.  At the public meetings 
participants shared their experiences and knowledge regarding site-specific data for emergency 
response; identified primary values at risk from wildfire at the local level; made location-specific 
recommendations for pre-fire treatment projects and assisted in the development of Wildland 
Urban Interface boundaries for their communities.    

The methods applied to gather information with community participants are described in greater 
detail below, followed by a presentation and discussion of the results of the process to date and 
next steps indicated.  The Fire Safe Council will distribute the information in this Update widely 
for at least a 30-day comment period before it is presented to the CWPP signatories (Trinity 
County Fire Chiefs Association, CAL FIRE and the Trinity County Board of Supervisors.) 

Initial Planning Meeting  

We began our process by holding an initial planning meeting on November 10, 2009 at the 
Weaverville Fire Department.  Various agencies representatives, local organizations that play an 
integral role in community wildfire protection, and groups participating in the Fire Safe Council 
such as the US Forest Service, CAL FIRE, Bureau of Land Management, county planners, 
county officials, and volunteer fire chiefs participated in the process.  We felt initial participation 
would be crucial to insuring that the CWPP update process would be effective and result in a 
plan that would successfully encompass the full range of potential uses and ensure that the 
CWPP continues to be a useful planning tool.  At this meeting we gathered feedback and 
information on how the CWPP has been used, what updates would be useful in future planning, 
and ways to improve the availability and access to the CWPP for community planning, FS 
project planning, incident management teams, grant applications, and for CAL FIRE and private 
landowners.  
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Initial Planning Meeting, Weaverville Fire Hall 

Data Collection 

A data collection process began immediately to capture as much information relevant to fire 
management in the Trinity County landscape as possible from all available sources including 
state and federal agencies.  This involved collecting all the most current Geographical 
Information System (GIS) layers including updates to infrastructure, recent management activity 
on public lands and implemented projects on private lands.  The data gathering process began in 
2009 and continued through 2010.  Among other sources, data were drawn from the USFS, 
USGS, CDF, and from Trinity Community GIS and Trinity County RCD archives.  We were 
very pleased with the high degree of cooperation in data sharing throughout the process.  Data 
layers include topography, vegetation, roads, hydrology, property lines, USFS land allocation, 
historic fire starts, fire risk and hazard, among others. These data have been compiled and can be 
accessed and downloaded at www.tcrcd.net/fsc and are also available on CD ROM.  For 
information on obtaining a CD ROM, contact the Trinity County RCD. 

Community Input Meetings 

Maps were produced from these data layers to use as a basis for working with community 
members in a series of meetings beginning in the winter 2010.  Community meetings were 
hosted by the local volunteer fire departments throughout the original 5 Trinity County Fire-Safe 
Divisions (Down River, Mid Trinity, North Lake, South Fork and Southern Trinity).  We sought 
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to work with as many members of the Trinity County communities and agencies as possible to 
gather pertinent information.  We proceeded in several phases according to the type of 
information concerned.   

Publicity to encourage broad participation was crucial. The meetings were publicized in the local 
newspaper and several press releases about the fire planning process were published (TCRCD 
archives).  

At these meetings we sought to accomplish the following goals:  

1. Discuss the history and purpose of the CWPP and describe the update process to 
community members  

2. Raise local awareness about fire hazards and risks 
3. Identify values at risk  

We worked across maps of the local area as systematically as possible to gather 
information from residents about wildfire hazards, resources at risk, potential hazard 
reduction projects and infrastructure needs.  Participants noted locations of such features 
as housing developments, favored campgrounds, creeks supplying drinking water, power 
supply lines, stands of old growth forest or endangered species habitat.  Once an initial 
list of all values had been compiled, the values were consolidated into project areas to 
link them into the surrounding terrain and facilitate the process of recommending 
treatments.  For example, there could be a whole series of values at risk in and around a 
particular housing development. The development and its immediate surroundings 
became one project area that might later have several recommended activities associated 
with it. 

4. Identify and locate on the maps recommendations for landscape vegetation treatments to 
protect values at risk 
After project areas had been identified, recommendations for treatments to protect these 
values at risk were made for each area.  Recommendations might include fuels reduction 
work (thinning from below, ladder fuels reduction, controlled burning) or shaded fuel 
break construction.  In some cases, as when a historic cabin is situated in a remote 
location, it was recognized that protection would not likely be feasible.  

5. Raise awareness and knowledge about Wildland Urban Interfaces (WUI) and determine 
community WUI  boundaries 

 

At each community meeting an overview of the Fire Safe effort was presented; then participants 
reviewed maps of the local terrain developed from the GIS. Participants added missing 
information by marking reference points on the maps and explaining issues of concern to staff 
who recorded the information.  Typical data gathered included water sources, inadequate 
bridges, road maintenance needs, and locked gates.  After each meeting the new data was entered 
into the GIS database and maps were produced reflecting the new input. 
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Wildland Urban Interface (WUI)  

To develop a Wildland Urban Interface (WUI), Trinity County used existing WUI Boundaries 
described below by CAL FIRE (FRAP), the USFS, and BLM as a starting reference point for 
community input.  Each agency used the following description to determine their WUI boundary: 
 
BLM 
BLM defined their Wildland/Urban Interface (WUI) Areas using housing density.  The 
areas they developed are those falling within the Redding Field Office area of 
responsibility as follows: 

 Primary WUI areas - 1/2 mile buffer of housing density layer   
 Secondary WUI areas - 1.5 mile buffer of housing density layer 

  
The housing density layer was created using Urban/Rural Areas based on Census Block 
data from 2000 US Census.  Rural is less than 20 Housing Units per Acre (HSE).  Urban 
is greater than or equal to 20 HSE/Acre. 
 
USFS   
USFS Shasta-Trinity National Forest 
Using GIS, the Shasta-Trinity National Forest developed their WUI which created four 
zones, using the following methodology:  

 Improvement Zone (Zone 1).  
o Plotted currently known structures 

 Reduced Fuel Zone (Zone 2) 
o Create a 100-foot buffer around each structure which aligns with PRC 4291  

 Defense Zone (Zone 3) 
o Create ¼ mile buffer around each structure  

 Threat Zone (Zone 4) 
o Create 1 ½ mile buffer around each structure. The Districts were then asked to 

either extend or reduced the 1 ½ mile buffer to a place on the map that made sense 
(regarding fire movement, topography, weather, suppression areas such as roads, 
rivers and ridges, etc.).  

 
CAL FIRE 
Utilizing a Geographic Information System (GIS) approach CAL FIRE used three main 
components in the assessment of threat from wildland fire to Wildland-Urban Interface areas of 
California: 

 Ranking fuel hazard 
 Assessing the probability of wildland fire 
 Defining areas of suitable housing density that lead to Wildland-Urban Interface fire 

protection strategy situations 
These three independent components were then combined using GIS to identify wildland 
interface areas threatened by wildfire. In addition to mapping these areas, a list of communities 
was developed that summarized a non-spatial assessment of key areas within the vicinity of 
significant threat from wildland fire. A subset of that list was made that includes those 
communities that have a significant fire threat from nearby Federal lands. A buffer distance of 
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1.5 miles was used in the analysis to define “nearby” federal lands. More information regarding 
this approach is available at http://frap.cdf.ca.gov/projects/wui/525_CA_wui_analysis.pdf 
 
Trinity County Methodology 
The three agency-developed boundaries were combined, using the outer most reaches of each.  
These maps were presented to the communities for adaptation according to local community 
knowledge. Community members expanded and reduced the draft WUI boundaries to 
incorporate the following: 

• Geography (used major ridges and roads as boundary lines) 
• Climate conditions  
• Weather patterns 
• Local areas of concern such as watersheds that provide municipal water sources 
• Ingress/egress (communities decided to include a buffer around major arterial roads 

because in many areas the major roads are the only ingress and egress available.  The 
definition of major arterial roads as defined by the Trinity County Road Department was 
used.) 

The WUI boundary information gathered at community meetings was digitized and refined WUI 
boundary maps were created for review during the revision and review/comment period.   
 
WUI Caveats 

 The WUI boundary as defined by the community is to be used for assistance in planning 
for forest health related projects and fire safe activities.   

 The WUI boundary is based on current conditions and land use and should be updated as 
needed, using community input and the most current science.   

 The boundary is not intended to be used for community planning such as zoning, building 
codes and subdivision requests.   

 The boundary is not intended to be used by insurance agencies as a means for 
determining rates.   

Revision and Review Process 

Once community meetings had been held and information was gathered we revised maps with 
updated infrastructure information, new proposed project locations, completed project 
information and locations, and Wildland Urban Interface boundaries.  These maps were taken to 
a second round of more targeted meetings held in each of the five Divisions. USFS, CAL Fire, 
BLM, VFD personnel, and some community members were involved in this process.  These 
meetings were aimed at refining the information that was gathered at the community meetings.   

Maps with information from the community meetings (projects, infrastructure data, WUI 
boundaries) were presented for review.  Any additional edits were made to the maps. 

After these meetings, the notes and map entries were compiled and sent back to meeting 
participants to be reviewed for accuracy.   

In order to ensure comparability between meetings, the basic format for all meetings was the 
same. The number of community participants in the meetings was variable, but even where the 
turn out was not large, it included fire professionals with local knowledge and others with an 
active interest in fire management issues.  
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The final draft of the WUI boundary was sent to fire professionals, and local fire departments for 
review and comments.  Feedback was gathered and a final public meeting was hosted by the 
TCFSC on 10-28-2010 to discuss input and finalize the WUI boundary.  
 
The focus of this meeting was to come to consensus on the Wildland Urban Interface definition 
and its purpose in the countywide CWPP.  The GIS layer showing the proposed WUI boundaries 
was displayed and accompanied a description of how they were developed.  The boundaries 
represent the combined work/strategies of the USFS, BLM and CAL FIRE, with local 
communities and fire/fuels professionals further refining the boundaries. The group reviewed the 
issues raised in emails by Tom Walz (SPI) and Mark Lancaster and the responses from Alex 
McBath, Arlen Cravens (USFS) and Nick Goulette (WRTC) and came to consensus regarding 
the following key components considered in the draft boundaries: 
 
 Embedded in the boundary is the concept of 4 different zones as defined by Jack Cohen’s 

work with an emphasis on the first 0.25 miles. 
 These zones are based on infrastructure densities as described in a variety of papers and other 

recent CWPPs.  These will be included in the literature cited. 
 The boundaries take advantage of topographic features; include community water sources 

identified by communities. 
 The purpose of the WUI is to help guide identification of fuels reduction/forest health 

projects, their design and prioritization, recognizing that there always will be more work to 
do than available funding. 

 The WUI boundary needs to be “elastic” with periodic reviews and updates (a 5-year interval 
was recommended). 

 The WUI boundary is simply a spatially explicit tool to help visualize potential strategies for 
reducing wildfire risk to communities and to track progress in meeting the goals of the 
CWPP. 

 
The following description is important to keep in mind with discussing the WUI boundary: 
 
The Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) is a general term derived from the Healthy Forest 
Restoration Act (HFRA) to describe the area where homes and wildland meet.  The 
Federal Register (Region 5. January 4, 2001. Vol. 66, No.3. Pp. 751-754) defines the 
WUI as the “line, area, or zone where structures and other human development meet or 
intermingle with undeveloped wildland or vegetative fuel.”  The WUI boundaries 
established in this Trinity County CWPP Update were developed to help prioritize 
project planning and funding for pre-fire (prevention) projects to help aid in protecting 
communities at risk for wildfire. These boundaries and the progress in implementing 
priority projects will be reviewed regularly, and no less frequently than every 5 years, 
and the WUI boundaries amended as needed to reflect changes in conditions (e.g. new 
land development, recent wildfires, and new infrastructure such as community water 
systems). 
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Project Prioritization  
The goal of this step was to help participants to differentiate among projects selected and identify 
priority areas to focus pre-fire management attention.  In an approach adapted from similar 
participatory prioritization methodologies, categories with which to evaluate proposals were 
defined and then ranked using a matrix approach. 

Originally projects were to be ranked using data showing fire risk and fire hazard, but as the 
analysis moved forward this method proved not to be as accurate across the landscape as hoped 
for.  Data describing fire severity and fire risk varies depending on the managing agency, USFS 
Shasta-Trinity uses different data on public lands when compared to CAL FIRE’s data on private 
lands.  Similarly the data for Southern Trinity, which is mostly Six Rivers National Forest, 
differs from the data available from the Shasta-Trinity National Forest.   

It was decided that the ranking of projects using key factors important to both community 
members and those involved with fire suppression would give a general ranking system 
sufficient for this broad level of planning.  The two factors used are relationship to the Wildland 
Urban Interface and relationship to a previous wildland fire.  The Wildland Urban Interface was 
chosen because projects with closer proximity to communities will benefit those communities 
more closely.  Areas that have experienced previous fire may have a higher resistance to control 
and need consideration to reduce fuels and the effect of a wildland fire, especially if not treated 
for the 5 years immediately following a fire.      

Projects were analyzed and given points ranging from 1-4 depending on their relative position to 
the WUI and previous wildland burn areas.  If a project is completely within the WUI it will 
receive a (4) Four, and similarly if a project is completely within a previous wildland burn area it 
receives a (4) Four.  A project that has more than 50% of its boundary within either of the two 
categories will be given a (3) Three, while a project with less than 50% of the boundary within, 
is given a (2) Two.  These two numbers were then multiplied together to give a total ranking.  
The reason for multiplying rather than adding is to give more of a spread and variation in 
ranking.   

Next Steps  

The data gathered in community meetings remain to be ground-truthed through on-site visits.  If 
there is interest, additional community meetings may be held through Trinity County VFDs.   

 
 
 
 

 Trinity County Community Wildfire Protection Plan Update 2010 24 



V.  Results ‐ Summaries and Recommendations  
Community meetings were held in Burnt Ranch and Willow Creek for the Down River Division; 
in Trinity Center and Coffee Creek for the North Lake Division; in Weaverville, Lewiston, 
Junction City and Douglas City for the Mid-Trinity Division; in Van Duzen and Ruth for the 
South County Division; and in Hayfork, Post Mountain, and  Hyampom for the South Fork 
Division.   

The purpose of the community meetings was to:  

 Educate residents about living in a wildfire environment;  
 Explain the Community Wildfire Protection Plan (CWPP) process; and 
 Gather information about wildfire hazards, resources at risk, fire protection resources, 

and potential hazard reduction projects.  
 

The intended outcomes were: 
 The identification of local concerns and hazard mitigation projects on maps that could be 

used for capturing future project implementation funding; 
 A basic understanding of fire safety and defensible space so that residents would be 

equipped to implement these concepts on their property and throughout their community; 
 A basic understanding of local fire protection services available in each community; and 
 Broad-based community participation in the CWPP process. 

 

The results from the community meetings are summarized in this section.  For each meeting the 
values at risk and activities proposed to protect these values are presented.  A table displaying 
the ranking of proposed projects by category follows.    

Several general recommendations emerged from the meetings that are relevant to the county as a 
whole. These additional recommendations for fire safe activities are also discussed. 

A substantial amount of fire planning information was gathered at these workshops.  The 
community identified fire planning features such as areas proposed for fuels reduction treatment.  
Protection resources were digitized into a GIS database. New maps were produced with the 
information to illustrate all of the fire planning features for review and refinement at the second 
set of workshops. 
 
The second workshops brought community members back together to review the GIS maps 
generated from community input at the first workshop. Participants also continued to add new 
information to the accumulating fire planning data. Following the community meetings, project 
staff and volunteers met in groups and individually with key community members, Forest 
Service and CAL FIRE representatives, and local volunteer fire department personnel to review 
and provide feedback on the evolving community fire planning values and projects. Local fire 
departments also spent time on their own reviewing maps and data.  Based on information and 
feedback generated at the sessions, the fire planning data was further refined. The Wildland 
Urban Interface and planning area boundaries were also further defined and refined during this 
part of the process.  
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Down River  

The Down River meetings were held in  

Willow Creek, Trinity Valley Elementary School Gym 

Burnt Ranch City, Burnt Ranch Elementary School Gym 

 

 

Down River Community Meeting 
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Down River Projects –Ranked based on their relationship to a previous burn and the Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) See page 24 

RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

4 Salyer Landscape Oden Flat Fuels 
Reduction 

DR001   1 4 USFS 

4 Salyer Defensible 
Space 

Rails Road Fuels 
Reduction 

DR002 Homes need defensible space 1 4 PVT 

4 Salyer Landscape Understory Burn 
Maintenance 

DR003 Maintenance of Understory Burn 1 4 USFS 

4 Salyer Landscape Understory Burn 
Maintenance 

DR004 Maintenance of Understory Burn 1 4 USFS 

4 Salyer Landscape Sign Tree Lane 
Fuels Reduction 

DR005 Fuels Reduction 1 4 PVT 

4 Hawkins 
Bar 

Fuel Break Suzie Q Shaded 
Fuel Break 

DR007 Shaded Fuel Break 1 4 PVT 

4 Hawkins 
Bar 

Fuel Break Pony Creek Fuel 
Break 

DR008 Shaded Fuel Break 1 4 PVT/USFS 

4 Hawkins 
Bar 

Fuel Break Wallen Ranch 
Shaded Fuel 
Break 

DR009 Shaded Fuel Break 1 4 PVT/USFS 

4 Hawkins 
Bar 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Fisher Road 
Shaded Fuel 
Break 

DR010 Road Side Fuel Break 1 4 PVT/USFS 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

4 Salyer Landscape Ammonville DR006 Break up continuity, Thin 
Understory 

1 4 PVT 

4 Burnt 
Ranch 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Fuels Reduction 
Project- 05N09 

DR029   1 4 USFS 

4 Burnt 
Ranch 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Fuels Reduction 
Project- 05N09B 

DR028   1 4 USFS 

4 Burnt 
Ranch 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Road Shaded 
Fuel Break- 
05N15 

DR025 Dennis Road 1 4 USFS 

4 Burnt 
Ranch 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Fuels Reduction 
Project- 
05N21/05N09 

DR030   1 4 USFS/PVT 

4 Salyer Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Campbell Ridge 
Road- CO 454 

DR012 Poor ingress/egress-needs 
turnouts 

1 4 Mixed 

4 Hawkins 
Bar 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Coon Crk Road- 
CO 461/462 

DR015   1 4 PVT 

4 Hawkins 
Bar 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Denny Road- CO 
402 

DR013 Access to Trinity Village 
Subdivision 

1 4 PVT/USFS 

4 Burnt 
Ranch 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Dose Road 
Shaded Fuel 
Break 

DR020   1 4 USFS/PVT 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

4 Hawkins 
Bar 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Fire Hall Road- 
CO 456/480 

DR018   1 4 PVT/USFS 

4 Hawkins 
Bar 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Fisher Road- CO 
441 

DR016   1 4 PVT/USFS 

4 Burnt 
Ranch 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Friedrich Road 
Fuels Reduction 
Project- CO 
432/05N17/05N21

DR027   1 4 USFS/PVT 

4 Burnt 
Ranch 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Hennesy Road 
Roadside 
Brushing- CO 435 

DR021   1 4 Mixed 

4 Burnt 
Ranch 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Kaut Road 
Brushing Project- 
CO 434 

DR026   1 4 PVT 

4 Burnt 
Ranch 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Pony Express 
Way Roadside 
Brushing- CO 
452/474/475/476 

DR022   1 4 PVT 

4 Hawkins 
Bar 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Pony Project DR014   1 4 PVT 

4 Salyer Roadside Fuel 
Break 

South Fork Road- 
CO 447 

DR011 Poor ingress/egress-needs 
turnouts 

1 4 TPZ/USFS 

4 Burnt 
Ranch 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Underwood 
Mountain- CO 
417/05N60 

DR024   1 4 PVT/USFS 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

4 Burnt 
Ranch 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Veterens Road 
Brushing Project- 
CO 438 

DR023   1 4 PVT/USFS 

4 Hawkins 
Bar 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Wallen Ranch 
Road- CO 
442/07N04 

DR017   1 4 PVT 
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Mid Trinity  

The Mid Trinity meetings were held in  

Weaverville, Weaverville VFD Fire Hall 

Junction City, Junction City Fire Hall 

Douglas City, Douglas City Fire Hall 

Lewiston, Lewiston Community Center 

 

 

 Mid Trinity Community Meeting, Douglas City Fire Hall 
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Mid Trinity Projects –Ranked based on their relationship to a previous burn and the Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) See page 24 

RANK Community Project Type 
Project 
Name 

Project 
ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

16 Junction 
City 

Landscape   MT009 Partially Burned Trees 4 4 PVT/BLM 

16 Junction 
City 

Other   MT012 Cultural Importance - Helena Town 
Site 

4 4 PVT 

16 Lewiston Landscape   MT015 Heavy Fuels and Snags (Lowden 
Fire 2000) 

4 4 BLM 

16 Douglas 
City 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

CO 
335/337/338 

MT044   4 4 Mixed 

12 Weaverville Landscape   MT035 Glennison Gap, Plantation 
Maintenance 

3 4 Mixed 

12 Weaverville Landscape   MT030 Historic Fires Rd Side/Fuels 
Reduction 

3 4 PVT 

12 Junction 
City 

Defensible 
Space 

  MT004 Scoth Broom also 3 4 PVT 

12 Weaverville Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Hwy 299 MT056 Hwy 299 3 4 Mixed 

8 Junction 
City 

Landscape   MT007 Heavy Fuels - Junction City Park 2 4 TC 
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RANK Community Project Type 
Project 
Name 

Project 
ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

8 Junction 
City 

Other   MT010 Invasive Weeds -Scotch Broom 2 4 PVT 

8 Junction 
City 

Defensible 
Space 

  MT005 Defensible Space Needed 2 4 PVT 

8 Junction 
City 

Defensible 
Space 

  MT001 Poor Access, Defensible Space, 
Unimproved Lots 

2 4 PVT/BLM 

8 Lewiston Landscape   MT014 Brush Field 2 4 Mixed 

8 Douglas 
City 

Defensible 
Space 

  MT027   2 4 PVT 

8 Douglas 
City 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

B Bar K 
Road- CO 
334 

MT052   2 4 Mixed 

8 Lewiston Fuel Break Brown Mtn MT040   2 4 Mixed 

8 Junction 
City 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

CO 413/ 
414/415 

MT037   2 4 PVT 

8 Junction 
City 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

CO 419/420 MT036 Power House/Valdor Road 2 4 BLM/PVT 
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RANK Community Project Type 
Project 
Name 

Project 
ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

8 Lewiston Fuel Break   MT042   2 4 Mixed 

4 Junction 
City 

Landscape   MT008 Heavy Fuels - BLM 1 4 BLM 

4 Junction 
City 

Landscape   MT002 Gompa - Fuels Along Road Etc. 1 4 PVT 

4 Junction 
City 

Defensible 
Space 

  MT003 Acorn Lane - Dead Trees, Elderly 
Couple with Brush 

1 4 PVT 

4 Junction 
City 

Landscape   MT011 Fuels Reduction Needed 1 4 PVT 

4 Junction 
City 

Defensible 
Space 

  MT006 Check for Defensible Space 1 4 PVT 

4 Weaverville Other   MT028 Rx Burn on Private Land (Fuels 
Reduction) 

1 4 PVT 

4 Weaverville Landscape   MT029 Defensible Space High Tree 
Mortality 

1 4 Mixed 

4 Weaverville Defensible 
Space 

  MT031 Homes, diffcult to defend from fire 1 4 PVT/CA 
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RANK Community Project Type 
Project 
Name 

Project 
ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

4 Weaverville Defensible 
Space 

  MT032 No Water, High Density of Homes 1 4 PVT 

4 Weaverville Defensible 
Space 

  MT033 Fuels Reduction/Defensible Space 1 4 PVT 

4 Weaverville Landscape   MT034 Fuels Reduction/ingress-
egress/roads/density 

1 4 PVT 

4 Lewiston Landscape   MT018 Heavy OHV Use 1 4 Mixed 

4 Douglas 
City 

Landscape   MT020 Previous Fire, Heavy Fuels 1 4 BLM 

4 Douglas 
City 

Defensible 
Space 

  MT021 Vitzthum Phase II (Widen Road, 
Pull Outs, Fuels) 

1 4 PVT 

4 Douglas 
City 

Defensible 
Space 

  MT022   1 4 PVT 

4 Douglas 
City 

Defensible 
Space 

  MT023 HIgh Risk - VFD will not respond to 
fire 

1 4 PVT 

4 Douglas 
City 

Defensible 
Space 

  MT024   1 4 PVT 
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RANK Community Project Type 
Project 
Name 

Project 
ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

4 Douglas 
City 

Other   MT025 Heritage Fruit Trees 1 4 BLM 

4 Junction 
City 

Defensible 
Space 

  MT013 Historic Site 1 4 PVT 

4 Lewiston Defensible 
Space 

  MT016   1 4 PVT 

4 Weaverville Roadside Fuel 
Break 

East Branch 
Road 

MT055 1 way in/1 way out/Heavy Fuels 1 4 Mixed 

4 Douglas 
City 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Indian Creek 
Road- CO 
336 

MT051   2 2 Mixed 

4 Junction 
City 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Sky Ranch 
Road- CO 
412 

MT057   1 4 PVT/BLM 

4 Douglas 
City 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Steel Bridge 
Road- CO 
218 

MT047   1 4 Mixed 

4 Junction 
City 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Steiner Flat 
Road- CO 
221 

MT038   1 4 BLM/PVT 

4 Douglas 
City 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Tucker Hill 
Road 

MT053   1 4 Mixed 
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RANK Community Project Type 
Project 
Name 

Project 
ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

4 Douglas 
City 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Union Hill 
Road- CO 
219 

MT046   1 4 Mixed 

4 Lewiston Private Property 
Buffer 

  MT041   1 4 USFS 

4 Douglas 
City 

Fuel Break   MT045   1 4 Mixed 

4 Douglas 
City 

Fuel Break   MT048   1 4 Mixed 

4 Douglas 
City 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

PVT Road MT049   1 4 BLM/PVT 

4 Douglas 
City 

Roadside Fuel 
Break 

CO 176/PVT 
Road 

MT050   1 4 PVT/BLM 

4 Douglas 
City 

Fuel Break   MT054 Fire Line 64 Summit Fire, connet to 
SPI Clear Cut 

1 4 Mixed 

3 Lewiston Defensible 
Space 

  MT017   1 3 PVT 

3 Lewiston Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Deadwood 
Road- CO 
211 

MT039 Deadwood Road 1 3 Mixed 
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RANK Community Project Type 
Project 
Name 

Project 
ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

2 Lewiston Defensible 
Space 

  MT019 International Order of Odd Fellows 1 2 PVT 

2 Lewiston Roadside Fuel 
Break 

Lewiston 
Turnpike- CO 
212 

MT043   1 2 Mixed 

1 Douglas 
City 

Landscape   MT026   1 1 PVT 

 



Middle TrinityMiddle Trinity
Fire InfrastructureFire Infrastructure

µ
Scale:  1 = 300,000

5 0 5 Kilometers

5 0 5 Miles

K D S

Location

TC_CWPP_MT_Fire_Infra_8-5x11.mxd
March 22, 2011

Trinity County Community Wildfire Protection Plan Update 2010 42

!× Fire Station
!¿ USFS Guard Station
!? Gate
!Ô Helicopter Pad
!Õ Repeater
GF Safety Zone
#I Tank Trap
!Ö Telephone
!Ø Water - Engine Fill
!R Water - Fire Hydrant
!(d Water - Pond

Proposed WUI



North Lake 

The North Lake meetings were held in  

Coffee Creek, Coffee Creek Community Center 

Trinity Center, Trinity Center Fire Hall 

 

 

North Lake Community Meeting, Coffee Creek Community Center 
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North Lake Projects –Ranked based on their relationship to a previous burn and the Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) See page 24 

RANK Community 
Project 
Type Project Name 

Project 
ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

12   Roadside 
Fuel Break 

TC 02/TC 11/PVT NL034   3 4 Mixed 

12 Coffee Creek Roadside 
Fuel Break 

37N19Y/37N42Y/37N53 NL020   3 4 Mixed 

8 Coffee Creek Defensible 
Space 

  NL005   2 4 PVT 

8 Coffee Creek Defensible 
Space 

  NL004   2 4 PVT 

8 Covington Mill Roadside 
Fuel Break 

Guy Covington Drive- CO 
160/35N14Y 

NL030   2 4 Mixed 

6 Coffee Creek Roadside 
Fuel Break 

East Side Road- CO 106  NL019   2 3 Mixed 

4 Coffee Creek Landscape   NL003   1 4 USFS 

4 Coffee Creek Defensible 
Space 

  NL001   1 4 PVT 

4 Coffee Creek Landscape   NL002   1 4 USFS 
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RANK Community 
Project 
Type Project Name 

Project 
ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

4 Trinity Center Defensible 
Space 

  NL009   1 4 PVT 

4 Covington Mill Defensible 
Space 

  NL010   1 4 Mixed 

4 Trinity Center Defensible 
Space 

  NL011   1 4 PVT 

4 Coffee Creek 
East 

Landscape   NL007   1 4 USFS/PVT 

4 Coffee Creek Roadside 
Fuel Break 

Carrville Loop- CA 152 NL013   1 4 PVT 

4 Coffee Creek Roadside 
Fuel Break 

Coffee Creek Road- CO 104 NL016   1 4 PVT/USFS 

4 Coffee Creek Roadside 
Fuel Break 

East Fork Road- CO 120 NL022   1 4 PVT/TPZ 

4 Coffee Creek Roadside 
Fuel Break 

Mann Road- CO 131 NL023   1 4 PVT/USFS 

4   Roadside 
Fuel Break 

North Fork Cut Off- CO 124 NL033   1 4 PVT/USFS 
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RANK Community 
Project 
Type Project Name 

Project 
ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

4 Trinity Center Roadside 
Fuel Break 

Rainer Road- CO 
134/35N23Y 

NL028   1 4 USFS 

4   Roadside 
Fuel Break 

PVT Road NL032 150' To Be 
Completed 
June 2010 

1 4 PVT 

4 Trinity Center Roadside 
Fuel Break 

CO 115/35N10 NL027   1 4 Mixed 

4 Trinity Center Roadside 
Fuel Break 

Hwy 3 NL031   1 4 Mixed 

4   Roadside 
Fuel Break 

PVT Road NL035   1 4 PVT/TPZ 

4   Roadside 
Fuel Break 

CO 123/PVT NL036   1 4 TPZ/PVT 

4 Trinity Center Private 
Property 
Buffer 

  NL026   1 4 USFS/PVT 

4 Coffee Creek Private 
Property 
Buffer 

  NL029   1 4 USFS 

4 Coffee Creek Fuel Break   NL017 Work with 
SPI 

1 4 Mixed 
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RANK Community 
Project 
Type Project Name 

Project 
ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

4 Coffee Creek Private 
Property 
Buffer 

  NL012   1 4 USFS 

4 Coffee Creek Private 
Property 
Buffer 

  NL015   1 4 USFS 

4 Coffee Creek Fuel Break   NL018   1 4 TPZ/USFS 

4 Trinity Center Roadside 
Fuel Break 

PVT Road NL024   1 4 TPZ/USFS 

4 Trinity Center Roadside 
Fuel Break 

CO 135/140 NL025   1 4 Mixed 

4 Coffee Creek Roadside 
Fuel Break 

Hwy 3 NL014   1 4 Mixed 

4 Coffee Creek Roadside 
Fuel Break 

37N52/37N52G/PVT NL021   1 4 USFS/PVT 

1 Trinity Center Landscape   NL008 Water 
Source and 
Dispersed 
Camping 

1 1 USFS 

1 Coffee Creek 
East 

Landscape   NL006 Squirrel Flat 1 1 USFS/TPZ 
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South County 

The South County meetings were held in  

Van Duzen Community Center 

Ruth Fire Hall 

 

South County Community Meeting, Van Duzen Community Center 
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South County Projects –Ranked based on their relationship to a previous burn and the Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) See page 24 

RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

12   Fuel Break   SC018   3 4 USFS/PVT 

12   Fuel Break   SC051   3 4 Mixed 

8 Ruth Landscape   SC003 Heavy Brush-Prescribed Fire 
Possibility 

2 4 PVT 

8   Fuel Break   SC010   2 4 PVT/USFS 

8   Fuel Break   SC012   2 4 PVT 

8   Fuel Break   SC017   2 4 USFS/PVT 

8   Fuel Break   SC019   2 4 PVT/USFS 

8   Fuel Break   SC025   2 4 USFS 

8   Fuel Break   SC027   2 4 USFS 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

8   Fuel Break   SC030   2 4 USFS/PVT 

8   Fuel Break   SC068   2 4 PVT/USFS 

8   Defensible 
Space 

  SC069   2 4 PVT 

8 Ruth Roadside Fuel 
Break 

PVT Road SC071 South Fork Mad River Rd 2 4 PVT/USFS 

8 Ruth Roadside Fuel 
Break 

CO 
501/502/511/29N30

SC074 Possible Escape Route 2 4 Mixed 

6   Fuel Break   SC058   2 3 USFS 

6   Fuel Break   SC062   2 3 USFS 

4 Ruth Landscape   SC001 Draw Full of Manzanita 
between 2 houses 

1 4 PVT 

4 Van Duzen Other   SC005 Van Duzen Community Center 1 4 TC 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

4 Van Duzen Other   SC006 Van Duzen School 1 4 TC 

4 Mad River Other   SC004 Community Value Post Office, 
Burger Barn 

1 4 PVT 

4 Ruth Defensible 
Space 

  SC002   1 4 PVT 

4   Fuel Break   SC007   1 4 USFS/PVT 

4   Fuel Break   SC008   1 4 PVT/USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC009   1 4 PVT/USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC011   1 4 PVT/USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC013   1 4 PVT/USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC014   1 4 PVT/USFS 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

4   Fuel Break   SC015   1 4 USFS/PVT 

4   Fuel Break   SC016   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC020   1 4 PVT/USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC021   1 4 PVT/USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC022   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC023   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC024   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC026   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC028   1 4 USFS 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

4   Fuel Break   SC029   1 4 PVT/USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC031   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC032   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC033   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC034   1 4 USFS/PVT 

4   Fuel Break   SC035   1 4 USFS/PVT 

4   Fuel Break   SC041   1 4 PVT 

4   Fuel Break   SC045   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC048   1 4 PVT 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

4   Fuel Break   SC049   1 4 PVT/USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC050   1 4 USFS/TPZ 

4   Fuel Break   SC052   1 4 USFS/PVT 

4   Fuel Break   SC053   1 4 USFS/PVT 

4   Fuel Break   SC056   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC059   1 4 USFS/PVT 

4   Fuel Break   SC061   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC063   2 2 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC064   1 4 USFS 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

4   Fuel Break   SC065   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SC066   1 4 PVT 

4   Fuel Break   SC067   1 4 Mixed 

4 Ruth Roadside Fuel 
Break 

PVT/27N53 SC072 Anna Grace Ln 1 4 PVT/USFS 

4 Ruth Roadside Fuel 
Break 

PVT Road SC073   1 4 PVT 

4 Ruth Roadside Fuel 
Break 

PVT Road SC070 Rodeo Grounds 1 4 PVT 

4 Mad River Roadside Fuel 
Break 

PVT Road SC075 Hastings Tie Road 1 4 PVT 

3   Fuel Break   SC036   1 3 PVT 

3   Fuel Break   SC043   1 3 USFS 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

3   Fuel Break   SC044   1 3 USFS 

3   Fuel Break   SC046   1 3 USFS 

3   Fuel Break   SC047   1 3 USFS/PVT 

3   Fuel Break   SC054   1 3 USFS/TPZ 

3   Fuel Break   SC057   1 3 USFS 

3   Fuel Break   SC060   3 1 USFS 

2   Fuel Break   SC040   1 2 PVT/USFS 

2   Fuel Break   SC055   1 2 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SC037   1 1 PVT 



 Trinity County Community Wildfire Protection Plan Update 2010 60 

 

RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership 

1   Fuel Break   SC038   1 1 PVT 

1   Fuel Break   SC039   1 1 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SC042   1 1 PVT 
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South Fork 

The South Fork meetings were held in  

Hayfork  

Hyampom 

Post Mountain 

 

 

Hayfork Community Meeting, Hayfork Library 
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South Fork Projects –Ranked based on their relationship to a previous burn and the Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) See page 24 

RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership

16 Hyampom Landscape   SF001 Heavy Manzanita Fuels 4 4 USFS 

16   Roadside 
Fuel Break 

Indian Valley Road- 
02N10 

SF056   4 4 USFS 

16   Roadside 
Fuel Break 

Indian Valley Road- 
02N10 

SF044   4 4 USFS 

16 Hyampom Fuel Break   SF010   4 4 TPZ/USFS 

16 Hyampom Private 
Property 
Buffer 

  SF011   4 4 USFS 

16 Hyampom Roadside 
Fuel Break 

03N47 SF014   4 4 USFS 

16 Hyampom Roadside 
Fuel Break 

03N36/03N36E SF019   4 4 USFS 

16 Hyampom Roadside 
Fuel Break 

04N20 SF020   4 4 USFS 

16 Peanut Fuel Break   SF027   4 4 USFS/PVT 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership

16   Fuel Break   SF038   4 4 USFS 

12 Wildwood Landscape   SF007 Heavy Fuels on downside of 
Hwy 36 

3 4 USFS 

12   Roadside 
Fuel Break 

Indian Valley Road- 
02N10 

SF054   3 4 USFS 

12 Hyampom Roadside 
Fuel Break 

Lower South Fork 
Road- CO 311 

SF123   3 4 PVT/USFS 

12 Peanut Roadside 
Fuel Break 

Rattlesnake Road- CO 
353 

SF026   3 4 Mixed 

12 Hyampom Roadside 
Fuel Break 

03N54/CO 327/PVT SF015   3 4 USFS/PVT 

12 Hyampom Roadside 
Fuel Break 

04N13&14/04N20/PVT SF021   3 4 USFS/PVT 

12 Peanut Fuel Break   SF028   3 4 USFS/PVT 

12 Peanut Fuel Break   SF030   3 4 USFS/PVT 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership

12   Fuel Break   SF052   3 4 USFS 

8 Peanut Landscape   SF005   2 4 USFS 

8 Hayfork Landscape   SF003 Tule/McAlexander 2 4 USFS 

8 Hayfork Landscape   SF004 Miners Fire 2 4 USFS/PVT 

8 Hyampom Roadside 
Fuel Break 

St John Road CO- 316 SF023   2 4 USFS/PVT 

8 Hyampom Roadside 
Fuel Break 

PVT Road SF012   2 4 USFS/PVT 

8 Hyampom Roadside 
Fuel Break 

04N09/04N24/PVT SF018   2 4 Mixed 

8 Hyampom Roadside 
Fuel Break 

03N14/PVT SF022   2 4 TPZ/USFS 

8 Hyampom Roadside 
Fuel Break 

03N10/06N01/04N12 SF024   2 4 Mixed 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership

8 Hayfork Fuel Break   SF025 King-Salt Fuel Break 2 4 USFS/PVT 

8 Peanut Fuel Break   SF029   2 4 USFS/PVT 

8   Fuel Break   SF060   2 4 USFS 

8   Fuel Break   SF063   2 4 USFS/PVT 

8   Fuel Break   SF099   2 4 USFS 

8   Fuel Break   SF101   2 4 USFS 

8   Fuel Break   SF103   2 4 USFS 

8   Fuel Break   SF104   2 4 USFS 

8   Fuel Break   SF108   2 4 USFS 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership

8 Hyampom Private 
Property 
Buffer 

  SF121   2 4 USFS 

8 Hyampom Private 
Property 
Buffer 

  SF122   2 4 USFS 

6 Wildwood Landscape   SF006   2 3 Mixed 

6 Hyampom Landscape   SF008 Grassy Flats Watershed 2 3 USFS/PVT 

6 Hyampom Roadside 
Fuel Break 

03N08/03N20/03N21 SF016   2 3 USFS 

6 Hyampom Roadside 
Fuel Break 

03N05/04N03/04N18 SF017   3 2 USFS 

6   Fuel Break   SF057   2 3 USFS 

6   Fuel Break   SF059   2 3 USFS 

6   Fuel Break   SF048   3 2 USFS 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership

4 Trinity 
Pines 

Roadside 
Fuel Break 

Rattlesnake Road- CO 
353 

SF034   1 4 PVT/USFS 

4 Hyampom Roadside 
Fuel Break 

Underwood Mountain 
Road- 05N60/CO 327 

SF124   1 4 USFS 

4 Hyampom Private 
Property 
Buffer 

  SF009   1 4 USFS 

4 Trinity 
Pines 

Roadside 
Fuel Break 

CO 354/02N07 SF031   1 4 USFS/PVT 

4 Trinity 
Pines 

Roadside 
Fuel Break 

PVT Road/30N57 SF032   1 4 PVT/USFS 

4 Trinity 
Pines 

Roadside 
Fuel Break 

FS Road SF033   1 4 USFS 

4 Trinity 
Pines 

Roadside 
Fuel Break 

PVT Road SF035   1 4 PVT/USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF053   4 1 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF061   1 4 USFS 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership

4   Fuel Break   SF062   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF065   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF067   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF086   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF088   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF089   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF090   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF091   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF092   1 4 USFS 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership

4   Fuel Break   SF094   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF095   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF100   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF102   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF105   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF106   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF107   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF109   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF110   1 4 USFS 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership

4   Fuel Break   SF111   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF112   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF113   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF114   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF115   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF116   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF117   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF118   2 2 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF119   2 2 USFS 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership

4   Fuel Break   SF120   2 2 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF037   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF036   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF042   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF043   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF045   1 4 USFS/PVT 

4   Fuel Break   SF046   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF047   1 4 USFS 

4   Fuel Break   SF049   4 1 USFS 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership

4 Trinity Pine Fuel Break   SF125   1 4 USFS 

3 Hyampom Other   SF002 Cultural Importance - Mule 
Bridge 

3 1 USFS 

3   Fuel Break   SF051   3 1 USFS 

3   Fuel Break   SF068   1 3 USFS 

3   Fuel Break   SF074   1 3 USFS 

3   Fuel Break   SF076   1 3 USFS 

3   Fuel Break   SF082   3 1 USFS 

3   Fuel Break   SF085   1 3 USFS 

3   Fuel Break   SF087   3 1 USFS 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership

2 Hyampom Private 
Property 
Buffer 

  SF013   1 2 USFS 

2   Fuel Break   SF064   1 2 USFS 

2   Fuel Break   SF066   1 2 USFS 

2   Fuel Break   SF070   1 2 USFS 

2   Fuel Break   SF071   1 2 USFS 

2   Fuel Break   SF078   1 2 USFS 

2   Fuel Break   SF050   1 2 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SF055   1 1 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SF058   1 1 USFS/PVT 



 Trinity County Community Wildfire Protection Plan Update 2010 76 

 

RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership

1   Fuel Break   SF069   1 1 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SF072   1 1 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SF073   1 1 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SF075   1 1 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SF077   1 1 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SF079   1 1 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SF080   1 1 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SF081   1 1 USFS/PVT 

1   Fuel Break   SF083   1 1 USFS 
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RANK Community Project Type Project Name 
Project 

ID Comment 

Previous 
Burn 
Score 

WUI 
Score Ownership

1   Fuel Break   SF084   1 1 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SF093   1 1 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SF096   1 1 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SF097   1 1 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SF098   1 1 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SF039   1 1 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SF040   1 1 USFS 

1   Fuel Break   SF041   1 1 USFS 
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VI.  County‐Wide Issues and Recommendations           
The following recommendations made in community meetings are relevant to the fire 
management process throughout the county: 

1. Work to integrate fire management planning explicitly into the National Forest 
Management Act mandated planning process on the national forests and across 
jurisdictional boundaries to allow for landscape scale prioritization and implementation 
of pre-fire treatments. Agencies should also look at areas of concern based on their land 
use plans. 

 
2. Immediate areas for coordination include: 

a. Linking the Six Rivers and Shasta-Trinity National Forests’ Road Management 
Plans to ensure that roads critical for access in case of fire are being maintained.   
Further, encourage cooperation among all jurisdictions along any and all 
roadsides to reduce fuels; 

b. Coordinating Six Rivers National Forest and Shasta-Trinity National Forest Fire 
Management and Trinity Alps Wilderness Management Plans; 

c. Identify and publicize for each community safety zones in case of catastrophic 
fire. 

d. Coordination between fire prevention programs or personnel and land 
organizations, and local VFDs to address wild fire issues 

 
3. Coordinate with staff on the Lower Trinity Ranger District, Six Rivers NF on fuels 

reduction treatments.  Projects should take advantage of topographic features, including 
ridgeline shaded fuel breaks, especially those with multiple access points.   

 
4. Considerable expense has gone into plantations and which are neglected.  Existing 

plantations are both important resources and, if untended, fire hazards.  Consider 
proactive thinning and fuels reduction of plantations during their period of greatest 
vulnerability to fire. 

 
5. Encourage the Shasta-Trinity National Forest to keep the water tenders and Fire Fighting 

equipment at local guard stations such as the Big Bar Guard Station and Hyampom Guard 
Station. 

 
6. Continue to expand Volunteer Fire Departments capacities throughout the County. 

 
7. Work with Volunteer Fire Departments to increase needed items such as fire protection 

equipment, community outreach tools, and firefighting water sources (and ensure access). 
 

8. Ensure that the increased amount of fuel resulting from fire, windfall, insect and disease 
outbreaks, and other events, should be used as a factor to focus priority fuel treatments.   
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Additional Recommendations for Fire Safe Activities 
The most frequently recommended methods of pre-fire treatment identified through this process 
were general fuels reduction efforts, followed by shaded fuel break construction and 
maintenance, and stand and plantation thinning.  Recommendations for individual landowners to 
treat their own fuels and for neighborhood groups to work together to reduce fire hazard and 
emergency response problems were also stressed.  In addition to these recommendations 
participants raised several additional issues that are broadly relevant to the area as a whole.   

Participants noted the importance of taking a landscape scale view of fire hazard and the 
importance of maintaining existing fuel breaks.  It was also noted that large accumulations of 
standing dead fuel exist on past burns and that fuels treatments in those areas should be 
considered, especially near communities.  These areas pose an increased Resistance to Control 
(How much time and effort will it take to control a fire).  This issue of was practically stressed in 
the South Fork Division.   

Further we should focus on past burns and consider fuels treatment and maintenance in those 
areas.  We need to maintain our fuel breaks so that they can be used for future fires. We also 
need to know where all of the old fire lines in the area are and figure out a way to make that 
information accessible to firefighters and other people making decisions during fire incidents.  

Specific firefighting techniques were also mentioned such as burnouts.  There is a general dislike 
for burning from below vs. from a ridge top down during a fire event. 
 

Project Suggestions 
Implementing a system of strategic fuel breaks along ridges and roadsides is suggested as an 
extremely productive and agreed upon strategy for creating a more fire-safe community.  
 
It was suggested that efforts be put towards connecting private roads to allow for more than one 
egress.  Specific examples are Farmer Ranch Road and Barker Valley Road in Hayfork.  
 
When preparing an area for a prescribed burn, lop and scatter first and then treat with fire to get 
more thorough results.  
 
It is suggested that SPI be contacted in conjunction with the residents of the Barker Valley 
neighborhood to discuss possible burning operations on SPI land adjacent to that neighborhood. 
(This could potentially be done in conjunction with the Hayfork Neighborhood Protection 
Project that is being run by the WRTC.) 
 
There are some bridges that need signage to indicate their load capacity. After further discussion, 
it is suggested that where possible a ford be rocked into the creek bed and heavy equipment be 
diverted to that crossing during a fire event limiting the stress on infrastructure and the potential 
for a bridge to fail cutting off access completely.  
 
While projects that are strategic are important, it’s also important to adjust a project’s ranking 
based on access, shared funding, diverse objectives, and not just hazard fuels.   
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VII.  Conclusions and Next Steps 

The results of this effort to capture recommendations from Trinity County communities and 
professional fire managers can be used by the FSC to provide the basis for a fire management 
plan for the Trinity County landscape. This draft report will be circulated throughout the county 
for comments that will be incorporated in the final report.  The Fire Safe Council will present 
this report to the Natural Resources Advisory Council and the Trinity County Board of 
Supervisors.  

The Trinity County Board of Supervisors may find this report valuable as it seeks to ensure that 
the voice of the county is heard in public land managers’ decisions about fire management.  
Further it is hoped that the USFS and BLM will find this report useful as they gather community 
input to their fire planning process. The community recommendations may assist the Trinity 
County Planning Department in updating the County’s General Plan Safety Element.  The Fire 
Safe Council including the TCRCD and the WRTC will continue with its fire management 
coordination efforts using the results to systematically promote implementation of the projects 
recommended by the community participants.  Further, it will encourage public land 
management agencies to carry out the necessary pre-work such as National Environmental 
Protection Act (NEPA) Environmental Assessments required before many recommended 
activities can be carried out.  Trinity County VFDs and the FSC may also find the information 
helpful in the next phases of county level coordination of emergency response such as sharing 
equipment to implement projects. 
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Appendix A ‐ Meetings 
Community Meetings 

County Divisions Locations of the 
meetings 

Date of 
Meeting 

Number of 
meetings 

Burnt Ranch 
Elementary School 

gym 

2-10-10 

3-5-10 

2 

Down River 

(including the communities of Salyer, 
Hawins Bar, Burnt Ranch, Big Bar, and 

Willow Creek) 

Trinity Valley 
Elementary School 

cafeteria 

(Willow Creek) 

2-8-10  

3-1-10 

2 

Douglas City Fire 
Hall 

2-16-10 1 

Lewiston 
Community Center 

2-9-10 1 

Weaverville 
Volunteer Fire 

Department 

2-18-10 1 

Mid Trinity 

(including the communities of Douglas City, 
Lewiston, Weaverville, and Junction City)   

 

Junction City 3-3-10 1 

Trinity Center IOOF 
Hall 

3-2-10 1 North Lake 

(including the communities of Coffee Creek, 
Trinity Center, Covington Mill, Lake Forest 

Dr, Long Canyon & surrounding areas) 
Coffee Creek 

Community Center 
2-11-10 1 

Ruth Fire Hall 2-13-10 1 

South County 

(including the communities of Mad River, 
Ruth, Kettenpom, Zenia & surrounding 

areas) 

Van Duzen 
Community Hall 

2-13-10 1 

Hayfork High 
School Library 

3-9-10 

5-19-10 

2 

Hyampom 2-2-10 1 

South Fork 

(including the communities of Hayfork, 
Hyampom, Wildwood, Peanut,  Forest Glen, 

and surrounding areas) 

 
Post Mountain 3-13-10 1 
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Review Committee Meetings 
County divisions Locations of the 

meetings 
Date of 
Meeting 

Number 
of 

meetings 

Burnt Ranch 
Elementary School 

gym 

11-9-10 1 
Down River 

(including the communities of Salyer, 
Hawkins Bar, Burnt Ranch, Big Bar, and 

Willow Creek) 
Trinity Valley 

Elementary School 
cafeteria 

11-8-10 1 

North Lake 

(including the communities of Coffee Creek, 
Trinity Center, Covington Mill, Lake Forest 

Dr, Long Canyon & surrounding areas) 

Trinity Center 
IOOF Hall 

 8-12-10 1 

South County 

(including the communities of Mad River, 
Ruth, Kettenpom, Zenia & surrounding areas) 

Mad River Fire Hall 9-14-10 1 

South Fork 

(including the communities of Hayfork, 
Hyampom, Wildwood, Peanut,  Forest Glen, 

and surrounding areas) 

 

Hayfork Ranger 
Station 

 
 

4-27-10 1 
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Appendix B ‐ Blue Dot Brigade  
 

Join the Blue Dot Brigade 
 
OK, you’ve done the most important things to protect your 
home from wildfire – established 100’ of defensible space, 
provided safe access and turnarounds for firefighters, and 
set up a hydrant or accessible 
water supply. 
 
Would firefighters be able to  
locate your hydrant or water 
supply in the dark or under  
smoky conditions? 
 
Mark your firefighting water  
supply with a blue reflector!  

 

Mark only water supplies that are  
set up specifically for firefighting, such as: 
 

 Hydrants with 2 ½” National Standard male thread 
 Swimming pools or ponds that that can be accessed by a large 

fire engine with a short hose 
 

Don’t mark just any water supply.   
See reverse side for more information.    

Please don’t endanger your firefighters! 
Check with your local VFD to learn what to mark and to obtain free 

blue reflectors. 
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Firefighting Water Supplies 
 

Water is one of the limiting factors in fighting fires.  Having a water tank, swimming 
pool or pond nearby is not enough – the water must be accessible to firefighters.  
Consider this: 
 

1. There are 2 basic types of water sources: draft and pressurized.   
 
2. In most draft systems, the fire engine has to suck water into its pump, 

where it’s pressurized for firefighting.  Draft water sources can be a 
swimming pool, pond or water tank.  Because a fire engine’s suction hose is 
very short, the fire engine must be able to park within 7 feet of the source.  
Both the parking location AND the approach to it must be a hard surface 
capable of holding a 14’ tall, 40,000-pound vehicle.   

 
3. The better choice is a pressurized system, using gravity or a pump.  Gravity 

systems are the most desirable for fire protection, since they can work when 
the power goes out.     

 
In a gravity system, water is stored in an elevated tank or tanks before it is 
needed.  The tank is kept full and water is brought down to a hydrant 
through a large diameter pipe (3” or more).  An elevated tank provides 1 
pound of pressure for every 2.3’ in elevation.  A tank 80’ uphill provides 35 
pounds of pressure – the minimum needed to protect a home from fire.   
 

4. Portable water pumps can be used with tanks, pools, ponds or streams.  
Pumps should be pre-fitted with 1 ½” or 2 ½“ male National Hose pipe 
thread fittings on their discharge sides and must have suction hoses long 
enough to reach the water. 

 
5. Hydrants should be located about 50’ away from your house.  At this 

distance, if the house is on fire, the hydrant can probably still be reached.  
Hydrants must be very sturdy.  Fortify PVC pipe so that it can withstand 
heavy weights and pressures.  Hydrants should be 18-24” high and placed 
4-12’ from any road.  Protect your hydrant from vehicles with barriers, but 
make sure that firefighters can park near it.   

 
6. Install round blue reflectors to guide firefighters to your firefighting water 

supply.  Do not use blue reflectors for any other purpose – this could lead to 
confusion and endanger firefighters. 

 
Abridged from “Water, water everywhere”, Forestland Steward, Summer 2008.  

Published by the CA Forest Stewardship Program.  
http://ceres.ca.gov/foreststeward/pdf/34-Foreststeward-Sum08.pdf.   

Contact your local fire department for more information about firefighting water 
supplies. 
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Appendix C ‐ Firewise Guide to Landscape and Construction  
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Appendix D ‐ Homeowners Checklist 
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Appendix E ‐ Defensible Space 
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Appendix F ‐Acronyms  
 
Alliance California Fire Alliance 

AED Automated External Defibrillator 

BLM Bureau of Land Managment 

BLS Basic Life Support 

Cal Fire/CDF California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 

CHP  California Highway Patrol 

CSD Community Services District 

CWPP 
DOF 

Community Wildfire Protection Program 
Depends on Funding 

EMT Emergency Medical Technician  

FACA Federal Advisory Committee Act 

FLASH Fire-adapted Landscapes and Safe Homes 

FPD Fire Protection District 

FRA Federal Responsibility Area 

FRAP Fire and Resource Assessment Program 

FSC Fire Safe Council 

GIS Geographic Information System 

HazMat Hazardous Materials 

HFRA Healthy Forests Restoration Act 

LAL Lightning Activity Level 

LOS Level of Service 

LT Long Term 

MOU Memorandum of Understanding 

MFPP Master Fire Protection Plan 

MTWA Mainstem Trinity Watershed Analysis  

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act 

NF National Forest 

NFPA National Fire Protection Association  

OES 
OG 

Office of Emergency Services 
Ongoing 

OSHA Occupational Safety and Health Administration 
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PPE Personal Protective Equipment 

RAC Resource Advisory Committee 

RTE Route 

SAFE Safe Alternatives for the Environment 

SR State Route 

SRA State Responsibility Area 

SRNF Six Rivers National Forest 

ST Short Term 

TCRCD Trinity County Resource Conservation District  

TCS Traffic Accidents 

USFS United States Forest Service 

USDA  United States Department of Agriculture 

VFD Volunteer Fire Department 

VMP Vegetation Management Program  

WCK Willow Creek 

WRTC Watershed Research and Training Center  

WUI Wildland Urban Interface 
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Appendix G ‐ Glossary  

Apparatus:  Fire apparatus includes various types of firefighting vehicles.  For the purposes of the 
Humboldt County Master Fire Protection Plan, fire apparatus includes wildland fire engines, 
rescue vehicles, ladder and aerial trucks, engines, and water tenders. 

Aspect:  The compass direction toward which a slope faces.  

Automatic Aid Agreement:  An agreement between two or more agencies whereby the 
agencies are automatically dispatched simultaneously to predetermined types of emergencies 
in predetermined areas.  

Benefit Assessment:  An assessment of taxes levied on the property owners in a district who enjoy 
a “special benefit”.  Proposition 218 establishes a strict definition of "special benefit." For the 
purposes of all assessment acts, special benefit means "a particular and distinct benefit over 
and above general benefits conferred on real property located in the district or the public at 
large. General enhancement of property value does not constitute 'special benefit.'" In a 
reversal of previous law, a local agency is prohibited by Proposition 218 from including the cost 
of any general benefit in the assessment apportioned to individual properties. Assessments are 
limited to those necessary to recover the cost of the special benefit provided the property. 

Brush:  A collective term that refers to stands of vegetation dominated by shrubby, woody plant, 
or low-growing trees.  

Brushfire:  A fire burning in vegetation that is predominantly shrubs, brush, and scrub growth.  

Community at Risk.  Wildland interface (see definition below) communities in the vicinity of 
Federal lands that are at high risk from wildfire.  (See list in Federal Register, January 4, 2001). 

 CSD:  Community Services District. CSDs are sometimes called “junior cities” and are 
authorized under §61000 of the Government Code.  CSDs can provide a broad range of 
municipal services including fire protection to unincorporated areas.  CSDs are governed 
by a five member elected Board of Directors and receive revenue from taxes and fees.  
In cases where a CSD is responsible for fire protection in Humboldt County, services are 
provided by a volunteer fire department with facilities and funding provided by the CSD. 

Dead Fuels:  Fuels with no living tissue in which moisture content is governed almost entirely by 
atmospheric moisture (relative humidity and precipitation), dry-bulb temperature, and solar 
radiation.  

Debris Burning:  Any fire originally set for the purpose of clearing land or for burning rubbish, 
garbage, range, stubble, or meadow burning.  

Defensible Space:  An area, either natural or manmade, where material capable of causing a 
fire to spread has been treated, cleared, reduced, or changed in order to provide a barrier 
between an advancing wildland fire and the loss to life, property, or resources. In practice, 
defensible space is defined as an area with a minimum of 100 feet around a structure that is 
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cleared of flammable brush or vegetation. Distance from the structure and the degree of fuels 
treatment vary with vegetation type, slope, density, and other factors.  

Detection:  The act or system of discovering and locating fires.  

Direct Attack: Any treatment of burning fuel, such as by wetting, smothering, or chemically 
quenching the fire or by physically separating burning from unburned fuel.  

Direct Protection Area: Fire protection responsibility areas as delineated for state, federal, and 
local agencies. 

Dispatch:  The implementation of a command decision to move a resource or resources from 
one place to another.  

Extreme Fire Behavior:  "Extreme" implies a level of fire behavior characteristics that ordinarily 
precludes methods of direct control action. One or more of the following is usually involved: 
 high rate of spread, prolific crowning and/or spotting, presence of fire whirls, strong convection 
column. Predictability is difficult because such fires often exercise some degree of influence on 
their environment and behave erratically and/or dangerously.  

Federal Responsibility Area: Areas within which a federal government agency has the financial 
responsibility of preventing and suppressing fires (see also State Responsibility Area and Local 
Responsibility Area). 

Fine (Light, Flash) Fuels: Fast-drying fuels, generally with a comparatively high surface area-to-
volume ratio, which are less than ¼-inch in diameter and have a time-lag constant of one hour 
or less. These fuels readily ignite and are rapidly consumed by fire when dry.  

Fire Behavior:  The manner in which a fire reacts to the influences of fuel, weather, and 
topography.  Common terms used to describe behavior include: smoldering, creeping, running, 
spotting, torching, and crowning. 

Fire Hazard:  What will happen when a fire occurs based on fuel loading, resistance to control, 
vegetation types, etc.  A high hazard is indicated by dens, flammable vegetation, e.g. thickets 
of second growth, untreated plantations, and brush fields. 

Fire Management Plan (FMP):  A strategic plan that defines a program to manage wildland and 
prescribed fires.  The plan is supplemented by operational plans such as preparedness plans, 
preplanned dispatch plans, prescribed fire plans, and prevention plans.  

Fire Regime:  The combination of fire frequency, predictability, intensity, seasonality, and size 
characteristics of fire in a particular ecosystem. 

Fire-Return Interval: The number of years between two successive fire events at a specific site or 
an area of a specified size.  

Fire Risk:  The Likelihood of a fire starting based on slope, position, past history of lightening strikes, 
places near recreational populations 
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Fire Safe:  Action(s) that moderate the severity of a fire hazard to a level of "acceptable risk".  In 
a broader context this term describes the state of lessened severity or action(s) that moderate 
the severity of a fire hazard or risk, while protecting structures and surrounding property from fire, 
whether fire is inside the structure or is threatening the structure from exterior sources. 

Fire Season:  1) Period(s) of the year during which wildland fires are likely to occur, spread, and 
affect resource values sufficient to warrant organized fire management activities.   2) A legally 
enacted time during which burning activities are regulated by state or local authority.  

Fire Severity:  The effect of fire on plants.  It is dependant on intensity and residence of the burn. 
An intense fire may not necessarily be severe. For trees, severity is often measured as 
percentage of basal area removed. 

Fire Safe Standards:  Standards adopted by ordinance for the purpose of establishing a set of 
standards that will result in fire safe development within a specified area. 

Firewise: An interagency program designed to encourage local solutions for wildfire safety by 
involving homeowners, community leaders, planners, developers, firefighters, and others in the 
effort to protect people and property from the risk of wildfire (www.firewise.org).   

FPD:  Fire Protection District. Districts authorized under §13800 of the California Health and Safety 
Code to provide fire protection and emergency medical services.  Fire Protection Districts are 
generally governed by a five member elected Board of Directors. 

Fuel:  Combustible material. Includes vegetation such as grass, leaves, ground litter, plants, 
shrubs, and trees that feed a fire. (See Surface Fuels.)  

Fuel Bed:  An array of fuels usually constructed with specific loading, depth and particle size to 
meet experimental requirements; also commonly used to describe the fuel composition in 
natural settings.  

Fuel-break:  A natural or constructed barrier used to stop or check fires that may occur, or to 
provide a control line from which to work.  

Fuel Load:  The amount of available and potentially combustible material, usually expressed as 
tons/acre. 

Fuel Loading:  The volume of fuel present expressed quantitatively in terms of weight of fuel per 
unit area.  

Fuel Moisture (Fuel Moisture Content):   The quantity of moisture in fuel expressed as a 
percentage of the weight when fuel is thoroughly dried at 212 degrees Fahrenheit.  

Fuel Reduction:  Manipulation (including combustion and/or removal of fuels) to reduce the 
likelihood of ignition and/or to lessen potential damage and resistance to control.  

Fuel Type:  An identifiable association of fuel elements of a distinctive plant species, form, size, 
arrangement; or other characteristics that will cause a predictable rate of fire spread or difficulty 
of control under specified weather conditions.  
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Ground Fuel:  All combustible materials below the surface litter (including duff, tree or shrub 
roots, punchy wood, peat, and sawdust) that normally support a glowing combustion without 
flame.  

Hazard Reduction:  Any treatment of a hazard that reduces the threat of ignition and fire 
intensity or rate of spread.  

Hazardous Fuels Reduction:  Any treatment that reduces the amount of hazardous fuels. 

Healthy Forests Restoration Act (HFRA):  A portion of the 2003 President’s Healthy Forests Initiative 
intended to reduce hazardous fuels on public and private lands.  Establishes Community Wildfire 
Protection Plans and sets standards for those plans. 

Heavy Fuels: Fuels of large diameter (such as snags, logs, and large limb wood) that ignite and 
are consumed more slowly than flash (fine, light) fuels.  

Home Ignition Zone: This zone principally determines the potential for home ignitions during a 
wildland fire; it includes a house and its immediate surroundings within 100 to 150 feet. 

Ignition Management: A program that includes fire prevention program activities that are aimed 
at preventing the ignition of wildland fires and/or reducing damage from fires. Components 
include law enforcement, public education, engineering, fuels modification, and fire-safe 
planning. 

Incident:  A human-caused or natural occurrence, such as wildland fire, that requires 
emergency service action to prevent or reduce the loss of life or damage to property or natural 
resources. Incident management teams also handle other non-fire emergency response, 
including tornadoes, floods, hurricanes, earthquakes, and other disasters or large events.  

Initial Attack:  The actions taken by the first resources to arrive at a wildfire in order to protect 
lives and property and prevent further extension of the fire.  

Interface Community.  (Defined in the Federal Register, January 4, 2001) The Interface 
Community exists where structures directly abut wildland fuels.  There is a clear line of 
demarcation between residential, business, and public structures and wildland fuels.  Wildland 
fuels do not generally continue into the developed area. The development density for an 
interface community is usually three or more structures per acre, with shared municipal services. 
Fire protection is generally provided by a local government fire department with the 
responsibility to protect the structure from both an interior fire and an advancing wildland fire. 
An alternative definition of the interface community emphasizes a population density of 250 or 
more people per square mile. 

Intermix Community:  (Defined in the Federal Register, January 4, 2001) The Intermix Community 
exists where structures are scattered throughout a wildland area. There is no clear line of 
demarcation; wildland fuels are continuous outside of and within the developed area. The 
development density in the intermix ranges from structures very close together to one structure 
per 40 acres. Fire protection districts funded by various taxing authorities normally provide life 
and property fire protection and may also have wildland fire protection responsibilities. An 
alternative definition of intermix community emphasizes a population density of between 28–250 
people per square mile. 
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Ladder Fuels:  Fuels which provide vertical continuity between strata and allow fire to carry from 
surface fuels into the crowns of trees or shrubs with relative ease. They help initiate and assure 
the continuation of crowning.  

Large Fire:   

1) Cal Fire defines a fire burning more than 300 acres as a large fire.   

 2) A fire burning with a size and intensity such that its behavior is determined by 
interaction between its own convection column and weather conditions above the 
surface.  

Level-of-service standard (LOS standard):  Quantifiable measures against which services being 
delivered by a service provider can be compared.  Standards based upon recognized and 
accepted professional and county standards, while reflecting the local situation within which 
services are being delivered.  Levels-of-service standards for fire protection may include 
response times, personnel per given population, and emergency water supply. LOS standards 
can be used to evaluate the way in which fire protection services are being delivered, for use in 
countywide fire planning efforts.  

Light Fuels: See Fine Fuels.  

Litter:  Top layer of the forest, scrubland, or grassland floor, directly above the fermentation layer, 
composed of loose debris of dead sticks, branches, twigs, and recently fallen leaves or needles, 
little altered in structure by decomposition.  

Live Fuels:  Living plants, such as trees, grasses, and shrubs, in which the seasonal moisture 
content cycle is controlled largely by internal physiological mechanisms, rather than by external 
weather influences.  

Local Agency:  Pursuant to Government Code §56054 means a city, county, or district.  For the 
purposes of the Fire Plan, a Local Agency refers to a city or special district that provides fire 
protection. 

Local Responsibility Area:  Lands in which the financial responsibility of preventing and 
suppressing fires is primarily the responsibility of the local jurisdiction.   

Mutual Aid Agreement:  A reciprocal aid agreement between two or more agencies that 
defines what resources each will provide to the other in response to certain predetermined 
types of emergencies.  Mutual aid response is provided upon request.  

National Fire Protection Association (NFPA):  An international non-profit organization whose 
mission is to reduce the worldwide burden of fire and other hazards on the quality of life by 
providing and advocating scientifically-based consensus codes and standards, research, 
training and education. 

Peak Fire Season:  That period of the fire season during which fires are expected to ignite most 
readily, to burn with greater than average intensity, and to create damage at an unacceptable 
level. 
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Personal Protective Equipment (PPE): Equipment and clothing used and worn by all firefighting 
personnel in order to mitigate the risk of injury from, or exposure to, hazardous conditions 
encountered while working.   

Structure PPE, or Bunker Gear, includes NFPA/OSHA compliant helmet, goggles, hood, 
coat, pants, boots, gloves, pocket tools, and Self Contained Breathing Apparatus. 

Wildland PPE includes 8-inch laced leather boots with lug soles, fire shelter, hard hat with 
chin strap, goggles, ear plugs, aramid shirts and trousers, leather gloves, and individual 
first aid kits.    

Prescribed Fire: A fire ignited under known conditions of fuel, weather, and topography to 
achieve specific objectives.   

Prevention: Activities directed at reducing the incidence of fires.  Include public education, law 
enforcement, personal contact, and reduction of fuel hazards.  

Resistance to Control: How much time and effort it will take to control a fire, can be based on 
flame length, heat per unit (BTU), fuel loading and arrangement, vegetation type and slope 

Stand-Replacing Fire:  A fire that kills most or all of the trees in a section of forest. 

State Responsibility Area: Defined in California Public Resources Code § 4125 – 4127 as lands in 
which the financial responsibility of preventing and suppressing fires is primarily the responsibility 
of the state.  State Responsibility Areas are defined by code:  

§ 4126.  The board shall include within state responsibility areas all of the following lands: 
  (a) Lands covered wholly or in part by forests or by trees producing or capable of 
producing forest products.  
   (b) Lands covered wholly or in part by timber, brush, undergrowth, or grass, whether of 
commercial value or not, which protect the soil from excessive erosion, retard runoff of 
water or accelerate water percolation, if such lands are sources of water which is 
available for irrigation or for domestic or industrial use.     
   (c) Lands in areas which are principally used or useful for range or forage purposes, 
which are contiguous to the lands described in subdivisions (a) and (b). 
 
§ 4127.  The board shall not include within state responsibility areas any of the following 
lands: 
   (a) Lands owned or controlled by the federal government or any agency of the federal 
government. 
   (b) Lands within the exterior boundaries of any city, except a city and county with a 
population of less than 25,000 if, at the time the city and county government is 
established, the county contains no municipal corporations. 
   (c) Any other lands within the state which do not come within any of the classes which 
are described in Section 4126. 

Structure Fire:  Fire originating in and burning any part or all of any building.  

Suppression:  All the work of extinguishing or containing a fire, beginning with its discovery.  
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Surface Fuels:  Loose surface litter on the soil surface, normally consisting of fallen leaves or 
needles, twigs, bark, cones, and small branches that have not yet decayed enough to lose their 
identity; also grasses, forbs, low and medium shrubs, tree seedlings, heavier branchwood, 
downed logs, and stumps interspersed with or partially replacing the litter.  

Vegetation Type:  A standardized description of vegetation.  The type is based on the dominant 
plant species and the age of the forest. It also indicates how moist a site may be and how much 
fuel is likely to be present. 

Wildland Agency:  Any federal, tribal, state, or county government organization participating in 
wildland fire protection with jurisdictional responsibilities.  

Wildland Fire:  Any non-structure fire, other than prescribed fire, that occurs in the wildland.  

Wildland-Urban Interface (WUI):  The zone where structures and other human developments 
meet, or intermingle with, undeveloped wildlands. 

Woody biomass: Trees and woody plants, including limbs, tops, needles, leaves, and other 
woody parts, grown in a forest, woodland, or rangeland environment, that are the by-products 
of management, including restoration and hazardous fuel reduction treatments. 
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Appendix H –Trinity County Resolution on National Forest Fuels and 
Vegetation Ordinance, and associated documents  
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