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YREKA GREENWAY 

MASTER PLAN UPDATE 
 
 
I  INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND 

 
A) History 

The Yreka Creek Greenway Committee is a citizens organization that has been working to 
restore the Creek for over ten years. The Committee produced the Yreka Creek Master Plan in 
1989, with goals of enhanced fish habitats, educational and interpretive opportunities, and 
recreation utilization.  Funding for the original Master Plan was provided by the City of Yreka, the 
Siskiyou County Fish and Game Commission and Pacific Power.  The City was designated as 
lead agency, with planning to begin immediately following the adoption of the Master Plan.  
Project implementation was to occur over the next four years. 

A Master Interpretive Plan was completed in 1990, and incorporated into the Master Plan in 1993.  
The Interpretive Plan was intended to outline educational themes associated with the watershed 
ecology of the Yreka Creek Greenway and the resources of Yreka Creek, and to identify the best 
locations for viewing these aspects.  Since its adoption, the Yreka Creek Greenway Master Plan 
has become an integrated element of the Shasta Watershed Restoration Plan and the City of 
Yreka General Plan. 

The original Master Plan has been in need of significant updating due to the current proposed 
listings of various anadromous stocks, and the need for compliance with state water quality 
standards and development of Total Maximum Daily Loads1 (TMDLS) for the Shasta sub-basin.  
By updating the 10-year old plan, the Committee can take advantage of new information, the 
availability of GIS tools, and can incorporate new objectives the Committee has developed.  A 
new updated plan will increase public awareness of restoration needs, increase emphasis on in-
stream aquatic habitat restoration, and prioritize specific projects and restoration opportunities.  
However, just one demonstration project area, or even several similar enhancement projects will 
not have a major impact on either the water quality or flood storage capacity of the floodplain.  
The major impacts will be achieved as the elements identified in this plan are implemented 
throughout the Yreka Creek Greenway system.  Also, as watersheds and drainage basins do not 
recognize political boundaries, an opportunity arises for a regional commitment to protect stream 
ecosystems, increase flood storage capacity and improve water quality.  The conservation intent 
of this Master Plan would naturally extend to the city’s entire Yreka Creek watershed, including 
Greenhorn Creek, Humbug Creek, and Juniper Creek.  

B) Purpose and Background 

The Yreka Creek Greenway lies completely within the city limits of Yreka, California, and is 
comprised approximately 4-1/2 miles of Yreka Creek and Greenhorn Creek.  Yreka Creek flows 
south to north and Greenhorn Creek flows west to east.  The location of the project is the Yreka 
Creek Corridor from the Belle Avenue neighborhood park at the south limits to the City 
Corporation Yard at the North I-5 Interchange, approximately 4 miles.  The spur of Greenhorn 
Creek from the dam to the confluence with Yreka Creek, approximately ½ mile, is also included. 

Yreka Creek comprises about ten percent of the Shasta River basin and is the first significant 
tributary to the Shasta mainstem.  A portion of the anadromous steelhead entering the Shasta 
system use Yreka Creek as spawning and juvenile rearing habitat. Four miles of Yreka Creek 
flows through the City of Yreka, which is the largest urban area in the Shasta River watershed 
                                                 
1 The goal of a TMDL is to determine the amount (or load) of a pollutant that a body of water can 
receive and still support its beneficial uses 
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and the county seat of Siskiyou County.  As a result, the lower portion of Yreka Creek is a highly 
visible and public watershed in the Shasta Basin, having both local and regional importance. 

In the past, heavy rains have caused Yreka Creek to rise well above its stream banks.  
Businesses and private residences along the creek have incurred damages due to flooding.  
These incidents, though infrequent, drive home the importance of flood hazard mitigation and the 
necessity of a buffer zone along Yreka Creek.  Buffer zones, such as preserved and maintained 
greenway corridors, are known for their potential to reduce the risk of property damage from 
future floods. 

Other undesirable conditions along Yreka Creek include those associated with seasonal transient 
occupation, and the disposal of a wide variety of refuse. 

The purpose of this Master Plan is to support the existing goals and objectives developed by the 
Yreka Greenway Steering Committee and to develop recommendations to guide the development 
and prioritization of greenway projects along Yreka Creek.  In order to accomplish this, the study 
must accurately gauge citizen wants and needs, and establish a hierarchy of trail segments, 
habitat and flood plain restoration according to location, purpose, availability and need.  The 
desired outcome is the creation of a cohesive plan for the development of trails system that 
establishes links between neighborhoods and recreation opportunities, provides an alternative 
transportation mode, and supports remediation of the detrimental effects of industry and neglect 
in the Yreka Creek corridor. 
 

C) Project Goals and Objectives 

Goals 

The following goals were developed by the Yreka Greenway Steering Committee, and are 
supported in this update of the Yreka Creek Greenway Master Plan. 

• To enhance Yreka Creek’s capability as an anadromous fish (Salmon and 
Steelhead) stream 

• To provide educational opportunities regarding the values of aquatic and 
streamside resources 

• To provide an additional recreational opportunity with the community that 
enhances both quality of life and tourism. 

Objectives 

The following objectives were identified in the original Master Plan and have been re-evaluated 
and examined in this update of the Yreka Creek Greenway Master Plan. 

• Fisheries habitat improvement 
• Education and interpretation relating to the fishery 
• Recreation 
• Law enforcement and security 
• Land easement acquisition 

D) Benefits 

The ecology of Yreka Creek is not limited to its biological elements.  In this document, the term 
“ecological”, in fact, refers to the aggregation of biological, physical (hydrologic) and social 
components of the influence area.  The Yreka Creek Greenway project supports and enhances 
all three. 

Biological Benefits 

Yreka Creek maintains populations of Fall Chinook salmon, Coho salmon (a threatened species), 
winter and summer steelhead, and resident trout.  The creek needs to be healthy, shaded, and 
have cool temperatures in order to support fish and other wildlife.  Preservation of Yreka Creek is 
necessary to protect the integrity of the entire watershed. Establishing a restored greenway 
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corridor along Yreka Creek will improve the ecological health and long-term sustainability of both 
Yreka Creek and the Shasta River. 

Hydrologic Benefits 

Hydrologic benefits will be realized by implementing measures to reduce velocity and erosion 
along Yreka Creek during flood events.  Pool development for fish populations would also serve 
to detain storm water.  Increasing vegetation along the channel bottom and banks, and 
developing adjacent wetlands would retard erosion, reduce runoff and creek velocities during 
storm events, and provide non-point source pollution treatment for small storm events.  In urban 
areas, small storm events often carry the highest concentration of pollutants, though not the 
largest quantities. 
 

Social Benefits 

Through their votes, thousands of Americans have said 'yes' to preserving open spaces, 
greenways, farmlands and other important habitat.  During the 1998 election, voters in 44 states 
approved over 150 conservation-related ballot initiatives.  Trails and greenways provide what 
many Americans seek - close-to-home recreational areas, community meeting places, historic 
preservation, educational experiences, natural landscapes and beautification.  Both trails and 
greenways help communities build pride by ensuring that their neighborhoods are good places to 
live, so that children can safely walk or bike to a park, school, or to a neighbor's home.  Trails and 
greenways help make communities more attractive and friendly places to live. 

Trails and greenways have the power to connect us to our heritage by preserving historic places 
and by providing access to them. They can give people a sense of place and an understanding of 
the enormity of past events.  Yreka Creek has played an important role in the activities and 
economies of the people living here, from prehistoric Native American habitation, to the area’s 
1851 gold rush and through today.  Many of the current residents of Yreka recall playing in and 
along the banks of Yreka Creek as children.  The greenway project provides an excellent 
opportunity for community education and awareness of the historical events that have shaped our 
community, resulting in a heightened sense of belonging and community pride. 

Many people realize exercise is important for maintaining good health in all stages of life; 
however many do not regularly exercise. The U.S. Surgeon General estimates that sixty percent 
of American adults are not regularly active and another 25% are not active at all.2  Trails and 
greenways provide a safe, inexpensive avenue for regular exercise for people living in rural, 
urban and suburban areas.  In a speech given on June 5, 2004, Secretary of the Interior Gale A. 
Norton stated, "Our efforts to promote trails for health and recreation are part of a larger 
partnership initiated by President Bush.  These partnerships are using the vast interconnected 
outdoor recreation network of federal, state and local lands and waters as a resource that can 
help provide inexpensive, enjoyable exercise for all Americans.  By promoting the importance of 
recreational activities and physical fitness opportunities on our public lands and waters, we 
encourage Americans to stay active and healthy while enjoying the outdoors." 
Trails and greenways provide countless opportunities for economic renewal and growth.  Tourism 
and recreation-related spending are just two of the ways trails and greenways positively impact 
community economies.  In a 1992 study, the National Park Service estimated the average 
economic activity associated with three multi-purpose trails in Florida, California and Iowa was 

                                                 
2 Physical Activity and Health: A Report of the Surgeon General, U.S. Department of Health and 
Human Services, 1996 
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$1.5 million annually.3   According to a study conducted by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 
birdwatchers spend over $5.2 billion annually.4 

A National Park Service study revealed the total economic impact of a trail involves a combination 
of new trail-related jobs and the expansion of existing businesses related to travel, equipment, 
clothes, food, souvenirs and maps.  Trails can even have a direct impact on a community's ability 
to attract jobs.  Many companies seeking to relocate or establish a corporate headquarters have 
cited the availability of trails as a significant factor in their decision to choose one locale over 
another. 

In 2002, a survey of 2,000 recent home buyers was co-sponsored by the National Association of 
Home Builders and the National Association of Realtors.  The survey asked about the 
"importance of community amenities," and trails came in second only to highway access.  Those 
surveyed could check any number of the 18 amenities, and 36 percent picked walking, jogging or 
biking trails as either "important" or "very important." Sidewalks, parks, and playgrounds ranked 
next in importance.  In other nationwide studies, development projects near or adjacent to trails 
show property values increase from 1% – 6% over properties further removed from trail locations. 

Trails are proving to be safe from crime. Trail users displace abusers. Trail improvements 
generally facilitate improved access for police presence in those areas. In some instances this is 
the first time the police can easily access these areas on a regular basis. 

As the trails and greenways movement continues to grow, trails - particularly urban trail and 
greenway systems - cross barriers and borders, whether they are jurisdictional, cultural or 
political. 

 

E) Process Overview 

The master planning process was structured in five phases; analyze data, understand the issues,  
generate ideas, identify plan and implementation strategies, and gain final approval. 

In the analysis phase, the inventory and evaluation of existing conditions, plans, procedures, 
facts, and initial public comment took place. The purpose of this phase was to: 

• Begin a mailing and email list 
• Review the current status of existing trail documents, mapping, and brochures 
• Review current planning documents, both within and outside Yreka 
• Review current status of trail and signage 
• Identify City staff issues and ideas through review of existing and previous 

documents, and meetings between the consultant and City planning staff 
Understanding the issues included the identification of additional concerns, facts, needs, ideas, 
opportunities and constraints leading to a clear understanding of how the Yreka Creek Greenway 
system currently functions, and revisiting the guiding vision, goals and objectives for how the 
system will function in the future. The purpose of this phase was to: 

• Produce a comprehensive picture of issues, facts, needs and ideas that affect Yreka 
Creek’s greenway and trail system, gathered from community input and through 
research of similar projects 

• Determine if the project’s guiding themes and goals continue to be relevant and 
representative of the public’s vision, desires, and direction 

                                                 
3 . The Impacts of Rail-Trails, A Study of Users and Nearby Property Owners from Three Trails, 
National Park Service, Rivers, Trails and Conservation Assistance Program, 1992. 
4 Economic Impacts of Protecting Rivers, Trails and Greenway Corridors, National Park Service, 
Rivers, Trails and Conservation Assistance Program, 4th edition, 1995. 

 



5 

• Document specific opportunities and constraints 
• Share this information at a public open house and a presentation to the Yreka City 

Council and the Siskiyou County Planning Commission 

In the ideation phase involved the review of all existing and potential greenway/trail segments 
along Yreka Creek within the extents identified in the original Master Plan, leading to an updated 
plan and a process for identifying specific improvement projects. The purpose of this phase was 
to: 

• Further refine goals and objectives 
• Develop segment feasibility attributes 
• Evaluate trail segment suitability and develop a segment feasibility map 
• Identify a trail feasibility hierarchy 
• Use the trail segment hierarchy as a basis for applying the owner-agency’s existing 

trail standards to each recommended segment 
• Develop a project prioritization methodology 

The implementation phase included production of a recommended greenway and trails plan with 
implementation and staging strategies. 
 

F) Public Involvement Summary 

Based on information in the original Master Plan, the Yreka Greenway Steering Committee 
contacted all of the landowners along the Greenway corridor via letter, telephone and personal 
visits during the summer and autumn of 1988.  Support, issues, and concerns of private 
landowners were noted by the Committee.  Those landowners were later invited to a special 
meeting of the Steering Committee to review the Draft Master Plan on April 3, 1989.  Following 
that meeting the Steering Committee chairman and the consultant visited several with landowners 
at their properties to discuss details of the plan.  Since 1988, there has been significant 
opportunity for changes in land ownership and public sentiment.  The number of adjoining 
properties who have granted easements along Yreka Creek should be identified and mapped. 

Continued public input and participation is critical to the ongoing success of the greenway 
development, which is anticipated to carry through for years to come.  It is strongly recommended 
that the public be enjoined to take part more fully through a variety of interactive and participatory 
means.  Focus groups, open houses, workshops, meetings, and even informal get-togethers can 
provide opportunities for direct input and creative ideas at crucial points in the process.  A 
monthly newsletter, a Yreka Creek Greenway link from the Yreka Chamber of Commerce Web 
site, and the local media could assist in the dissemination of information and announcements of 
upcoming meetings and greenway-related activities.  Participation opportunities are available for 
all who are interested, and the greenway project will only be enhanced by the involvement of a 
broad spectrum of the area population. 

 
II.  EXISTING CONDITIONS 

The stream and riparian context of Yreka Creek and Lower Greenhorn Creek have been 
drastically altered by agriculture, mining, and urbanization.  Mining was a predominant activity in 
and near the creek for approximately 100 years.  A 1944 aerial photograph of Yreka shows 
extensive dredger tailings in Yreka Creek from Butcher Hill to Sharps Road and up Greenhorn 
Creek.  Mining activities, later reclamation of the dredger tailings, and commercial and residential 
development along the creek have filled, straightened, and channelized the natural alignment of 
the creek.  The development of the City of Yreka, Highway 99 (later Main Street), and Interstate 5 
have all encroached upon Yreka Creek.  The meandering alignment of a natural creek system is 
present only for a small segment south of the Yreka Junction Shopping Center, where it flows 
through pastures and farm fields.  A significant amount of the natural streamside environment, 
trees, shrubs and riparian vegetation has been eliminated by the impacts of agricultural, mining. 
freeway construction, and urbanization. 
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The creeks have been armored with rip-rap in earlier attempts to reduce the effects of periodic 
flooding, mainly utilizing broken concrete from infrastructure rehabilitation projects.  Very little of 
the channel armoring has been constructed using native boulders.  Many segments of the creek 
channel have steep, unprotected earth banks with no rip-rap and little vegetative cover.  These 
areas are a source of significant situation into the Yreka Creek system, creating a liability for fish 
spawning and survival.  In other areas, such as from the Outdoor Museum to the Bottling Works 
Mall, the steep stream banks are covered with thick blackberry vines and scattered deciduous 
trees.  Remnants of old stone and concrete retaining walls are also present along the creek, 
evidencing past encroachment. 

Oil, antifreeze, detergents, pesticides, fertilizers, air-born particulates, litter and other pollutants 
get washed from driveways, yards, parking lots, streets, and the air into gutters which flow into 
the City’s storm drains and outlet directly into the Yreka Creek greenway.  In addition, trash and 
larger rejectamenta is present along the banks and in the creek channel, creating hazards for 
humans, fish and wildlife, and impacting the water quality of both Yreka Creek and Greenhorn 
Creek. 

Currently, completed improvements associated with the Yreka Creek Greenway project are: 

• A visitor center consisting of  a formal plaza with murals, benches, and plantings 
• Picnic areas 
• An outdoor classroom 
• A short loop trail 
• Trailside benches 
• Interpretive signing 

Funding or financial support has been provided by the City of Yreka, the Siskiyou County Fish 
and Game Commission, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the U.S. Forest Service and Pacific 
Power.  Monetary donations have been solicited through various methods.  There is no charge to 
use the trail or its amenities. 

There is currently no staff associated with the existing project.  Initially, Barbara Holder, Deputy 
Forest Supervisor for the Klamath National Forest, and Patty Jackson, Siskiyou County 
Supervisor and Chairperson of the Greenway Committee, were the driving force behind the 
project funding and direction.  After Holder’s retirement from the Forest Service, work on the 
Greenway project apparently lost momentum. 

Maintenance of the existing trail and trail facilities has been accomplished through the efforts of 
community volunteers, Americorp, the California Conservation Corps, and the City of Yreka.  It is 
not known if there are any costs associated with these activities. 

In addition to the original Yreka Creek Greenway Master Plan, the following studies and planning 
exercises have been performed: 

• A stream survey was conducted on the entire project area in the summer of 1989 by 
biologists from the Klamath National Forest, under contract to the US Fish and Wildlife 
Service 

• A Master Interpretive Plan was completed in 1990, and incorporated into the Master Plan 
in 1993.  The Interpretive Plan outlines educational themes associated with the 
watershed ecology of the Yreka Creek Greenway and the resources of Yreka Creek. 

III.  PROJECT AREA 

The project area is delineated in Figure 1, on page 7. 
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IV.  IMPLEMENTATION OF GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

Enhanced Fish Habitats 

The central theme of the greenway is to emphasize the aesthetic values of the creek and its 
significance to the restoration of anadromous fisheries in the Klamath River Basin.  Emphasis will 
be on enhancement of spawning habitat, rearing habitat, cover for fish, pool development, stream 
bank stabilization, riparian habitat renovation, and improvement of water quality. 

Methods of increasing instream flows in Yreka Creek, such as through water leases, or 
conservation agreements or easements, should be examined. 

The following types of fish habitat enhancements would be appropriate for many locations within 
the Greenway and Yreka Creek watershed. 
 
a. Stream bank stabilization 

1) Planting of native vegetation on bare earth slopes. 
2) Reshaping vertical cut slopes to an angle of repose. 
3) Placement of log barriers. 
4) Placement of native stone boulders as rip-rap. 

b. Streamside shading 
1) Planting of native trees, shrubs and ground covers along the entire creek corridor. 
2) Planting of historical trees and shrubs5 in town 
3) Instructing land owners on proper pruning techniques. 
4) Coordination with flood control experts on streamside vegetation planting and 

pruning. 
c. In-stream habitat 

1) Placement of rock weirs and/or log barriers. 
2) Importation of spawning gravels. 
3) Cleaning of existing spawning gravels. 
4) Creation of fish cover and rearing habitat. 
5) Aeration of water. 
6) Improvement of water quality, temperature and quantity 
7) Placement of fish barriers at locations selected by the Department of Fish and 

Game in order to keep steelhead from migrating upstream into pastures and out of 
perennial waters.  Possible locations include the Oberlin Road ditch, the south City 
Limits, and along Juniper Creek. 

8) Construction of sumps and/or catchment basins at outlets of storm drains to intercept 
gasoline, oil, and other hazardous wastes. 

9) Construction of a fish ladder at Greenhorn Dam. 
d. Corridor habitat 

1) Creation of wildlife habitat, in conjunction with fish, for deer, wood ducks, mallards, 
Canada geese, teal, pheasants, skunks, raccoons, song birds, and other riparian-
related species. 

2) Creation of pleasant environments for humans. 
3) Planting trees and shrubs to screen the nearby freeway, buildings, roads, and 

parking areas. 
4) Creation of security and privacy measures for all landowners along the Greenway 

corridor, using California blackberries, chain link fencing with wood slats, etc. 

                                                 
5. Historical trees and shrubs are non-natives species which were introduced to the area by the 

settlers from 1850 to 1865. 
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Educational/Interpretive Opportunities 
The Yreka Creek project maintains the educational and interpretive objectives that were 
developed in 1989 and persist to this day.  The emphasis of the Greenway interpretation will be 
on the importance of creating habitat for fish and wildlife, the historic importance of Yreka Creek 
to the local economy, identification of local plant and animal species, and opportunities for 
outdoor education programs for adults and school children. 
 
 
Recreation Utilization 

This objective is supported by the development of a trail system that will promote public use by 
providing attractions and amenities such as interpretive signing, picnic areas, restrooms, bridges 
for creek viewing, trailheads with signing, and bicycle and auto parking areas. 

The U.S. Surgeon General and the Center for Disease Control’s Task Force on Community 
Preventive Services strongly recommend creating, or enhancing, access to trails to promote 
physical recreation activities. 

The Yreka Greenway will serve as a key link in a establishing a city-wide non-motorized 
transportation system.  Imagine working nearby and enjoying daily breaks by walking or biking 
downtown through native flowers and trees near and along a shaded creek with easy access to 
cafes, markets, repair shops, galleries, outdoor arts, and everyday necessities.   The corridor’s 
vital central location, connection with local and regional transit, non-motorized facilities, and 
varied destinations make it an enormously promising project. 
 
 
Law Enforcement and Public Security 
Designation of the Greenway as a City Park will allow enactment and enforcement of City 
ordinances covering curfew times and alcohol prohibition similar to the other City Parks in Yreka. 
The construction of a nature/hiking trail will allow more public use in the creek corridor, plus 
easier law enforcement access by the City Police and California Department of Fish and Game 
wardens. These actions will combine to promote a cleaner, safer environment for the citizens and 
visitors to Yreka Creek. 
 
Land and Easement Acquisition 

Much of the creek and proposed trail in the Greenway corridor is on publicly owned lands.  In 
addition, there are two existing open space easements for the Yreka Creek Greenway corridor on 
private land: 

• The Yreka Junction Shopping Center near the south I-5 interchange 
• The Bottling Works Mall at Lennox & Main Streets. 

The segments of the corridor which are publicly owned are: 

• Lower Greenhorn Park (City of Yreka) 
• Siskiyou Golden Fairgrounds (County of Siskiyou - leased to the State of California) 
• Klamath National Forest Warehouse (US Department of Agriculture) 
• The Museum, Workforce Connection and Siskiyou County Genealogy Society (Siskiyou 

County) 
• City Corporation Yard near the north Yreka freeway interchange (City of Yreka) 
• Highway right-of way, from Miner Street to Lennox Street (CalTrans) 

The creek adjacent to the CalTrans right-of-way is on private lands. 

Easements from existing ownerships would be totally voluntary.  Easements from 
future development or change in use or ownership of commercial properties should be 
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acquired through the local development review process. 

V.  ISSUES AND NEEDS IDENTIFICATION 

A) Public Concerns 

Public presentations to civic groups and schools should be promoted to provide an opportunity for 
public input and to address any potential concerns arising from further development of the Yreka 
Greenway Trail project.  The presentations could focus on use, proximity to trails, property value 
impacts, and the importance of trail attributes and habitat improvements.   Public input at these 
meetings would provide indicators of the community’s willingness to support greenway/trail 
enhancements, and of potential volunteerism. 
 
B) Staffing 

The development of the Yreka Creek Greenway Project began in 1992.  Though a Master Plan 
has been in place, activity has ebbed, apparently for lack of a consistent driving force for the 
project. 

The Yreka Creek Greenway project area is already within the enforcement jurisdiction of the City 
of Yreka Police Department.  Additionally, the State of California Fish and Game Department has 
enforcement responsibilities relating to fish and wildlife within the Yreka Creek and Greenhorn 
Creek corridors.  Increased public presence will likely decrease transient presence and covert 
activities along Yreka Creek; therefore, no additional staffing needs are anticipated for continued 
enforcement activities in this area. 

As the Lead Agency, the City will need staff to create legal descriptions and mapping of 
conservation easements, review and authorize interagency permits, and to answer citizen’s 
inquiries regarding the Greenway project.  The City Planning and Public Works Departments may 
be able to provide this service.  

The original Master Plan proposed the purchase and development of the County-owned building 
behind the existing Museum as an interpretive center.  Currently, the Siskiyou County Genealogy 
Society occupies that building.  Additionally, volunteers would be critical to the support of an 
interpretive center, unless funding for, or sponsorship of a position were identified.  This proposed 
center would require that someone be available during the center’s business hours to answer 
visitor’s questions regarding the Greenway project, fisheries, wildlife and birds, and potentially 
receive monies from donations and sales of Greenway-related souvenirs and memorabilia.  A 
dedicated staff person would still be necessary to coordinate volunteers and insure that the 
interpretive center was manned during business hours. 

 
C) Volunteerism/Community Support 

Volunteers are essential to keeping the costs of construction and maintenance of the Greenway 
enhancements to a minimum.  Volunteerism also promotes usership of the Greenway facilities 
and community pride. 

The original 1989 Master Plan states that “The Steering Committee has made contact with and 
received support from every community service group in Yreka.  Every group has indicated 
support and enthusiasm for the Greenway.  Many of the groups want to help construct a segment 
of the Greenway, and are interested in adopting a segment of the creek.  The California 
Conservation Corps and local schools have volunteered to help with construction.  In addition, the 
California National Guard has volunteered the labor necessary to construct the bridges across the 
creek.  Additional groups and individuals will undoubtedly volunteer after the project construction 
begins.” 

Many of these groups participated in the construction and maintenance of the existing portion of 
the Yreka Creek Greenway.  In the years since the adoption of the original Master Plan, there has 
not been as much opportunity for community participation in the development of this project as 
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had been hoped for.  It is unclear as to the actual degree of public support and community 
involvement at this time, most likely due to lack of public awareness and participation. 

D) Enforcement 

Not all of the Yreka Creek greenway area is easily accessed by law enforcement.  Some of its 
more inaccessible locations are prone to delinquent and transient activities. 

E) Maintenance 

Without proper maintenance, dedicated trails often revert to simple landscaped areas, effectively 
eliminating them from the public’s ability to use. 

There has been no assessment of potential maintenance costs for the identified greenway trail 
segments.  Recent collaborations with CCC programs and volunteer events have greatly 
supplemented the routine but minimal City maintenance program. 

F) Land and Easement Acquisition 

This aspect of the Greenway plan is probably the most involved.  References to conservation 
easements were made throughout the original 1989 Master Plan as a solution to gaining access 
to private properties.  This is not necessarily accurate.  There is nothing in the designation of a 
property as a conservation easement or buffer zone that implies or insures public permission to 
pass through, or permits the development of trails or fisheries enhancements. 

Several access easements have been negotiated between the City and landowners along Yreka 
Creek.  These easements are specified for construction, maintenance and replacement of the 
hiking trail to be utilized by the general public.  These represent the most effective type of 
easements that should be negotiated to support development of the Yreka Creek Greenway. 

Some privately owned vacant parcels have been identified as valuable to the project for habitat 
restoration, trail facility enhancements and potential flood water storage. 

G) Funding 

There is currently no persistent or enduring funding for project implementation. 

H) Policies and Procedures 

Maintenance Standards 
• The City of Yreka does not currently have a formal set of trail maintenance standards.  

Trail maintenance is performed primarily on an as-needed basis by citizen volunteers and 
local institutional programs/nonprofit organizations. 

Trail Design and Policies Standards 
• There are no Trail Design and Policies Standards in place for the City of Yreka.  Trails on 

other jurisdictional right-of-way would be subject to the trail standards of the permitting 
entity. 

Planning Process Context 
• There is no Buffer Zone in place that will protect the habitat of Yreka Creek. 
• There are currently no trails or habitat-related improvements or public easements 

required of new development within the project corridor as part of the local development 
review process. 

• There are currently no protocols for periodic review, updating, or revision of the Yreka 
Creek Greenway Master Plan document 

I) Other Opportunities And Constraints 

Fisheries and Creek Corridor Habitat Improvement 
• Opportunities exist to create and/or restore habitat for fisheries and wildlife, and to 

develop strategies for mitigating the impacts of storm water on residences and 
businesses along and downstream of the Greenway project area. 
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• Storm water mitigation and fisheries enhancement opportunities may be constrained by 
the unavailability of dedicated easements and the lack of funds to purchase key parcels 
within the greenway corridor. 

• Because Yreka Creek is heavily diverted, data should be requested from the California 
State Water Quality Control Board for stream flows, and for existing appropriative permits 
and riparian rights.  This information is critical in determining the feasibility of pursuing 
adjudicated rights or other instruments supporting the increase of flows into Yreka Creek. 

Linkages and Destinations 
• Opportunities are present to tie the Greenway trail to existing walking tours, such as the 

historic walking tour starting at West Miner Street, the Blue Goose Yreka Western 
Railroad Depot, and the nature/historic trail at Lower Greenhorn Park. 

• Contiguous easements along Yreka Creek between the Outdoor Museum and the East 
Miner Street Bridge would offer public creek side access in the central business district, 
greatly enhancing commercial and tourism opportunities. 

Trailheads 
• One of the desirable attributes of a trail system is multiple access points. 
• There is a limited number of locations on existing public lands which support the physical 

requirements of a trailhead. 

Community Support and Opposition 
• Several citizens and community support groups have volunteered their time and energies 

for the development of enhancements to the Yreka Creek Greenway project.  Some of 
the landowners through the greenway corridor have donated easements across their 
properties. 

• The original Master Plan is nearly fifteen years old, and there have been no solicitation of 
easements from contiguous property owners in the recent past.  Inability to secure 
necessary easements may result in the development of alternative trail segments and 
diminish fisheries enhancement potentials in the greenway. 

Project Visibility 
• People would be more likely to use the trail system if they knew of it, and they knew 

where to access it. 
• Signs and other methods should be developed to inform both locals and travelers of the 

greenway’s location.  

Crossings/Traffic Conflicts 
• Opportunities exist to link segments of the greenway project, utilizing existing sidewalks, 

shoulders and crosswalks. 
• Safety improvements to public streets and roads can be cost prohibitive. 

 
VI. TRAIL SEGMENT VALUE AND GAP ANALYSIS 

 
A rating was given to each potential trail segment in the Yreka Creek Greenway.  The purpose of 
the ratings is simply to identify greenway segments that are the most and least feasible/desirable 
for initial development.  This is a critical step in the planning process because it bridges the 
issues/ opportunities/constraints and the development phasing of the Greenway trail system. The 
analysis process was performed utilizing the following three steps: 

1. Identification of attributes that define the most feasible/desirable trail segment. 
2. Analyze each segment using trail attributes and assign appropriate score. 
3. Analyze breakdown of numerical scores and provide comparative graphing. 
 
A) Criteria Development 
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A set of criteria was identified to rate segments by desirability.  A list was developed using 
identified issues, opportunities and constraints to perform a segment-by-segment analysis of the 
potential and existing trail segments in the Yreka Creek Greenway project.  The eight criteria are 
defined as follows: 

Linkage 
A trail segment that provides access to a recreational destination (i.e. neighborhood park, 
museum, other walking tours) in a direct way. 

A trail segment that provides access to a needs-based destination (i.e. neighborhood 
school, neighborhood commercial center, transit stops) in a direct way. 

A trail segment that completes a continuous loop (the user would not have to backtrack 
along the same trail segment to return to their point of origin) in a natural setting. 

A trail segment that provides existing or potential link to a larger network of sidewalks and 
paved pathways. 

Multi-Use 
A trail segment that supports walking and biking. 

A trail segment that supports walking, biking, and other non-motorized activities such as 
in-line skating or skateboarding. 

User Experience 
A trail segment that is defined by positive features such as scenic vistas, proximity to 
historic or cultural sites and/or association with fisheries or wildlife habitat restoration. 

Use/Demand 
A trail corridor that is expected to have heavy use or demand. 

Negotiability/Usability 
A trail segment that flows easily along a logical course and has convenient access points. 

Confidence 
A trail segment that is free of hazards and fosters a sense of personal safety and 
security. 

Trail/Traffic Relationship 
A trail segment with minimal existing or potential conflicts along or crossing a roadway. 

Public Visibility 
A trail segment that can be seen from a public road. 

 

Another set of seven criteria was created in order to rate segments for “gap” between the existing 
condition and the Greenway trail system vision: 

Easement/Encroachment Availability 
A trail segment that is comprised of existing private and/or public easements, or has 
verbal support or written commitments for the development of necessary private 
easements. 

Permits or Approvals 
A trail segment requiring inter-jurisdictional permits or approvals for construction and/or 
use. 
Acquisition 
A trail segment involving a purchase of property or requiring easements. 

Expense 
A cost range from the trail segment infrastructure estimates. 

Phasing Potential 
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A trail segment that can be constructed in logical phases through an extended period of 
time. 

Studies Required 
A trail segment that requires studies prior to design and construction. 

Environmental Documents Required 
A trail segment that requires drafting and circulating environmental documents prior to 
design and construction. 
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VII. TRAIL SYSTEM DESIGN 

 
Background 

The initial design for the Yreka Creek Greenway Trail System was developed as a beautiful 
historic hand drawn document as part of the original master plan developed in 1989.  Over the 
last 15 years, various elements have been added to the plan, including a set of design documents 
for various highway under-crossings as well as an interpretive plan and a set of trail segment 
description.  Using the original design and the various amendments as a starting point, members 
of the Yreka Creek Greenway Committee worked in an iterative process to flesh out the essential 
details of a comprehensive recreational / non-motorized transportation corridor infrastructure.  
Careful attention was paid to defining the form and function of the various infrastructure amenities 
to support the needs of the community and create a refined user experience. 
 
In addition to the need to update the design to reflect new ideas about the value and utility of a 
greenway infrastructure, there was also an overriding need to implement the design in a digital 
format.  This is intended to lay the foundation for planning, development, engineering and 
implementation as discrete projects are funded into the future.  It also provides the opportunity to 
develop visualizations that can be used to promote public awareness of and support for the Yreka 
Creek Greenway vision as a whole, and the incremental project level development that will make 
that vision a reality for the community. 
 
To meet that need, we have developed a comprehensive ArcGIS geodatabase to support both 
cartographic and analytic needs, providing a foundation for maintaining a detailed inventory of 
and supporting cost analysis for trail system infrastructure elements.  This database is intended to 
be a living component of the plan.  Over time it can be updated to reflect further design 
modifications, changes in element costs, and potentially as a mechanism for archiving biological, 
ecological, and engineering data developed in support of the Yreka Creek Greenway project. 
 
 
Design Elements 

Trail Sections and Classification: 
 
The design is comprised of various elements that represent trail segments and features 
associated with those segments.  Trail segments are classified in multiple ways based on both 
geography and use as listed below: 
 

• Trail Segment:  Defined as a logical primary geographic unit 
• Development Phase:  Defined through a iterative review process, intended to identify a 

logical sequence of construction projects based on feasibility, utility and benefit to the 
community 

• Trail Type:  A general trail function designation (arterial, connector, bike route or park) 
• Trail Use and Construction Specifications:  A detailed trail use designations, including 

construction speculations such as width and surfacing (multi-use, accessible/walking, 
primitive, community link). 

 
Trail Segments are logically numbered from north to south as Trail Segments 1 though 6.  Trail 
Segments 7 and 8 are extensions off of the primary trail corridor. 
 
Trail Development Phases are specified as Phases 1 through 8, and are ordered relative to a 
qualitative assessment of both ease of development and benefit to the community, extending first 
to the south of the existing Greenway (behind the Siskiyou County Museum) and then to the north 
in a systematic progressive development scheme.  It is understood that development phases will 
need to be re-assessed and modified over time as streamside land access and funding becomes 
available, projects are designed, and development proceeds. 
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Trail Features: 
 
Features defined within the trail system are intended to identify essential functional elements, as 
listed below: 
 

• Bridge:  Footbridge associated with trail segment stream crossing 
• Interpretive Center:  Primary interpretive area 
• Interpretive Station:  Secondary interpretive area 
• Parking Area:  Public parking areas at trailheads, including accessibility for people with 

mobility impairments 
• Picnic Area:  Distributed locations with picnic tables and/or benches 
• Restroom:  Public restrooms with sewer hookup, located at trailheads 
• Road Side ID Sign:  Signs along surface streets used identify trailheads 
• Trail Direction Sign:  Signs along trail used to direct trail traffic 
• Trail Orientation Sign:  Signs at trailheads and community or commercial district 

connection points used to orient trail users 
• Trailhead:  Locations of primary access to trail system 

 
Trail segments and their associated features are developed in a relational context, i.e. a feature 
along a trail segment is inventoried as an element of that trail segment.  This supports holistic 
analysis and reporting of quantities and costs for the various infrastructure elements associated 
with a trail segment. 
 
All design elements are represented in the accompanying map documents as defined in the 
following tables, which include both classifications and descriptions, and where appropriate 
specifications.  Cost estimates for the various defined elements were compiled from multiple 
sources associated with Greenway projects throughout the region.  The structure of the system is 
such that as trail element costs and specifications can be updated over time, updated cost 
analyses can be produced to reflect those changes. 
 
 
Vegetation 
 
Two vegetation elements have been developed within the geodatabase for planning purposes.  
The first are a set of features representing areas identified for planting of vegetation screens.  
These are designed to shield the trail users primarily from noise generated by I-5 along much of 
the Greenway trail corridor, as well as undesirable visual elements within the city’s infrastructure 
where they exist.  Vegetation screens might also be employed to shield area residents from the 
visual impacts of the trail system itself, providing a sense of privacy and security that can 
enhance public support for the project. 
 
The second set of features represent locations of trees and shrubs along the proposed Greenway 
corridor digitized from aerial photos previously developed by the city as part of the General Plan 
update.  The purpose in developing these features is for computer visualizations of the 
Greenway.  These have been produced to promote public knowledge of and support for the 
project, and to aid in acquisition of funding for specific “on the ground projects” in the future.  
Additionally, this information can function as a starting point for an inventory of existing vegetation 
throughout the system, which will be a necessary element of riparian restoration projects as they 
are developed. 
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Design Element Classification Tables: 
 
Table 1  Trail Segment Descriptions 
 
TRAIL SEGMENT TRAIL SEGEMENT DESCRIPTION 

1 North Yreka City Limits to Hwy 3 / Montague Rd. 
2 Hwy 3 / Montague Rd. to Miner St. 
3 Miner St. to Greenway Visitor's Center 
4 Greenway Visitor's Center to Oberlin Rd. 
5 Oberlin Rd. to South I-5 Interchange 
6 South I-5 Interchange to South Yreka City Limits 
7 Greenhorn Reservoir to Yreka Creek 
8 Bicycle Connector (Oberlin Rd. to Miner St.) 

 
 
Table 2  Trail Development Phase Descriptions 
 

DEVELOPMENT 
PHASE DEVELOPMENT PHASE DESCRIPTION 

1 Oberlin Road to I-5 Overcrossing 
2 I-5 Overcrossing to Existing Greenway Trail and Bike Route to Central Yreka 

Interchange 
3 Oberlin Road to Greenhorn Park 
4 Siskiyou County Fairgrounds Trailhead to South Yreka City Limits 
5 Miner St. to Existing Greenway Trail 
6 Miner St. to Hwy 3 
7 Hwy 3 to City of Yreka Sewage Treatment Facility 
8 City of Yreka Sewage Treatment Facility to North Yreka City Limits 
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Table 3  General Trail Type Descriptions 
 

TRAIL TYPE TRAIL TYPE DESCRIPTION 
Arterial Primary transportation trail running through the Yreka Creek Greenway 
Connector Designated roads or sidewalks connecting the Greenway to community 

infrastructure 
Bike Route Greenway trail segment primarily designed for bicycle use to provide 

continuous north/south transportation through Yreka 
Park Trails within Greenhorn Park that connect to the Greenway trail system 
 
 
Table 4  Trail Use Description and Specifications 
 

TRAIL USE TRAIL USE DESCRIPTION WIDTH GRADE SURFACE
Multiuse Suitable for all uses (bicycles, roller blades, 

wheel chairs, walking) 
10 - 12 ft < 5% Paved 

Accessible / 
Walking 

Suitable for wheel chair and pedestrian use 3 - 5 ft < 5% Paved 

Primitive Suitable for pedestrian use and mountain 
bikes where permitted 

18 - 24 in < 15% Crush 

Community Link Sidewalk walking route used to connect 
greenway to community elements 

Standard Standard Concrete

 
 
Table 5  Trail Feature Descriptions 
 

TRAIL FEATURE TRAIL FEATURE DESCRIPTION FEATURES IN 
CLUSTER 

Bridge Bridges to be out of floodplain or of float-away design, similar in 
construction to Visitor’s Center bridges 

1 

Interpretive 
Center 

Kiosks or other interactive interpretive displays or facilities 
designed to provide information and activities for the public 

1 

Interpretive 
Station 

Group of interpretive signs along a trail segment, typically 2 - 3 
signs 

3 

Parking Area 8 - 12 parking places, crush surfacing, one or more paved & 
designated accessible parking spots adjoining a paved trail 

1 

Picnic Area 2 of 3 picnic tables, garbage, surfacing relative to associated 
trail section type 

2 

Restroom Flushing units, requiring hookup to City water and sewer 1 
Roadside ID Sign Directional / Information signs on side of roads 1 
Trail Direction 
Sign 

Trail sign for direction and use information 1 

Trail Orientation 
Sign 

Large sign with inset map and other information 1 

Trailhead Trail access location; some constructed elements (other feature 
types) 

1 
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Trail Segment Descriptions 

 
Trail Segment 1: 
North Yreka City Limits to Hwy 3 / Montague Rd. 
 
This trail segment runs along both sides of Yreka Creek from Hwy 3 north past the Yreka 
wastewater sewage treatment facility to the city limits.  Trailhead and parking access are provided 
on the east side of Yreka Creek along Deer Creek Way.  It is comprised of approximately 6,150 ft 
of multiuse trail and 7,900 ft of primitive hiking / cycling trail, primarily on parcels owned by the 
City of Yreka.  A community link connector to Yreka High School is included in this trail segment.  
Access across Yreka Creek will be provided by 3 bridges. 
 
This trail segment will likely provide some of the best recreational opportunities over time due to 
its length, access, and the undeveloped nature of the area.  Interpretive opportunities for bird 
watching, bird feeding stations, and a bird blind have been identified here.  This is also the area 
of the Greenway that will see the greatest benefit from in-stream and riparian restoration projects, 
as the creek here is within the known range of and used as spawning habitat by anadromous 
salmonids species. 
 
The primary constraint for recreational development here is the current operational status of the 
city’s wastewater sewage treatment facility.  As such, and as a consequence of the significant 
length of the trails here, this segment has been identified in this document for the final two 
development phases 7 and 8.  Alternatively, in that the trail system here is primarily on city 
ownership, it may well be an area more easily developed than other higher priority areas and over 
time may be identified for earlier development. 
 
 
Trail Segment 2: 
Hwy 3 / Montague Rd. to Miner St. 
 
This trail segment runs along the east side of Yreka Creek between Miner St. and Hwy 3, through 
two large and currently undeveloped parcels.  There are two trailheads accessing this segment, 
one at Hwy 3 adjacent to the Ray’s Shopping Center parking lot, and the other at the Miner’s Inn 
Convention Center.  Both trailheads access the trail system across bridges.  This section ends 
with a direct link to the downtown area at the Miner Street nexus.  It is comprised of 
approximately 4,000 ft of multiuse trail, with a community link connection to Gold Street 
Elementary School. 
 
This section is valued primarily for its proximity to city neighborhoods and the open undeveloped 
nature of the east side of the creek, although this is expected to change over time.  Easement 
acquisition at this point in time is likely to be easier than in other parts of downtown Yreka.  The 
section between Miner and Lennox Streets is a long narrow parcel between the creek and the I-5 
Right of Way, and may represent a prime target for acquisition. 
 
This section is identified as Development Phase 6, largely because of its place in the northward 
development of the project.  Opportunity for acquisition, stream restoration and the open nature of 
the corridor may argue for earlier development here. 
 
 
Trail Segment 3: 
Miner St. to Greenway Visitor's Center 
 
This trail segment extends from Miner St. and the central Yreka historic district to the existing 
Greenway Visitor’s Center.  The primary trailhead accessing this segment is the existing 
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Greenway behind the Siskiyou County Museum, and is comprised of approximately 3,150 ft of 
accessible / walking trails and two bridges. 
 
This is considered one of the most important segments in the system and likely to be one of the 
most difficult to develop.  The greatest value to this segment is the ability to connect the existing 
and southern sections of the system north through the downtown commercial district, providing 
access to the many businesses that can benefit from and provide amenities to people enjoying 
the Greenway.  It will also provide a scenic alternative to the pedestrian routes that run along 
busy downtown streets. 
 
The principle difficulty with developing this segment is access and construction through many 
small private parcels.  Acquisition of easements through here may be problematic, and will 
require significant work on the part of the City and community as a whole to achieve.  This 
segment is identified as Development Phase 5 per its location in the incremental northward 
development of the system, and may need to be leapfrogged in regard to the relative ease of 
development from Miner St. north (Trail Segments 1 and 2) and the alternate linking bicycle route 
(Trail Segment 8). 
 
 
Trail Segment 4: 
Greenway Visitor Center to Oberlin Rd. 
 
This trail segment runs along Yreka Creek from the Greenway Visitor’s Center, under I-5 to 
Oberlin Rd.  There are two trailheads accessing this segment, one at the existing Visitor’s Center, 
the other at Oberlin Rd, providing trail access across two existing bridges and through the large 
box culvert beneath I-5.  It is comprised of approximately 1,100 ft of accessible / walking and 
1,500 ft of multiuse trails as well as nearly 4,000 ft of community link walkways to Evergreen 
Elementary and Jackson Street Middle Schools. 
 
This section of trail is divided into two development phases 1 and 2.  Development Phase 1 
extends from Oberlin Rd. to just east of I-5 at the junction with Trail Segment 8.  Development of 
this section is associated with a grant recently awarded to the City of Yreka through the California 
Department of Water Resources for floodplain restoration along Yreka Creek, which is intended 
to include acquisition of key parcels between Oberlin Rd. and I-5.  This area is currently open 
space and provides opportunities for park development and wetland, floodplain, and in-stream 
restoration projects.  Development Phase 2 will connect this section under I-5 to the existing 
Greenway through parcels intended for acquisition through the same funding and on through 
parcels owned by the Klamath National Forest.  This section of Yreka Creek is an especially 
shaded and lush riparian area within which restoration is vital for providing passage to resident 
and anadromous steelhead.  Currently there is a constriction within the stream corridor to trail and 
water passage upstream of the existing Greenway as it passes through forest service property in 
the form of gunite stream banks and an existing bridge and utility pipe installation.  This has been 
identified as an area for potential improvement. 
 
These two sections are considered to be the highest priorities for development as they provide 
the best opportunity for continuous streamside trail expansion from the Greenway Visitor Center, 
and its further extension to the more easily developed segments to the south.  This development 
is considered the best current opportunity to transform the Greenway from a hidden treasure into 
a visible and highly valued asset for the community. 
 
Trail Segment 5: 
Oberlin Rd. to South I-5 Interchange 
 
This trail segment connects the Oberlin Rd. trailhead south through the Siskiyou County 
Fairgrounds to the South I-5 Interchange, ending at the intersection of Moonlight Oaks Ave. and 
Fairlane .Rd.  It is accessed by two trailheads, one at Oberlin Rd. and the other at the Siskiyou 
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County Fairgrounds, and is comprised of approximately 5,200 ft of multiuse trail, requiring a 
single bridge at the confluence of Greenhorn and Yreka Creeks. 
 
This segment is divided into Development Phases 3 and 4, to be developed first after completion 
of the Oberlin Rd. link, both as a function of anticipated relative ease of easement acquisition and 
the utility to the community that a linkage from downtown to the Siskiyou County Fairgrounds, 
Greenhorn Park, and the south end of Yreka’s business district represents.  Development Phase 
3 provides an essential but challenging link to Greenhorn Park through its connection to Trail 
Segment 7 at the Siskiyou County Fairgrounds trailhead.  Development Phase 4 extends south to 
the Yreka Junction Shopping Center and the city limits. 
 
 
Trail Segment 6: 
South I-5 Interchange to South Yreka City Limits 
 
This trail segment bridges from the end of Trail Segment 5 under the south Yreka I-5 interchange 
to the Yreka Junction Shopping Center, continuing south to the city limit.  It is comprised of 
approximately 4,200 ft of multiuse and 2,800 ft of primitive trails, serviced by three trailheads.  
Two of those provide direct access to the shopping center businesses, while the third is located at 
the south end of the trail network. 
 
The area behind and to the south of the shopping center is currently undeveloped and has been 
identified as an area of interest for flood plain restoration projects.  As such, there may be 
considerable recreational opportunities here as there are in the trail segments to the north of the 
system. 
 
This area is identified as part of Development Phase 4, due to the open nature of the area and 
the desire to extend development of the trail system to the south city limit as quickly as possible. 
 
 
Trail Segment 7: 
Greenhorn Reservoir to Yreka Creek 
 
This trail segment will connect the primary trail corridor with Greenhorn Park.  It is comprised of 
approximately 3,500 ft of multiuse trail running along Greenhorn Creek from the confluence with 
Yreka Creek to the base of Greenhorn Dam, currently planned to cross underneath I-5 through a 
double box culvert.  The box culvert’s length and relatively narrow width may pose challenges in 
terms of public safety and the feeling of excessive confinement.  Alternative routes to the box 
culvert crossing may be appropriate, such as links from the south interchange back to Greenhorn 
Creek via South Oregon St. or through the Yreka College of the Siskiyous campus.  
 
This segment will provide essential linkage to the City’s primary recreational asset, Greenhorn 
Park and Reservoir.  As of this time, there is an ongoing community effort to update the design of 
the park’s infrastructure – connecting these resources will provide great benefit to the community 
well into the future. 
 
Greenhorn Creek is bordered by multiple residential parcels east of South Oregon Street, 
creating challenges for the development of trail access easements, which may be avoided by a 
surface street link to a South Oregon St. trailhead.  This segment has been identified as part of 
Development Phase 3, along with northern section of Trail Segment 5, running from the Siskiyou 
County Fairgrounds trailhead north to Oberlin Rd.  because of desire within the community to 
create linkage to the park as a high priority as soon as possible 
 
 
Trail Segment 8: 
Bicycle Connector (Oberlin Rd. to Miner St.) 
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This trail segment is intended to function as a bicycle route by-pass for Trail Segments 3 and 4 
running along the east side of I-5 from south of the box-culvert under-crossing on Trail Segment 4 
to the nexus at Miner St. in the downtown district.  It consists of approximately 2,400 ft of mutiuse 
trail. 
 
The primary purpose of this trail segment is to create linkage within the trail system, by-passing 
the section of Trail Segment 3 where acquisition of adequately wide trail easements is likely to be 
difficult in the short run due to urban encroachment.  Development of the southern portion of the 
Yreka Creek Greenway trail infrastructure and linkage to the downtown area represents a 
significant benefit to the community, and will likely create a groundswell of support for the project 
as a whole. 
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The Trail System Infrastructure Cost Analysis has been developed in two frameworks, first by Trail 
Segment and the second by Development Phase as defined in this Master Plan and displayed in 
the following figures.

VIII.  TRAIL INFRASTRUCTURE COST ANALYSIS
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Trail Infrastructure Cost Analysis

Trail Segment Cost Analysis by Trail and Feature Types

North Yreka City Limits to Hwy 3 / Montague Rd.Trail Segment 1

Trails Type Units Cost

Community Link 2084 ft $0.00

Multiuse 6153 ft $147,672.15

Primitive 7916 ft $23,749.70

$171,421.85Subtotal for Trail Elements

Features Type Units Cost

Bridge 3 units $525,000.00

Interpretive Station 21 units $84,000.00

Parking Area 1 units $25,000.00

Roadside ID Sign 2 units $1,000.00

Trail Direction Sign 3 units $900.00

Trail Orientation Sign 1 units $1,500.00

Trailhead 1 units $0.00

$637,400.00Subtotal for Feature Elements

$808,821.85Total Infrastructure Costs for Trail Segment 1

Hwy 3 / Montague Rd. to Miner St.Trail Segment 2

Trails Type Units Cost

Community Link 2641 ft $0.00

Multiuse 4086 ft $98,068.21

$98,068.21Subtotal for Trail Elements

Features Type Units Cost

Bridge 2 units $350,000.00

Interpretive Station 6 units $24,000.00

Parking Area 1 units $25,000.00

Picnic Area 2 units $5,000.00

Restroom 1 units $150,000.00

Roadside ID Sign 1 units $500.00

Trail Direction Sign 3 units $900.00

Trail Orientation Sign 3 units $4,500.00

Trailhead 2 units $0.00

$559,900.00Subtotal for Feature Elements

$657,968.21Total Infrastructure Costs for Trail Segment 2
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Trail Infrastructure Cost Analysis

Miner St. to Greenway Visitor's CenterTrail Segment 3

Trails Type Units Cost

Accessible / Walking 3153 ft $31,533.53

Community Link 566 ft $0.00

$31,533.53Subtotal for Trail Elements

Features Type Units Cost

Bridge 2 units $350,000.00

Interpretive Center 1 units $25,000.00

Interpretive Station 15 units $60,000.00

Parking Area 1 units $25,000.00

Picnic Area 4 units $10,000.00

Roadside ID Sign 4 units $2,000.00

Trail Orientation Sign 1 units $1,500.00

$473,500.00Subtotal for Feature Elements

$505,033.53Total Infrastructure Costs for Trail Segment 3

Greenway Visitor's Center to Oberlin Rd.Trail Segment 4

Trails Type Units Cost

Accessible / Walking 1118 ft $11,181.14

Community Link 3917 ft $0.00

Multiuse 1479 ft $35,518.17

$46,699.31Subtotal for Trail Elements

Features Type Units Cost

Bridge 2 units $350,000.00

Interpretive Station 9 units $36,000.00

Parking Area 1 units $25,000.00

Picnic Area 4 units $10,000.00

Restroom 1 units $150,000.00

Roadside ID Sign 6 units $3,000.00

Trail Direction Sign 2 units $600.00

Trail Orientation Sign 2 units $3,000.00

Trailhead 1 units $0.00

$577,600.00Subtotal for Feature Elements

$624,299.31Total Infrastructure Costs for Trail Segment 4

40



Trail Infrastructure Cost Analysis

Oberlin Rd. to South I-5 InterchangeTrail Segment 5

Trails Type Units Cost

Community Link 937 ft $0.00

Multiuse 5187 ft $124,494.97

$124,494.97Subtotal for Trail Elements

Features Type Units Cost

Interpretive Center 1 units $25,000.00

Parking Area 1 units $25,000.00

Picnic Area 2 units $5,000.00

Restroom 1 units $150,000.00

Roadside ID Sign 2 units $1,000.00

Trail Direction Sign 3 units $900.00

Trail Orientation Sign 1 units $1,500.00

Trailhead 1 units $0.00

$208,400.00Subtotal for Feature Elements

$332,894.97Total Infrastructure Costs for Trail Segment 5

South I-5 Interchange to South Yreka City LimitsTrail Segment 6

Trails Type Units Cost

Multiuse 4209 ft $101,022.26

Primitive 2768 ft $8,305.12

$109,327.38Subtotal for Trail Elements

Features Type Units Cost

Interpretive Station 12 units $48,000.00

Parking Area 2 units $50,000.00

Picnic Area 4 units $10,000.00

Restroom 1 units $150,000.00

Roadside ID Sign 11 units $5,500.00

Trail Direction Sign 3 units $900.00

Trail Orientation Sign 3 units $4,500.00

Trailhead 3 units $0.00

$268,900.00Subtotal for Feature Elements

$378,227.38Total Infrastructure Costs for Trail Segment 6
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Trail Infrastructure Cost Analysis

Greenhorn Reservoir to Yreka CreekTrail Segment 7

Trails Type Units Cost

Community Link 1757 ft $0.00

Multiuse 3495 ft $83,900.61

$83,900.61Subtotal for Trail Elements

Features Type Units Cost

Interpretive Station 9 units $36,000.00

Trail Direction Sign 3 units $900.00

Trail Orientation Sign 1 units $1,500.00

Trailhead 1 units $0.00

$38,400.00Subtotal for Feature Elements

$122,300.61Total Infrastructure Costs for Trail Segment 7

Bicycle Connector (Oberlin Rd. to Miner St.)Trail Segment 8

Trails Type Units Cost

Community Link 2503 ft $0.00

Multiuse 2410 ft $57,842.74

$57,842.74Subtotal for Trail Elements

Features Type Units Cost

Interpretive Center 1 units $25,000.00

Roadside ID Sign 1 units $500.00

Trail Direction Sign 1 units $300.00

Trail Orientation Sign 1 units $1,500.00

$27,300.00Subtotal for Feature Elements

$85,142.74Total Infrastructure Costs for Trail Segment 8
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Trail Infrastructure Cost Analysis

Development Phase Cost Analysis by Trail and Feature Types

Oberlin Road  to I-5 OvercrossingDevelopment Phase 1

Trails Type Units Cost

Multiuse 1479 ft $35,518.17

$35,518.17Subtotal for Trail Elements

Features Type Units Cost

Bridge 1 units $175,000.00

Interpretive Station 3 units $12,000.00

Parking Area 1 units $25,000.00

Picnic Area 4 units $10,000.00

Roadside ID Sign 2 units $1,000.00

Trail Orientation Sign 1 units $1,500.00

Trailhead 1 units $0.00

$224,500.00Subtotal for Feature Elements

$260,018.17Total Infrastructure Costs for Trail Segment 1

I-5 Overcrossing to Existing Greenway Trail and Bike Route to Central Yreka InterchangeDevelopment Phase 2

Trails Type Units Cost

Accessible / Walking 1118 ft $11,181.14

Community Link 2503 ft $0.00

Multiuse 2410 ft $57,842.74

$69,023.87Subtotal for Trail Elements

Features Type Units Cost

Interpretive Center 1 units $25,000.00

Roadside ID Sign 3 units $1,500.00

Trail Direction Sign 1 units $300.00

Trail Orientation Sign 1 units $1,500.00

$28,300.00Subtotal for Feature Elements

$97,323.87Total Infrastructure Costs for Trail Segment 2
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Trail Infrastructure Cost Analysis

Oberlin Road to Greenhorn ParkDevelopment Phase 3

Trails Type Units Cost

Community Link 2694 ft $0.00

Multiuse 6473 ft $155,369.32

$155,369.32Subtotal for Trail Elements

Features Type Units Cost

Interpretive Center 1 units $25,000.00

Interpretive Station 9 units $36,000.00

Trail Direction Sign 3 units $900.00

Trail Orientation Sign 1 units $1,500.00

Trailhead 1 units $0.00

$63,400.00Subtotal for Feature Elements

$218,769.32Total Infrastructure Costs for Trail Segment 3

Siskiyou County Fairgrounds Trailhead to South Yreka City LimitsDevelopment Phase 4

Trails Type Units Cost

Multiuse 6418 ft $154,048.52

Primitive 2768 ft $8,305.12

$162,353.64Subtotal for Trail Elements

Features Type Units Cost

Interpretive Station 12 units $48,000.00

Parking Area 3 units $75,000.00

Picnic Area 6 units $15,000.00

Restroom 2 units $300,000.00

Roadside ID Sign 13 units $6,500.00

Trail Direction Sign 6 units $1,800.00

Trail Orientation Sign 4 units $6,000.00

Trailhead 4 units $0.00

$452,300.00Subtotal for Feature Elements

$614,653.64Total Infrastructure Costs for Trail Segment 4
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Trail Infrastructure Cost Analysis

Miner St. to Existing Greenway TrailDevelopment Phase 5

Trails Type Units Cost

Accessible / Walking 3153 ft $31,533.53

Community Link 4483 ft $0.00

$31,533.53Subtotal for Trail Elements

Features Type Units Cost

Bridge 3 units $525,000.00

Interpretive Center 1 units $25,000.00

Interpretive Station 21 units $84,000.00

Parking Area 1 units $25,000.00

Picnic Area 4 units $10,000.00

Restroom 1 units $150,000.00

Roadside ID Sign 6 units $3,000.00

Trail Direction Sign 2 units $600.00

Trail Orientation Sign 2 units $3,000.00

$825,600.00Subtotal for Feature Elements

$857,133.53Total Infrastructure Costs for Trail Segment 5

Miner St. to Hwy 3Development Phase 6

Trails Type Units Cost

Community Link 2641 ft $0.00

Multiuse 4086 ft $98,068.21

$98,068.21Subtotal for Trail Elements

Features Type Units Cost

Bridge 2 units $350,000.00

Interpretive Station 6 units $24,000.00

Parking Area 1 units $25,000.00

Picnic Area 2 units $5,000.00

Restroom 1 units $150,000.00

Roadside ID Sign 1 units $500.00

Trail Direction Sign 3 units $900.00

Trail Orientation Sign 3 units $4,500.00

Trailhead 2 units $0.00

$559,900.00Subtotal for Feature Elements

$657,968.21Total Infrastructure Costs for Trail Segment 6
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Trail Infrastructure Cost Analysis

Hwy 3 to City of Yreka Sewage Treatment FaciltiyDevelopment Phase 7

Trails Type Units Cost

Community Link 2084 ft $0.00

Multiuse 6153 ft $147,672.15

$147,672.15Subtotal for Trail Elements

Features Type Units Cost

Bridge 2 units $350,000.00

Interpretive Station 15 units $60,000.00

Parking Area 1 units $25,000.00

Roadside ID Sign 2 units $1,000.00

Trail Direction Sign 3 units $900.00

Trail Orientation Sign 1 units $1,500.00

Trailhead 1 units $0.00

$438,400.00Subtotal for Feature Elements

$586,072.15Total Infrastructure Costs for Trail Segment 7

City of Yreka Sewage Treatment Faciltiy to North Yreka City LimitsDevelopment Phase 8

Trails Type Units Cost

Primitive 7916 ft $23,749.70

$23,749.70Subtotal for Trail Elements

Features Type Units Cost

Bridge 1 units $175,000.00

Interpretive Station 6 units $24,000.00

$199,000.00Subtotal for Feature Elements

$222,749.70Total Infrastructure Costs for Trail Segment 8
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Trail Infrastructure Cost Analysis

Total Cost of Trail System Infrastructure Elements $3,514,688.59

Estimated Assessment, Planning and Design Costs at 30% $1,054,406.58

Estimated Construction Management and Administrative Costs at 15% $527,203.29

Estimated Total  Costs for Assessment, Planning, Design,   
Infrastructure Construction,  Project Management and 
Administrative Overhead

$5,096,298.46

Total Estimated Costs for the Yreka Creek Greenway Trail Development Project
Total project costs include subtotals for all trail infrastructure elements detailed in the previous sections,  plus estimated costs 
for Assessments and Studies (including CEQA), Planning, Design, Construction Management and Administrative Overhead.  
Additional costs are calculated as a percentage of trail and infrastructure construction costs based on similar projects 
developed regionally.

Subtotals by Trail Infrastructure Element Type
Trails

Type Units Cost

Accessible / Walking 4,271 ft $42,714.66

Community Link 14,407 ft $0.00

Multiuse 27,021 ft $648,519.11

Primitive 10,684 ft $32,054.82

$723,288.59Subtotal for Trail Elements

Features
Type Units Cost

Bridge 9 units $1,575,000.00

Interpretive Center 3 units $75,000.00

Interpretive Station 72 units $288,000.00

Parking Area 7 units $175,000.00

Picnic Area 16 units $40,000.00

Restroom 4 units $600,000.00

Roadside ID Sign 27 units $13,500.00

Trail Direction Sign 18 units $5,400.00

Trail Orientation Sign 13 units $19,500.00

Trailhead 9 units $0.00

$2,791,400.00Subtotal for Feature Elements
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IX.  RECOMMENDATIONS 

Through the auspices of this updated Master Plan document for the Yreka Creek Greenway 
project, the Greenway Committee makes the following recommendations: 

A) Volunteerism/Stewardship Opportunities 

Local community service groups, schools, the California Conservation Corps, and the California 
National Guard should be contacted again to develop involvement in and support of current and 
future phases of Greenway development. 

B) Community Outreach 

The local citizenry can be informed of current Greenway activities at City Council meetings and 
by press releases, the local access television station, school programs, community service club 
involvement, and telephone trees. 

Presentations should be made to schools and youth groups promoting the Greenway project and 
the value of environmental protection and community involvement. 

C) Public Visibility 

The general public should be informed of the Greenway Project by signing along Interstate 5 and 
posters or maps in kiosk displays at the Weed Airport and Collier Rest Areas.  Other 
recommendations include, but are not limited to, the creation of a new advertising brochure with a 
more clearly defined mapping component of the existing greenway location and enticing 
photographs of existing greenway enhancements, and the development of a Yreka Greenway 
website that could be linked to the City of Yreka Chamber of Commerce website. 

D) Land and Easement Acquisition 

Program LU.11.A. of the City of Yreka General Plan supports the development of a Buffer Zone 
throughout the Yreka Creek greenway.  Aquatic Buffers serve as natural boundaries between 
local waterways and existing development and help protect resources by filtering pollutants, 
providing flood control, alleviating streambank erosion, mitigating stream warming, and providing 
room for lateral movement of the stream channel. While there is often overlap between the role of 
buffers and conservation areas, buffers differ in that they are a specific planning tool to protect 
stream quality and aquatic habitat.  If this has not already been accomplished, there is a template 
for use by the City Council in implementing a Buffer Zone ordinance attached to this plan as 
Appendix 1.  However, this applies only to new development and does not require compliance by 
existing development. 

A conservation easement (or conservation restriction) is a legal agreement between a landowner 
and a land trust or government agency that permanently limits uses of the land in order to protect 
its conservation values.  It allows you to continue to own and use your land and to sell it or pass it 
on to heirs.  Future owners also will be bound by the easement's terms.  The land trust or agency 
is responsible for making sure the easement's terms are followed.  If the donation benefits the 
public by permanently protecting important conservation resources and meets other federal tax 
code requirements, it can qualify as a tax-deductible charitable donation.  The amount of the 
donation is the difference between the land's value with the easement and its value without the 
easement. 

The owner of the property is the only one who can decide to place a conservation easement on 
his or her property.  When a property is owned by several individuals, all owners must agree to 
place the easement. If the property is mortgaged, the mortgage holder must also be in agreement 
for the easement to be placed.  A conservation easement is a voluntary land-protection tool that 
is privately initiated. 
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Neither the Buffer Zone designation nor Conservation Easement imply a landowner’s 
permission to allow public access or the development of public trails or other 
enhancements. 

Conservation Easements do not inherently open property for public use.  Public access is granted 
only if the landowner and easement holder agree to this and state it in the easement document. 

Another vehicle for maintaining the potential to utilize a portion of a landowner’s property for a 
public access trail is an Offer to Dedicate (OTD).  An OTD is an offer by a landowner to grant a 
public access easement across their property for future public recreational use.  OTDs are only 
offers of easements.  The interest belongs to the property owner until the offer is accepted by a 
government agency or a nonprofit organization. Typically the term of the offer is 21 years from the 
date of recording. 

The OTD simply offers the area; the complete OTD process involves three necessary steps. First, 
the OTD must be accepted by an agency and/or a qualified nonprofit land trust, willing to take on 
the operation, maintenance, and liability for the easement area.  Second, physical improvements 
(e.g. trails, signs, etc.) must be constructed within the time limit of the offer in order to make the 
area useable.  Third, the easement must be opened to the public and maintained in perpetuity. 

This Master Plan update has assumed that the City of Yreka would act as the accepting agency 
for the easements and dedications implicit in the development of the Greenway trail system.  If 
this is true, it would be prudent for the City of Yreka to expand liability protection to reduce the 
costs associated with litigation.  Additionally, the process and responsibility for assessing the 
value of a conservation easement needs to be determined, and the responsibility and process for 
drawing up and recording the necessary Establishing the easement involves up-front costs for an to 
draft and review the easement documents.  If the property owners are expected to finance the 
appraisals and instruments of conveyance in addition to donating the easement, it is unlikely that 
landowner participation will achieve the level necessary to implement the Greenway plan across 
private ownerships. 

For the City, establishing the easement involves up-front costs for an attorney to draft and review 
the easement; for a biologist to prepare the property's baseline documentation; for an appraisal 
and title search; and for a survey, title insurance, and an environmental assessment, if necessary. 

It is strongly recommended that the City Attorney be consulted on the preferred method of 
developing public access easements.  Costs to secure the necessary easements should 
be examined, as well as the potential need for expanded liability coverage. 

There are also some privately owned vacant parcels that have been identified as valuable to the 
project for habitat restoration, trail facility enhancements and potential flood water storage.  As 
Yreka continues to grow, these parcels may be purchased by private concerns and developed for 
commercial or industrial uses.  This document recommends pursuing funding for the purchase of 
these parcels, for dedication to the Yreka Greenway project. 

E) Fisheries Rehabilitation and Habitat Improvements 

A stream survey was conducted on the entire project area in the summer of 1989 by biologists 
from the Klamath National Forest, under contract to the US Fish and Wildlife Service.  Because 
the survey is now dated, this Master Plan update will recommend that another study be 
completed to identify changed conditions, and make recommendations based on current 
constraints, conditions and methodologies. 

Yreka Creek is heavily diverted.  Methods of increasing instream flows in Yreka Creek, such as 
through water leases, or conservation agreements or easements, should be examined.  The 
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California State Water Resources Control Board should be contacted to determine what data 
exists for existing riparian rights and appropriative permits affecting flows into Yreka Creek, and 
to glean information regarding streamflow records. 

F) Watershed/Stormwater Management 

The City should develop mapping that identifies the stormwater drainage system to Yreka Creek 
(and Greenway Creek, if applicable) in order to identify specific areas within the greenway that 
would benefit by wetland development, stabilization, or storm drains needing cautionary signing. 
An engineering study of the Yreka Creek watershed should be performed to identify potential 
flood risks and suggest mitigation that can be incorporated into the Greenway project.  This study 
may also suggest rehabilitation of existing facilities or suggest the acquisition of property for 
stormwater detention. 
G) Enforcement 

This plan recommends designating the Greenway as a City Park, to enactment and enforcement 
of City ordinances covering curfew times and alcohol prohibition similar to the other City Parks in 
Yreka.  It is also recommended that signing be placed at all existing and future trail accesses 
prohibiting motor vehicles (such as ATVs, motorcycles, scooters) on the trail. 
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H) Maintenance 

The City should explore development of trail maintenance standards. 
Responsibility for maintenance of the Greenway trail needs to be designated, and Estimated 
Annual Average Maintenance Costs for the existing and future trail segments should be 
determined.  Establishing responsibility for trail maintenance does not preclude volunteer efforts; 
however responsibility for coordinating volunteers and a schedule for maintenance, or 
maintenance plan, should be established. 
 
I) Policies and Procedures 

The City should endeavor to develop Trail Design and Policies Standards, in addition to Trail 
Maintenance Standards, to ensure citywide conformity.  This will support the development of 
estimated maintenance costs, and a maintenance plan.  It will also be necessary to the 
construction of trails on private lands.  If a landowner provides an easement for a public use trail, 
the easement contract should specify that the managing agency will carry liability insurance, will 
design the trail to recognized standards, and will develop and carry out a maintenance plan.6 

The City should establish a Buffer Zone throughout the project limits of the Yreka Creek 
Greenway, and  
require habitat or trail-related improvements or public easements of new development within the 
project corridor as part of the local development review process. 
This Plan also recommends that a protocol be adopted for periodic review, updating, or revision 
of the Yreka Creek Greenway Master Plan document. 

The City should establish a procedure for maintaining an inventory the parcels within the 
Greenway project that have donated easements or conveyed an Offer to Dedicate.  Many 
managing agencies use Geographic Information Systems (GIS) for this task. 

It is recommended that the City Council set up a format for the continuation of the Yreka 
Greenway Committee and establish a process to replace Committee members who resign.  This 
will enable the Committee to continue to work with landowners, volunteer service groups, 
schools, and the City in the implementation of the Master Plan. 
 
J) Coordination with other Agencies 

Much of the greenway project will be located on public lands.  In order to determine what permits 
and what construction standards will be required in conjunction with project development, this 
document strongly encourages coordination with Siskiyou County, US Forest Service and 
Caltrans. 
Because of its regional significance, and to enhance the potential for funding opportunities, this 
document recommends that in addition to the Yreka City Council, presentations and/or mailings 
be made to the following bodies for the purpose of soliciting involvement in funding or grant 
proposal sponsorship for the Yreka Creek Greenway project: 

Siskiyou County Planning Commission 
Siskiyou County Transportation Commission 
Siskiyou County Economic Development Council 
Siskiyou County Office of Education 
Siskiyou County Farm Service Agency 
California Department of Transportation 
California Department of Fish and Game 
California Department of Water Resources 

                                                 
6 This information was taken from “Rail-Trails and Liability – A Primer on Trail Related Liability 
Issues and Management Techniques”, written by Hugh Morris, Rails-to-Trails Conservancy, in 
cooperation with the National Park Service Rivers, Trails and Conservation Assistance Program, 
September 2000.  It has been attached as an Appendix to this Master Plan. 
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US Fish and Wildlife - Yreka Fish and Wildlife Office 
US Forest Service - Klamath National Forest 
US Natural Resources Conservation Service (California) 
Klamath River Basin Fisheries Task Force 
Shasta Valley Resource Conservation District 
Karuk Tribal Council 
Shasta Tribal Council 
Yurok Tribal Council 
Shasta Regional Community Foundation 
Siskiyou Arts Council 
Sustainable Northwest 
Jefferson Sustainable Development Initiative 
Watershed Research & Training Center  
Pacific Foundation Services – Bella Vista Foundation 
The James Irvine Foundation 
The McConnell Foundation 
 

K) Staffing 

In order to insure that the project has the greatest chance of completion, it would be prudent to 
develop a Project Implementation Plan and seek a funding source and enlist the services of a 
consultant to administer the plan, seek and obtain grants, coordinate the acquisition of necessary 
easements and interagency permits on behalf of the City, and assure that the project and its 
progress remain active and visible to the public and project partners. 

The original Master Plan proposed the purchase and development of the County-owned building 
behind the existing Museum as an interpretive center.  A dedicated staff person would still be 
necessary to coordinate volunteers and insure that the interpretive center was manned during 
business hours.  It is recommended that the interpretive center be designated as a low priority 
until the completion of the fisheries restoration and greenway trail enhancements. 

 
L) Funding 

Whenever possible and appropriate, development of Greenway enhancements should be 
included in Capital Improvement Projects. 
Understanding that there is fierce competition among the many necessary capital improvement 
projects, grants and other project development assistance will likely be the main sources of 
available funding, and should be aggressively pursued.  Opportunities for project funding have 
never been greater than they are right now.  The sources for this funding are very broad based, 
and it is vital to “cast a large net” to maximize and utilize this wide variety of available funding 
resources. 
Some examples of potential grant sources derived from the Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance  are: 

1. Rivers, Trails, and Conservation Assistance (National Park Service, Department of the 
Interior) 

2. Grants for Public Works and Economic Development Facilities (Economic Development 
Administration, Department of Commerce) 

3. Hydrologic Research (National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, National 
Weather Service, Department of Commerce) 

4. Museum for America Grant (Office of Museum Services, Institute of Museum and Library 
Services, National Foundation of the Arts and Humanities) 

5. Wetlands Reserve Program (Natural Resources Conservation Service, Department of 
Agriculture) 

6. Conservation Reserve Program (Farm Service Agency, Department of Agriculture) 
7. Watershed Surveys and Planning (Natural Resources Conservation Service, Department 

of Agriculture) 
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8. Wildlife Habitat Incentive Program (Natural Resources Conservation Service, Department 
of Agriculture) 

9. Resource Conservation and Development (Natural Resources Conservation Service, 
Department of Agriculture) 

10. Soil and Water Conservation (Natural Resources Conservation Service, Department of 
Agriculture) 




