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12.

13.

a)

b)

d)

[]Yes [X]Nols there a THP or NTMP on file with CDF for any portion of the plan area for which a report of
satisfactory stocking has not been issued by CDF?
If yes, identify the THP or NTMP number(s): -

[X]Yes []No Is a Notice of Intent necessary for this THP?

. e Sussn Kennesh Weed, Au 2 720
RPF preparing the THP: Name 10 4, RPF Number __242%~ -
Address _16575-EcanklinRoad /02| hoke Mendscrno Dr -
City _EqeBemgg- UK ah State __CA Zip 95433~ ___ Phone (707) 964=t368~ -
I5HTE T BZ AL
[X] Yes []NolI have notified the plan submitter(s), in writing, of their responsibilities pursuant to Title 14 CCR
1035 of the Forest Practice Rules.
[X] Yes []Nol have notified the timber owner and the timberland owner of their responsibilities for compliance
with the Forest Practice Act and rules, specifically the stocking requirements of the rules and the
maintenance of erosion control structures of the rules.

[X] Yes []NolI will provide the timber operator with a copy of the approved THP. If "no", who will provide the
LTO a copy of the approved THP? :

I or my supervised designee will meet with the LTO prior to commencement of operations to advise of sensitive
conditions and provisions of the plan pursuant to Title 14 CCR 1035.2.

I have the following authority and responsibilities for preparation and administration of the THP and timber
operation. (Include both work completed and work remaining to be done): :

Additional required work requiring an RPF which I do not have the authority or responsibility to perform:
ve i o s o %o, _

After considering the rules of the Board of Forestry and the mitigation measures, I have determined that the

timber operation:

[ ] will have a significant adverse impact on the environment. (Statement of reasons for overriding considerations
contained in Section III)

[X] will not have a significant adverse impact on the environment.

Registered Professional Forester: I certify that L, or my supervised designee, personaily inspected the THP area,
and the plan complies with the Forest Practice Act, the Forest Practice Rules and the Professional Foresters Law.

Signature -%/‘4' /4@_—&" ///'/ j)\ Date 7//0 lee -

()



\}/%cf Bitrot o 4/18/?7

FOR ADMIN. USE ONLY FOR ADMIN. USE ONLY
Amendments-date & S or M

THP No. 1-97-086 MEN -

1. 7. TIMBER HARVESTING PLAN Dates Rec£d "MAR 1 8 1997
2. 8. STATE OF CALIFORNIA Date Filed _MAR 2 4 1997

3. 9. DEPARTMENT OF FORESTRY Date Approved JUN_1 ¢ 19b7
4. 10. AND FIRE PROTECTION Date Expires __"WJUN 1 5 2
5. 11. RM-63 (9/94) Extensions 1)[] 2)[]

6. 12. - :

This Timber Harvesting Plan (THP) form, when properly completed, is designed to comply with the Forest Practice Act (FPA) and

ard of Forestry rules. See separate instructions for information on completing this form. NOTE: The form must be printed legibly
in ink or typewritten. The THP is divided into six sections. If more space is necessary to answer a question, continue the answer at the
end of the appropriate section of your THP. If writing an electronic version, insert additional space for your answer.

SECTION I - GENERAL INFORMATION

This THP conforms to my/our plan and upon approval, [/we agree to conduct harvesting in accordance therewith. Consent is hereby
given to the Director of Forestry and Fire Protection, and his or her agents and employees, to enter the premises to inspect timber
operations for compliance with the Forest Practice Act and Forest Practice Rules.

1. TIMBER OWNER(S) OF RECORD: Name = Mr. Fred Gajbreath .
Address __P.O.Box 188,

City _mm%// tate CA_ Zip 94904  Phone (707) 894-5676 . ;
Signature M ' Daﬂ,Z"M / {;/ 4‘7_7-—

NOTE: The timber owner is responsible for payment of a yield tax. Timber Yield Tax information may be -
obtained at the Timber Tax Division, State Board of Equalization, P.O. Box 942879, Sacramento, California
94279-0001. '

2. TIMBERLAND OWNER(S) OF RECORD: Name —Mr. Fred Galbreath -
Address ___3880 Sleepv Hollow Dr. ‘ - _ -
Address __P.O. Box 188 : -

City _Kentfield /1,1 ~Z - State .CA  Zip 94904 Phone (707) 894-5676 -
Signature %?M DaIM /{/4{/
3. LICENSED TIMBER OPERATOR(S): Name i : Lic. No. __A-_M»Q}JL;

Address __P.Q. Box 5893 .
City _Boonville,” / / ¢ _CA _ Zip 95415 Phone (707) 895-2403 -

2 5
Signature 4 /// / Date Altch /5 /% 77

4. PLAN SUBMITTER(S): Name _Charles Hiatt ' -

Address __P.Q. Box 595
City _Boonville State _CA Zip 95415 Phone (707) 895-2403 -
If submitter is not 1, 2, or 3 above he/she must ?@z@ and provide explanation of authority.
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10.

I[FLTO is not present on-site list person to contact on-site who is responsible for the conduct of the
operation and represents the interests of the LTO. __Lee Susan

Address __16375 Franklin Road
City _Fort Bragg

[X] Yes []No Will the timber operator be employed for the construction and maintenance of

a)

b)

The timber operation will occur within the:

State _CA

Zip 93437

Phone (707) 964-4566 -

roads and landings during conduct of timber operations? If no, who is responsible?

Who is responsible for erosion control maintenance after timber operations have ceased
and until certification of the Work Completion Report?

—Timber Operator

[X] date of conformance, or [1

[X] COAST FOREST DISTRICT

[ ] Southern Subdistrict of the Coast F.D.

[ ] SOUTHERN FOREST DISTRICT

High use subdistrict of the Southern F.D.

[ ]NORTHERN FOREST DISTRICT

Expected date of commencement of timber operations:

Expected date of completion of timber operations:
[X] 3 years from date of conformance, or [ ]

(date)

(date)

[ ] The Tahoe Regional Planning Authority Jurisdiction
[ ] A County with Special Regulations, identify:

[ ] Special Treatment Area(s), identify: []

(] Other

Location of the timber operation by legal description:

Base and Meridian:

Section

1k
|| kb

[]Yes

[]Yes
[]Yes

Township Range
13W
1BW

TOTAL ACREAGE _134

[X] No Isa Timberland Conversion Permit in effect?
If yes, list permit number and date of expiration:

[X] Mount Diablo

Acreage
38
46

—————

[ ] Humboldt [] San Bernardino
County Assessor's Parcel Number*
Mendocino =
Mendocino =

* Optional

[X] NoIs there an approved Sustained Yield Plan for this property? Number
[X] No Has a Sustained Yield Plan been submitted but not approved? Number

; Date app. __-
__; Date sub. _-



NOTE.: If a provision of this THP is proposed that is different than the standard rule, the explanation and
justification required must be included in Section III of the THP. '

Check the Silvicultural methods or treatments allowed by the rules that are to be appliied under this THP. S pecify
the option chosen to demonstrate Maximum Sustained Production (MSP) according to 14 CCR 913.11 (933.11,
953.11). If more than one method or treatment will be used show boundaries on map and list approximate acreage
for each. '
[X] Clearcutting _27_ ac. [ ] Shelterwood Prep. Step  ____ac. [X] Seed Tree Seed Step _]1 _ac.
[ ] Shelterwood Seed:Step ——ac.  [X] Seed Tree Removal Step _96 ac.
[ ] Shelterwood Removal Step ___ac.

[] Selection ___ ac. []Group Selection  _____ac. [] Transition ___ac.

[ ] Commercial Thinning ac. [ ] Sanitation Salvage ac.
- [] Special Treatment Area ____ac. [ ] Rehabilitation of Understocked Area ____ ac.

[ ] Alternative —_ac. [ ] Conversion __ac.

Total acreage _134 ac, MSP Option Chosen (@)[] (b)[] ©) X1

a. If Group Selection or more than one method is applied how will LTO determine boundaries of each method or
group on the ground?. _

b. []Yes [X]No Will evenage regeneration step units be larger than those 'speciﬁed in the rules (20 acre
tractor, 30 acre cable)? If yes, units must be designated on map and listed by size.

c. Trees to be harvested or retained must be marked by or marked under the supervision of the RPF.

[]Yes [X]No Is a waiver of marking by the RPF requirement requested? If yes, how will LTO determine
which trees will be harvested or retained?

N/A

d. Forest Products to be Harvested: _S.aﬂlg.gs._ﬁulp_lg_gugnggﬂggmdmlwood ) -




PESTS

15.

e. []Yes [X]No Are group B species proposed for management?
[]Yes [X]No Are group B or non-indigenous A species to be used to meet stocking standards?
If answer to either is yes, list the species and provide the LTO with necessary felling guidance.

N/A ' -

£ Other instructions to LTO concerning felling operations. _All applicable rules and regulations apply, Nothing-
i 1 HP shall b 3 reg i -

g X Yes [ ]No Will artificial regeneration be required to meet stocking standards?

h. []Yes [X]No Will site preparation be used to meet stocking standards?
If yes, provide the information required for a site preparation addendum.

. s . . . .
" -

[]Yes [X]No Are there any adverse insect, disease or pest problems of significance in the THP area? If yes,
describe the proposed measures to improve the heaith, vigor and productivity of the stand(s).

HARVESTING PRACTICES
16. Indicate type of yarding system and equipment to be used: .
GROUND BASED* CABLE "SPECIAL
a) [X] Tractor, including end/long lining d) [ ] Cable, ground lead g) [ ] Animal
b) [X] Rubber tired skidder, Forwarder e) [ ] Cable, high lead h) [ ] Helicopter
c) [ ] Feller buncher : 3] [ ] Cable, Skyline i) [ ] Other

17.

18.

* All tractor operations restrictions apply to ground based equipment.
Erosion Hazard Rating: Indicate Erosion Hazard Ratings present on THP. (Must match EHR worksheets)
Low [] Moderate [X] High [X] Extreme []

If more than one rating is checked, areas must be delineated on map to 20 acres in size (10 acres for high and
extreme EHRs in the Coast District).

Soil Stabilization:
In addition to the standard waterbreak requirements describe soil stabilization measures or additional erosion

control measures to be implemented and the location of their application.



19.

20.

21,

Annual rye grass will be plam. ... with an application rate of 25 lbs./ac. .. J10T€, Where more than 100
continuous square feet of bare mineral soil s exposed in the WLPZ. Seeding will be done prior to
October 15th except that such bare areas created after October 15th will be seeded within 10 days. Title
14 CCR 916.7 which is pertinent to this situation has been reproduced here in part for ease of reference :
"Within the watercourse and lake protection zone adjacent to Class [ and Class 2 waters, areas where
mineral soil exceeding 800 continuous square feet in size, exposed by timber operations, shall be treated
Jor reduction of soil loss. Treatment shall be done prior to October 15th except that such bare areas
created after October 15th shall be so treated within [ days, or as agreed to by the director”

In the event that sidecast or fill material extends more than 20 feet in slope distance from the outside
edge of a roadbed and this material has access to'a watercourse or lake which is protected by a WLPZ
then the area will be seeded with annual Tye grass at an application rate of 25 Ibs./ac. or more . Title 14
CCR 923.2(m) which is pertinent to this situation has been reproduced here for ease of reference :
Sidecast or fill material extending more than 20 feet in slope distance from the outside edge of the
roadbed which has access to a watercourse or lake which Is protected by a Wipz shall be seeded,
Dplanted, mulched, removed or treated as specified in the THP, to adequately reduce soil erosion.”

Where temporary stream crossings are used, bare soil associated with the crossing will be seeded with
annual rye grass at an application rate of 25 Ibs./ac. This seeding will be done after the crossing is
removed and prior to October 15th. Title 14 CCR 923.3 (d)(2) which is pertinent to this situation has
been reproduced in part here for ease of reference : "The excavated material and any resulting cut bank
shall be sloped back from the channel and stabilized to prevent slumping and to minimize soil erosion.
Where needed, this material shall be stabilized by seeding, mulching, rock armoring, or other suitable
treatment.” : :

In areas described above where seeding is required straw mulch will be applied to achieve 90% coverage
of bare mineral soil with a two inch thickness at the time of application. Additional seeding and
mulching may be done as necessary to reduce the potential for short term  sheet and rill erosion.

[]Yes [X]No Are tractor or skidder constructed layouts to be used? If yes, specify the location and
extent.

[]Yes [X]No Will ground based equipment be used within the area(s) designated for cable
yarding? If yes, specify the location and for what purpose the equipment will be

used?

Within the THP area will ground based equipment be used on:

a) []Yes [X]No Unstable soils or slide areas?

b) [X] Yes []No Slopes over 65%?

c) [X] Yes [INo Slopes over 50% with high or extreme EHR?

d) [X] Yes []No Slopes over 50% which lead without flattening to a Class I or Class II

watercourse or lake?

T3P [~97-088 ME i)
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List specific measures to minimize the effects of the use of ground based equipment for each yes

checked:
Only skid trails which have been flagged by the RPF are to be used where slopes exceed 50%. \l.. primary

skidding pattern and location of skid trails to be used on 50%+ slopes is as shown on the THP Map. Impacts are
minimized by location and design of skid trail system with an emphasis on skidding away from watercourses and
minimizing overall skid trail density. For additional information please see "Item 21 Continued" in Section 3 of the THP.
Water breaks will be installed on all skid trails to "High" EHR standards as follows:

MAXIMUM DISTANCE BETWEEN WATER BREAKS ON SKID TRAILS

Road or Trail Gradient ~ Maximum water break spacing
< 10% ' 150 feet
11to25% - 100 feet
26 to 50% 75 feet
>50% 50 feet
22. [X] Yes []No Are any alternative practices to the standard harvesting or erosion control rules

proposed for this plan? If yes, list specific instructions to the LTO.

operations, It is anticipated that an excavator will be required to accomplish this work

WINTER OPERATIONS

[]Yes [X]No Will timber operations and/or mechanical site preparation, occur during the winter
period? If yes, explain which activities will take place.

[ A winter operating plan is as follows; or

(1 In lieu of a winter operating plan site specific measures to be followed are:

[\
(93]

RECEIVED

NOTE: All water breaks and rolling dips must be instailed by October 15.
APR 23 1397
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24. [X] Yes []No Will any roads or landings be constructed or reconstructed. If yes, check items a through h:
a. []Yes [X]No Will new roads be wider than single lane with turnouts?

b. []Yes [XINo Will any landings exceed one half acre in size?
Tup [=97-896 MEN
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c. []Yes [X]No Are . _.ng roads or landings proposed in areas of table soils or known slide-prone

areas?

d. [X] Yes [INo Will new roads exceed a grade of 15% or have pitches of up to 20% for distances
greater than 500 feet? .

e. []Yes [XINo Areroads to be constructed or reconstructed, other than crossings, within the WLPZ of
a watercourse?

f. []Yes [X]No Will roads or landings longer than 100 feet in length be located on slopes over 65%, or
on slopes over 50% which are within 100 feet of the boundary of a WLPZ?

g [IYes [X]No Are exceptions proposed for flagging or otherwise identifying the location or roads to
be constructed? 4

h. [1Yes [XINo Wil any roads, watercourse crossings, or associated landings be abandoned?

25. If any section in item 24 is answered Yes, specify site-specific measures to reduce adverse impacts and list any
additional or special information concerning the construction, maintenance and/or abandonment of roads or

landings.

The outlet of an existing 24" CMP located at THP Map Point "C3A" will be rock armored to reduce bank cutting prior to
the completion of operations.

Fill material located at the outlet of an existing culvert at THP Map Point "P5" will be puiled back and a downspout
installed so that water from the culvert is not discharged onto fill material. It is anticipated that a backhoe or excavator

will be required to accomplish this task.

A ten foot extension will be added to the éxisting culvert located at THP Map Point "P10" in a manner which prevents the
culvert from discharging water onto fill material. .

A4

An 18" X 30' CMP is to be installed at THP Map Point "P10" as per CDF instructions. The installation of this culvert will
be such that water is not discharged onto fill material.

At CDF PHI Map Point P-8(c) and as flagged in the field during the PHI, the LTO will stabilize the outside edge of the
road fill by using an extend-a-hoe or excavator to "key-in" place at least two solid redwood logs into the outside edge of
the road to armor the fill. These two logs will be cabled together to provide support for the inside turn.

Between CDF PHI Map Points P-7A and P-7B and between CDF PHI Map Points P-3A and P-8B the haul road will be
outsloped and waterbreaks will be placed at the "high” EHR standard. Organic debris and perched material along the
outside edge of these road segments are to be pulled back and either graded into the roads surface or endhauled to a stable
location. Any additional width required for hauling on these road segments will be obtained by cutting into the bank and
excavated material will not be sidecast.

SLIDES

SLL . )
A small slide is located in the harvest unit at THP Map Point "SLI". Timber cutting and the use of heavy equipment is

not proposed on the slide area. The slide surface is substantially re-vegetated and appears to be stable. Th:a per.imet.er of
the slide area will be marked with orange and white stripped "Special Treatment Area" ribbon prior operations in this area.

SL2 :
No operations are to occur on the shallow slide identified as "SL2" and located as shown on the map at THP
16. :
page Tap_\-41-0%6 mEN
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WATERCOURSE AND LAKE Pr . [ECTION ZONE (WLPZ) AND DOMES 1.« WATER SUPPLY PROTECTION
MEASURES:
26. [X] Yes []No Are there any watercourse or lakes which contain Class [ through IV waters on or adjacent to

the plan area? If yes, list the class, WLPZ width, and protective measures determined from
" Table [ and/or 14 CCR 916.4 (c) [936.4 (c), 956.4 (c)] of the WLPZ rules for each watercourse.

Class 2 Watercourses:

WLPZ buffers will be maintained adjacent to Class 2 watercourses to protect and enhance environmental
conditions in the following ways : '

1) water temperature, 2) streambed and flow modification by large woody debris, 3) filtration of organic and
inorganic material, 4) upslope stability. Adjacent to class 2 watercourses on slopes less than or equal to 30% the
zone width will be 50 feet; and on slopes greater than 30% to 50% the zone will be 75 feet and on slopes greater

than 50% the zone will be 100 feet.

In regards to class 2 WLPZ's the following practices will be observed:

1) The WLPZ will be clearly identified on the ground by the RPF who prepared the plan or his designee, with
paint, flagging, or other suitable means, prior to the start of timber operations.

2) To ensure retention of shade canopy filter strip properties and the maintenance of wildlife values described in
14 CCR 916.4(b), a base mark, will be placed below the cut line of the harvest trees within the zone and will be
done in advance of timber fa.umg operations by the RPF who prepared the plan or his designee.

3) To protect water temperature, filter strip properties, upslope stability, and fish and wildlife valus, at least
50% of the total canopy covering the ground will be left in a well distributed multi-storied stand configuration
composed of a diversity of species similar to that found before the start of operations. The residual overstory
canopy will be composed of at least 25% of the existing overstory conifers.

Class 3 Watercourses

Timber falling will be conducted in accordance with CCR 914.1(a) which has been reproduced here for ease of
reference : "To the fullest extent possible and with due consideration given to the topography, lean of trees,
landings, utility lines, local obstructions, and safety factors, trees shall be felled to lead in a direction away
from watercourses and lakes”. Temporary crossings will be removed as specified in CCR 923.3(d) which states
as follows : "When wasercourse crossings, other drainage structures, and associated fills are removed the
Jfollowing standards will apply : -

(1) Fills shall be excavated to form a channel which is as close as feasible to the natural watercourse grade and
orientation and is wider than the natural channel. (2) The excavated material and any resuiting cut bank shall
be sloped back from the channel and stabilized by seeding, mulching, rock armoring, or other suitable
treatment.” Watercourse crossings will be stabilized by seeding at the completion of operations as specified in
itemn 18 in order to reduce the potential for short term sheet and rill erosion. Any soil or debris deposited in
class 3 watercourses as a result of timber operations will be treated as per Title 14 CCR 916.4(c)(3) which has
been reproduced here for ease of reference : "Soil deposited during timber operations in a class 3 watercourse
other than at a temporary crossing shall be removed and debris deposited during timber operations shall be

RECEIVED THP 1=97-08¢ ngMN
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removed or stabilized before the conc.sion of timber operations, or before Ocio yer 15. Temporary crossings
shall be removed before the winter period, or as approved by the director. "

Per CDF requirement Class 3 watercourses will have a 25 foot ELZ where slopes are under 30% and a 50 foot
ELZ where slopes are over 50%. The class 3 channels will be flagged with blue and white flagging. Mapped
and flagged skid trails are approved for use even if they encroach upon the above described ELZs.

SPRINGS

SPL
A spring is located at THP Map point "SP1". A 50 foot ELZ will be maintained above a the spring. The ELZ

is flagged in blue and white stripped WLPZ ribbon.

27. Are site specific practices proposed in-lieu of the following standard WLPZ practices?

a.[X] Yes [INo Prohibition of the construction or reconstruction of roads, construction or use of tractor roads
' or landings in Class I, II, II1, or IV watercourses, WLPZs, marshes, wet meadows, and other
wet areas except at prepared crossings.
b.[]Yes [X]No Retention of non-commercial vegetation bordering and covering meadows and wet areas?

c.[]Yes [X] No Directional felling of trees withfn the WLPZ away from the watercourse or lake?
d.[]Yes [X]No Increase or decrease of width(s) of the WLPZ(s)? -

e.[]Yes [X]No Protection of watercourses which conduct class [V waters?

f.[X] Yes [I]No Exclusion of heavy equipment from the WLPZ?

g-[1Yes [X]No Retention of 50% of the overstory canopy in the WLPZ?

h.[]Yes [X]No Retention of 50 % of the understory in the WLPZ?

i.[]Yes [X]No Are any additional in-lieu or any alternative practices proposed for watercourse or lake
protection? .

If any of a. through i. are answered yes, describe and clearly locate the place(s) where the in-lieu or alternative
will be used. Reference the in-lieu and location to the watercourse. Provide site specific instructions to the LTO

as required.

At THP Map Point W1 a tractor will be used to skid logs on an existing trail which is partially located within a Class 2
WLPZ. The skid route is flagged with yellow skid trail ribbon. This skid trail is to be seeded and mulched at the
completion of operations as specified in item 18 of this THP. For additional information concerning the continued use of
skidding equipment in the WLPZ at this location please refer to item 27f Situation #1 in Section 3 of this THP.

At THP Map Point W2 an existing truck road which is located within a Class 2 WLPZ for a distance of ap;.ntc{ximately
700 feet will be used. The route is flagged with orange truck road ribbon. Within the Class 2 WLPZ and w1thm. 100 feet
of the boundary of the WLPZ, this skid trail is to be seeded and mulched at the completion of operations as specified in

" RECEIVED TUP 1-91-084 juzad
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item’ 18 of this THP. For additiona: information concerning the continued use or this road please refer to item 27f
Situation #2 in Section 3 of this THP.

At THP Map Point W3 an existing landing will be used which is located on the edge of a Class 2 WLPZ. This landing is
to be seeded and mulched at the completion of operations as specified in item 18 of this THP. For additional information
concerning the continued use of this landing please refer to item 27f Situation #3 in Section 3 of this THP.

At the location designated as CDF PHI Map point P-1 the class 2 stream channel will be realigned and the adjacent
roads edge will be armored with logs or large rocks. Prior to realignment of the watercourse a 1606 DFG permit will be
obtained for this work and submitted to CDF as a minor amendment.

28. [X] Yes []No Were all landowners within 1000 feet downstream of the THP boundary notified by letter for
information regarding domestic water supplies? If no, request exemption in Section III.
[X] Yes []No Was a notice requesting information regarding domestic water supplies published in 2 newspaper
of general circulation in the area? If no, request exemption in Section III.

[]Yes [X]No Was any information received on domestic water supplies that required additional mitigation
beyond that required by standard Watercourse and Lake Protection rules? If yes, list site specific
measures to be implemented by the LTO.

29. []Yes [X]Nolsany part of the THP area within a Sensitive Watershed as designated by the Board of Forestry?
If yes, identify the watershed and list any special rules, operating procedures or mitigation that
will be used to protect the resources identified at risk?

&

HAZARD REDUCTION:

30. [1Yes [X] No Are there roads or improvements which require slash treatment adjacent to them? If yes, specify
the type of improvement, treatment distance, and treatment method.

3L If piling and burning is to be used for hazard reduction, who will be responsible for compliance?
[X]LTO [ ] Timberiand Owner [ ] Timber Owner - If more than one, specify extent of responsibility.
BIOLOGICAL AND CULTURAL RESOURCES

32. [X] Yes []No Are any listed species, including their habitat, associated with the THP area? If yes, identify the
species and the provisions to be taken for the protection of the species.

33. [X] Yes []No Are there any snags which must be felled for fire protection or safety reasons? If yes, describe
which snags are going to be felled and why.
‘Within the logging area all snags shall be retained to provide wildlife habitat except where safety is a

concern and it is felt that safety will be improved by cutting a snag.

34 [.] Yes [X]No Are any Late Succession Forest Stands proposed for harvest? If yes, describe the measures to be
implemented by the LTO that avoid long-term significant adverse effects on fish, wildlife and
listed species known to be primarily associated with late succession forests.

RECEIVED TEP 1-97-086 mEN
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35.

37.

This Timber Harvestin
Practice Act:

WHR 6 type timber stands are ¢___ent in this area No contiguous areas of 2, .cres of WHR 6 were -
encountered, Adjacent areas are erassland. hardwoods or voung stands of WHR 3 or WHR 4 timber. -

[X] Yes []No Are any other provisions for wildlife protection required by the rules? If yes,
describe.

A qualified DEG biologist has reviewed our plan and determined that the proposed harvest is consistent
with regulations concerning the protection of the northern spotted owi. Please see additional confidential

addendum conceming the Northern spotted owl. » -

a. [X] Yes [[No Hasan archaeological survey been made of the THP area?

b.[X] Yes [JNo Hasan archaeological records check been conducted for the THP area?

c.[]Yes [X]No Are there any archaeological or historical sites located in the THP area? If yes,
protection measures are described in Section V of the THP.

[]Yes [X]No Has any inventory or growth and yield information designated "trade secret” been
submitted in a separate confidential envelope with this THP?

nstraints which are not listed elsewhere in Section II.
erating area, A erts to be installed will be of -

- 4
Qperations using the "W 1" skid trail or the "W2" road segment are to be completed prior to Qctober 15th of the -

year of operations,

Forecast that over | inch of rainfall is expected in a 24 hour period. Erosion control features to be
implemented will inciude the breaching of berms. installing key water breaks and other measures
necessary to minimize sediment discharge into the fluvial svstem,

DIRECTOR OF FORESTRY AND FIRE PROTECTION

orms to the rules and regulations of the Board of Forestry and the Forest

(Printed Name)
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1034(jj) Description of Physical Conditions

The proposed timber harvest is located on private property approximately 17 miles inland from
the coast. The plan area is located approximately 3 miles Southwest of Yorkville. The harvest
area is located within the Yale Creek and Rancheria Creek watersheds which are tributary to the
Navarro river. The proposed harvest will occur on slopes of varying aspect and elevation will
vary between approximately 1020 and 2200 feet above sea level.

The proposed plan area is located within the Coastal Belt Franciscan Assemblage. SCS soil maps
indicate that the Hopland - Wholy soils complex and the Hopland - Squawrock soils complex are
the primary soil types in this area. Slopes in the plan area range from moderate (<35%) to

. moderately steep (65%+). The plan area consists of Site 4 timberland.

The timber is a discontinuous stand of Douglas-fir which is interspersed with brush land.
Redwood is occasionally present in some portions of the plan area. The Douglas-fir overstory is
generally defective with conk and fire scar being present throughout the stand. Hardwoods are
present in this area but do not dominate the stand. '

The plan area and adjacent stands were carefully reviewed to determine if "Late Successional
Forest Stands" were present on site. It was determined that there are no areas with sufficient -
contiguous acreage of the WHR 6 stand type to meet the "Late Successional Forest Stands"
definition. Timber stands 20 acres or larger in size with a QMD in excess of 24" were not
_observed in this area.

3 FC Stand Condit
_% Stand Composition by BA Average BA/AC
Douglas-fir 43 % 66 Sq.Ft.
redwood 09% 13 Sq.Ft.
tanoak . 31% 47 Sq.Ft.
Pacific Madrone 10% ‘ 16 Sq.Ft.
Other Hardwood- 07 % : 11 Sq.Ft.

Class one, two and class three watercourses are located in or adjacent to the plan area. Harvest
activity is minimized near these watercourses in order to protect the water resource.

=
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Additional Information Concerning THP Item 14.

A total of 134 acres are proposed for harvesting. 11 acres are submitted under the seed tree seed step
silviculture method, 27 acres are submitted under the clear-cut silviculture method, 96 acres area are submitted
1s a low volume seed tree removal harvest. Current stand information was determined by a 116 point variable
plot BAF 40 survey. Silvicultural prescriptions were determined based on the results of these surveys and on

the basis of intensive ground review.

eed v
Approximately 96 acres are proposed as a seed tree removal harvest. These areas typicaily have a light
overstory. The understory consists of redwood and Douglas-fir regeneration up to 35 years in age and a mixture
of hardwood species including tanoak and Pacific madrone. Trees marked for harvest are overstory trees which
were retained during previous harvests in this area. Less than 15 trees per acre and less than 50 Sq.Ft/Ac. of
conifer basal area per acre will be harvested in these areas. Green culls and healthy trees from the overstory
have been designated for retention in seed tree removal areas in order to maintain a variety of wildlife habitat

and to provide for stand diversity.

Clear-cut

A total of 27 acres are designated as clear-cut. The clear-cut unit sizes are 13 ac. and 14 ac. Within this area,
there is no significant conifer understory and the Douglas-fir overstory is highly defective. No other even aged
regeneration step units are located within 300 feet of these units. Average age of timber to be harvested in this
unit is estimated to be 100 years. Site preparation beyond normal disturbance associated with harvest activity is
not proposed. This unit will be replanted with conifer seedlings as required to establish stocking levels in
excess Of the statutory stocking requirements.

~ A total of 11 acres of seed tree seed step harvesting located in 4 separate units is proposed. Distances in excess
of 300 feet separate the units. Areas located between the seed tree seed step units are larger than the areas
proposed for harvest under the seed tree seed step silvicultural method. Average age of timber to be harvested
in this unit is estimated to be 90 years. Douglas-fir seed trees will be retained in this unit. Site preparation
beyond normal disturbance associated with harvest activity is not proposed. This unit will be planted if natural
seeding is not sufficient to restock this area to levels in excess of the statutory stocking requirements.

Hardwood competition is not a significant problem when the harvest area is considered as a whole.

This THP will achieve {MSP} by meeting the requirements of Title 14 CCR 913.11 {c}.

Additional information concex;ning Items 21b, 21¢ and 21d:
Existing skid trails located on 65% + slopes and slopes over 50% in High EHR areas have been flagged for use.

One skid trail identified as "T26" on the THP Map crosses 150+ feet above a Class 1 watercourse on a slope
which exceeds 50% and does not flatten significantly. Each of these trails has been flagged on the ground by
the RPF. Only existing skid trails have been designated for use. No new skid trail construction will occur on
65% + slopes, on slopes over 50% in High EHR areas or on slopes over 50% which lead without flattening to a
watercourse. In other areas timber located on isolated steep slopes will be winched up to skid trails located on
more moderate ground. Tractor long-lining of timber off short isolated steep slopes minimizes soil disturbance
on steep slopes and does not require new road construction. Harvesting as proposed will allow for the removal
f timber without significant risk to the environment based on the following factors:

20




1) The skidding pattern is generally directed away from WLPZ's and harvest activity on steep slopes is not
concentrated in the vicinity of the fluvial system. Substantial amounts of long-lining will be required to avoid
steep slopes and WLPZ's. :

7) No new skid trails will be built on 65%+ slopes or slopes over 50% which lead without flattening to a
watercourse. Substantial amounts of long-lining will be required to avoid new skid trail construction in these
areas.

3) All skid trails proposed for use in these steep areas are existing and in good condition. [ have personally
reviewed and flagged these skid trails with "skid trail" ribbon.

A summary of individual skid roads to be used in conjunction with this harvest which constitute an exception to
the standard rules is as follows: . 4

Skid Trail T1

The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T1" is an existing trail which is approximately 250 feet in
length. Approximately 150 feet of this trail is located on a 65%+ slope. Approximately 210 feet of this trail is
located on a slope which leads without significant flattening to a class 3 watercourse. The skid trail gradient is
gentle (<25%).The location of this trail has been marked in the field with yellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T2 .
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T2" is an existing trail which is approximately 75 feetin
length. At the end of this trail the ground declines toward a class 3 watercourse at 2 gradient in excess of 50%.
The location of this trail has been marked in the field with yellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T3
. ~The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T3" is an existing trail which is approximately 200 feet in
_iength. Approximately 125 feet of this trail is located on a 65% slope. The ground below this skid trail
declines toward a class 3 watercourse at a gradient in excess of 50%. The skid trail gradient is gentle
(<25%).The location of this trail has been marked in the field with yellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T4

The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T4" is an existing trail which is approximately 260 feet in
length. Approximately 80 feet of this trail is located on a 65%+ slope. The ground below this skid trail declines
toward a class 3 watercourse at a gradient in excess of 50% for a distance of approximately 160 feet. The skid
trail gradient is gentle (<25%).The location of this trail has been marked in the field with yellow skid trail

ribbon.

Skid Trail TS

The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T5" is an existing trail which is approximately 310 feet in
length. The use of this trail is not considered to be an exception to the standard rule. The location of this trail
has been marked in the field with yellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T6
A new skid trail has been flagged down a grassy ridge at THP Map point "T6". The ground below this skid trail
declines toward a class 3 watercourse at a gradient of slightly less than 50%. The location of this trail has been

narked in the field with yellow skid trail ribbon.

co
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Skid Trail T7

The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T7" is an existing trail which is approximately 190 feet in
‘ength. Approximately 150 feet of this trail is located on a 65%+ slope. The ground below this skid trail
declines toward a class 3.watercourse at a gradient in excess of 50% for a distance of approximately 150 feet.
The skid trail gradient is gentle (<25%).The location of this trail has been marked in the field with yellow. skid

trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T8 :
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T8" is an existing trail which is approximately 200 feet in
length. Approximately 150 feet of this trail is located on a 65%+ slope. The location of this trail has been
marked in the field with yellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T9

The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T9" is an existing trail which is approximately 275 feet in
length. Approximately 235 feet of this trail is located on a 65%+ slope. The ground below this skid trail
declines toward a class 3 watercourse at a gradient in excess of 50% for a distance of approximately 235 feet.
The skid trail gradient is gentle (<25%). The location of this trail has been marked in the field with yellow skid

trail ribbon. \

- Skid Trail T10

The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T10" is an existing trail which is approximately 175 feet in
length. Approximately 75 feet of this trail is located on a 65%+ slope. The ground below this skid trail declines
toward a class 3 watercourse at a gradient in excess of 50% for a distance of approximately 135 feet. The skid
trail gradient is gentle (<25%).The location of this trail has been marked in the field with yellow skid trail

1bbon. '

Skid Trail T11

The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T11" is an existing trail which is approximately 160 feet in
length. The ground below this skid trail declines toward a class 3 watercourse at a gradient in excess of 50% for
a distance of approximately 85 feet. The skid trail gradient is gentle (<25%).The location of this trail has been
marked in the field with yellow skid trail ribbon. ‘

Skid Trail T12

A new skid trail has been flagged down a grassy ridge at THP Map point "T12". The location of this trail has
been marked in the field with yellow skid trail ribbon. The use of this trail is not an exception to the standard

rule. ,

Skid Trail T13 '
Long trail down ridge on Yale Creek side. This trail has a generally ridgetop location. The use of this trail is

not an exception to the standard rule.

Skid Trail T14
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T14" is an existing trail which is approximately 75 feet in

length. The use of this trail is not an exception to the standard rule.




Skid Trail T15
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T15" descends down a spur ridge on the Yale Creek side of

the main ridge. Approximately 100 feet of this trail is located on a 65%+ slope. The location of this trail has
“een marked in the field with yellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T16
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T16" is an existing trail which crosses moderately steep

ground but is not considered to be an exception to the standard rule.

Skid Trail T17 : A
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T17" is an existing trail which is approximately 125 feet in
length. Approximately 150 feet of this trail is located on a 65%+ slope. The skid trail gradient is gentle
(<25%).The location of this trail has been marked in the field with yellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T18
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T18" is an existing trail which crosses moderately steep

ground but is not considered to be an exception to the standard rule. This skid trail is approximately 75 feet

long.

Skid Trail T19
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T19" is an existing trail which crosses moderately steep

ground but is not considered to be an exception to the standard rule. This skid trail is approximately 75 feet
long. _ _

~ Skid Trail T20 -
" [he skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T20" is an existing trail which is approximately 250 feet in
length. Approximately 100 feet of this trail is located on a 65%+ slope. The ground below this skid trail
declines toward a class 3 watercourse at a gradient in excess of 50% for a distance of approximately 100 feet.
The skid trail gradient is gentle (<25%).The location of this trail has been marked in the field with yellow skid

trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T21
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T21" is an existing trail. Approximately 200 feet of this trail

is located on a 50%+ slope. The ground below this skid trail declines toward a class 3 watercourse at a gradient
in excess of 50% for a distance of approximately 100 feet. The skid trail gradient is moderate as the trail
descends into a temporary class 3 watercourse crossing. '
Skid Trail T22 :
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T22" is an existing trail which is approximately 450 feet in
length. Approximately 300 feet of this trail is located on a 65%+ slope. The ground below this skid trail
declines toward a class 3 watercourse at a gradient in excess of 50% for a distance of approximately 100 feet.
The skid trail gradient is gentle (<25%).The location of this trail has been marked in the field with yellow skid

trail ribbon.
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Skid Trail T23

The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T23" is an existing trail which is approximately 250 feet in
length. Approximately 150 feet of this trail is located on a65%+ slope. The skid tr-il gradient is gentle
(<25%).The location of this trail has been marked in the field with yellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T24

The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T24" is an existing trail which is approximately 200 feet in
length. Approximately 100 feet of this trail is located on a 65%+ slope. The skid trail gradient is gentle
(<25%).The location of this trail has been marked in the field with yellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T25

The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T25" is an existing trail which is approximately 400 feet in
length. Approximately 100 feet of this trail is located on a 65%+ slope. The skid trail gradient is gentle
(<25%).The location of this trail has been marked in the field with yellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T26

The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T26" is an existing trail which is approximately 300 feet in
length. The ground below this skid trail declines toward a class 1 watercourse at a gradient in excess of 50% for
a distance of approximately 100 feet. The skid trail is located 150 to 200 feet above the watercourse. The
gradient of the skid trail is gentle (<25%). The location of this trail has been marked in the field with yellow

skid trail ribbon.

Additional information concerning Title 14 CCR 914.2(f) :

The primary skidding pattern to be utilized in this timber harvest has been flagged by the RPF and is as shown
on the THP Map. The skidding pattern was laid out to use existing skid trails to the maximum extent possible
while avoiding skid trails which concentrate activity in the proximity of watercourses. Temporary skid
crossings are minimized. The proposed timber harvest is consistent with the new requirements of Title 14 CCR
914.2(f)(2) in that all skid trails to be used where slopes average over 50% have been flagged on the ground and

mapped by the RPF.

Additional information concerning Item 27a and 27f: Situation #1

Standard Rule .
CCR 916.4(d) specifies that "heavy equipment shall not be used in timber falling, yarding, or hauling operations

within the WLPZ unless such use is explained and justified in the THP and approved by the director”.

Description of proposed practice :
It is proposed to use an existing skid trail which is located within a Class 2 WLPZ. The skid trail has a gentle

grade and is in good condition. This skid trail is located within the WLPZ intermittently for a distance of
approximately 150 feet. The skid trail is generally located at the outer edge of the WLPZ The zone width in

this area is 50 to 75 feet.

How the proposed practice differs from the standard practice o -
The proposed practice would allow for the continued use of this skid trail even though a portion of this skid trail

would be located within a class 2 WLPZ. The standard rule would prohibit the use of a skid trail at this

location.
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The specific locations whe: .. .qe proposed rule will apply
The proposed WLPZ skid trail is located at THP map point Wl.

Explanation and justification of proposed practices
The skidding pattern in this area is defined by the location of watercourses, steep slopes and existing road and
landing locations. I have been over this area repeatedly and I believe the flagged route is the best skidding
route because soil disturbance is minimized and the flagged skid route is located on the best ground. Use of the
flagged skid route is justified because it is an integral part of the least damaging feasible harvest system for
timber resources located in this area and because the proposed activity can be conducted without significant risk
to environmental resources. Within the WLPZ, this skid route will be seeded and mulched at the completion of

operations as specified in item 18 of this THP.

Additional information concerning Item 27a and 27f :  Situation #2

Standard Rule
CCR 916.3(c) specifies that "The timber operator shall not construct or reconstruct roads, construct or use

tractor roads or landings in Class 1, 2, 3, or 4 watercourses, in the WLPZ, marshes, wet meadows, and other
areas except at prepared crossings and other locations when explained and justified in the THP by the RPF and

approved by the Director."

Description of proposed practice
It is proposed to use an existing WLPZ road segment for a distance of approximately 700 feet. This WLPZ road

segment leads to and from an existing temporary crossing. The crossing location has shallow approaches and is
suitable for a temporary crossing.

How the proposed practice differs from the standard practice
The proposed practice would allow for the continued use of the existing haul road. The standard rule would

prohibit use of this haul route since it is partially located in the WLPZ.

The specific locations where the proposed rule will apply
The WLPZ road segment is located at THP map point W2.

Explanation and justification of proposed practices
Timber to be accessed by this road segment is located on the North side of the Class 2 watercourse shown on the

THP Map. The main haul road which leads from this area is located on the South side of this stream.
Alternative haul routes were analyzed but not selected as being the least damaging feasible alternative because
other routes would require extensive new road construction on steep slopes or less desirable watercourse
crossings would have to be used. Based on my field review of feasible alternatives I have concluded that the
continued use of the proposed haul route is justified because it is an integral part of the least damaging feasible
harvest system for timber resources located in this area and because the proposed activity can be conducted
without significant risk to environmental resources.
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Additional Information Concerning Ts_ Item 32.
The WHR "Wildlife Habitat Relationship System" indicates the possible presence of the following species
which are listed as threatened or endangered :

a) Northern Spotted Owl (Strix occidentalis caurina)

Please see Appendix A for additional information concerning the Northern Spotted Owl

b) Bald Eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) is federally listed as an "endangered species”.The Mendocino coast
is listed as a winter range for the Bald Eagle in the WHR. system. It states that for feeding, this species requires
large bodies of water or free flowing rivers where fish are abundant and hunting perches are available. This
habitat type is not present in the plan area.

c) Peregrine Falcon (Falco peregrinus) is federally listéd as an "endangered species”. All of Mendocino County
is listed as both summer and winter range for this species. Protective cliffs or ledges and water are usually the
necessary elements for breeding and cover. Peregrine Falcons are known to exist in the adjacent Jack Smith
Creek drainage but their specific preferred habitat type as described above is not present within the plan area.
d) Marbled Murrelet (Brachyramphus marmoratus) is a listed species. No dense stands of large old growth
timber are associated with the plan area.

The NDDB was queried for information concerning rare épecies potentially within the plan area. The NDDB
listed occurrences of the following species on the Gube Mountain and Ombaum Valley quadrangles:

N wi _Federal Threa
A qualified DFG biologist has reviewed our plan and determined that the proposed harvest is consistent with
regulations concerning the protection of the northern spotted owl. Please see additional confidential addendum

concerning the Northern spotted owl. "

Northemn Goshawk Federal Category 2

Habitat: In summer, within and in the vicinity of coniferous forests. Usually nests on North slopes, near

water. Red fir, lodgepole pine, Jeffrey pine and aspens are typical nest trees per NDDB. There are no known

. sightings of this species on the Galbreath Ranch. The occurrence indicated on the NDDB is for a nest site in the
Mailliard Redwoods State Reserve. .

A qualified DFG biologist has reviewed our plan and determined that the proposed harvest is consistent with
regulations concerning the protection of the northern spotted owl. Please see additional confidential addendum
concerning the Northern spotted owl. A California Department of Fish and Game Memorandum dated 4/9/90
and titled "Lists of and reference to State and Federal Rare, Threatened and /or Endangered Animals and
Plants in Sonoma and or Mendocino Counties" was also used to determine the possible presence of threatened
or endangered species within the plan area. Appendix "B" of that memorandum lists threatened or endangered
plant species which could be found in Mendocino County. Required habitat descriptions found in this paper are
generally absent in the plan area. During the course of the preparation of this THP an informal wildlife survey
was conducted by the RPF. No species listed as rare, threatened and/or endangered by the State or Federal

governments were observed in the plan area.
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The NDDB was queried for information concerning rare species potentially within the plan area. The NDDB
listed occurrences of the following species on the Gube Mountain and Ornbaum Valley quadrangles:

wil -
A qualified DFG biologist has reviewed our plan and determined that the proposed harvest is consistent with
regulations concerning the protection of the northern spotted owl. Please see additional confidential addendum

concerning the Northern spotted owl.

Northern Goshawk  Federal Category 2

Habitat: In summer, within and in the vicinity of coniferous forests. Usually nests on North slopes, near
water. Red fir, lodgepole pine, Jeffrey pine and aspens are typical nest trees per NDDB. There are no known
sightings of this species on the Galbreath Ranch. The occurrence indicated on the NDDB is for a nest site in the

Mailliard Redwoods State Reserve.

A qualified DFG biologist has reviewed our plan and determined that the proposed harvest is consistent with
regulations concerning the protection of the northern spotted owl. Please see additional confidential addendum
concerning the Northern spotted owl. A California Department of Fish and Game Memorandum dated 4/9/90
and titled "Lists of and reference to State and Federal Rare, Threatened and /or Endangered Animals and
Plants in Sonoma and or Mendocino Counties" was also used to determine the possible presence of threatened
or endangered species within the plan area. Appendix "B" of that memorandum lists threatened or endangered
plant species which could be found in Mendocino County. Required habitat descriptions found in this paper are
generally absent in the plan area. During the course of the preparation of this THP an informal wildlife survey
,~~was conducted by the RPF. No species listed as rare, threatened and/or endangered by the State or Federal

. _ governments were observed in the plan area.
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SECTION FOUR TIMBER HARVESTING PLAN
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
BOARD OF FORESTRY
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS ASSESSMENTS

(1) Do the assessment area(s) of resources that may be affected by the proposed project contain any past,
present, or reasonably foreseeable probable, future projects? :

Yes X No__.

If the answer is yes, identify the project(s) and affected resource subject(s).
(please see addendum)

(2) Are there any continuing, significant adverse impacts from past land use activities that may add to the
impacts of the proposed project?

Yes No_X .

If the answer is yes, identify the activities and affected resource subject(s).

(3) Will the proposed project, as presented, in combination with past, present, and reasonably
foreseeable, probable, future projects identified in items (1) and (2) above, have a reasonable potential to
cause or add to significant cumulative impacts in any of the following resource subjects?

Ng_:s_a;gnab_ly
potential
Yes after No after significant
mitigation (a) mitigation (b)  effects (c)
1. Watershed . X _
2. Soil Productivity - . G —_
3. Biological _— X _
4. Recreational - - . G
5. Visual —_ —_ . G
6. Traffic - - X
7. Other . — — S

a) Yes, means that potential significant adverse impacts are left after application of the forest practice
ruies and mitigation or alternatives proposed by the plan submitter.
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b) No after mitigation means that any potential for the proposed timber operation to cause significant
adverse impacts has been substantially reduced or avoided by mitigation measures or
alternatives proposed in the THP and application of the forest practice rules.

c) No reasonably potential significant effects means that operations proposed under the THP do not
have a reasonable potential to join with the impacts of any other project to cause cumulative

impacts.
(4) If column (a) is checked in (3) above describe why the expected impacts cannot be feasibly mitigated
or avoided and what mitigation measures or alternatives were considered to reach these determination
impacts. If column (b) is checked in (3) above describe what mitigation measures have been selected

which will substantially reduce or avoid reasonably potential significant cumulative impacts except
for those mitigation measures or alternatives mandated by application of the rules of the Board of

Forestry.

(5) Provide a brief description of the assessment area used for each resource subject.
(please see addendum)

(6) List and briefly describe the individuals, organizations, and records consulted in the assessmentof
cumulative impacts for each resource subject. Records of the information used in the assessment shall

be provided to the Director upon request.

(please see addendum)
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. CUMULATIVE WATERSHED EFFECTS ASSESSMENT

The following procedure may be used to assess current, overall watershed conditions and potential for
future CWE problems that may result from proposed timber operations.

A. Beneficial Uses i

List the onsite and downstream beneficial uses of \;vater that you are aware of and that could be affected

by project activities.
(please see addendum)

B. Watershed Assessment Area

Describe the watershed assessment area, including the reasons for selected boundaries.
(please see addendum)

C. Current Stream Channel Conditions

1. Is there one or more order 2 or larger stream that (1) flows through or adjacent to the project area,
(2) will receive runoff from areas disturbed by project activities, and (3) has a contributing
watershed area of more than 300 acres upstream from the point where the stream flows out of the
project area?

Yes _ X or No

If the answer to this question is "yes", continue to question 2. If the answer is "no", skip to
question 3.

2. Using a copy of attached Table 1., describe the condition of the order 2 or larger stream channels, or

apparently different segments of these channels, that lie withi j
downstream of the point where the contributing watershed area of the stream is less than 300 acres.

(Enter stream channel or segment identification letters or numbers at the top of the form, identify the
CDF water class and the stream order number in the next row, then assign ratings of none, slight,
moderate, or severe to each of the listed channel conditions. The location of identified channels and
channel segments should be shown on an attached watershed map. Attach additional rating pages

and explanatory notes as needed.)

(%)
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o~ TABLE 1. CHANNEL INVENTORY FORM

Channel or Segment No. A

- Class/Order l .

- Gravel embeddedness M . .

- Pool Filling SL .
- Aggrading N —
- Bank Cutting S o e
- Bank Mass Wasting N —_
- Down cutting N I
- Scouring N —_— ,
- Debris Clearing N —

a - Debris Jamming N .
- Canopy Reduction _SL_ .
- Recent Flooding N —_—

Comments:

This tributary to Rancheria Creek is in excellent condition. It is well shaded in this channel
segment and is more open downstream as the watercourse passes through an oak grassland
habitat. The watercourse has a moderate degree of stream channel confinement in this area and
this channel ségment is considered to be a sediment transportation reach. The stream is
considered to be a class 1 watercourse although no fish were observed. The stream channelis 3
to 10 feet wide and has a gradient of approximately 3%. The stream substrate generally consists
of cobbles. Large numbers of aquatic insects are present. Canopy is variable with an average of
approximately 80% shade on the water. ’
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MAP TO ACCOMPANY
-«MBER HARVESTING PLAN
Galbreath Ranch
1997
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3. Are you aware of any current stream channel conditions, including those listed in previous section
C.2, that occur outside of the project boundary, but within the assessment area, that are
contributing to a reduction in the beneficial uses of water listed in section A?

Yes X __ or No ___ ..
If the answer to this question is "no", skip to question C.4. If the answer is "yes", briefly describe in
the space below, and on attached sheets as needed, the channel conditions, their location relative to
the project area, and the affected beneficial uses.

Comments: ___please see addendum ‘ -

( B 4. Are you aware of any current stream channel cdnditions, including those listed in previous section
C.2, that occur outside of the assessment area and that are contributing to a reduction in the
beneficial uses of water listed in section A?

Yes ___ or No X

If the answer to this question is "no", skip to Section D. If the answer is "yes", briefly describe in the
space below, and on attached sheets as needed, the channel conditions, their location
relative to the project area, and the affected beneficial uses.

Comments: ______ please see addendum ~




r D. Past Projects
Based on your review for this assessment and knowledge of watershed conditions on and off the

proposed project area; have past projects in the watersheds of channels within the assessment area
resuited in any of the following impacts? (Yes or No)

1.

Increased sediment inputs that embedded gravels, filled pools, or caused channel

aggradation within some portion of the stream system? @ N

Increased channel downcutting or bank erosion as a resuit of increased flows, sediment

transport, or other channel modifications? @ N
- Increased water temperatures resulting from canopy removals along

stream channels? ®ON

Inputs of unstable organic debris to streams or lakes? @ N

Removal of large organic debris leading to loss of pool habitat? @ N

Chemical inputs to streams or lakes? ) Y @
. Other (describe) Y N

t : V.

E. Potential On-Site Effects

Based on current conditions and your knowledge of the impacts of similar past projects, what is the
potential of the proposed project, as described and mitigated, to produce the following individual
effects? ‘
(High, Moderate, or Low)

L.

Increased stream or lake sediment from:

a. Channel or bank erosion. HM @

b. Streamside or inner gorge mass wasting that

could directly enter a stream channel. H M @

¢. Debris flows or torrents that could move
directly into the stream system from sideslopes,
swales, small channels, roads, landings, or skid

trails. | HMQ@

d. Debris flows or torrents caused by debris
jams. HMO

o
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e. Sideslopes mass wasting that directs surface
runoff into gullies, swales, or small channels
connected to the stream system. HM @

f. Sheet, rill, or gully erosion that could be
discharged into the stream system from roads,
landings, or skid trails (include all disturbed
areas from the top of the cut to the bottom of
the fill. H@L

g. Sheet, rill, or gully erosion from harvested or
site preparation areas that couid enter the

stream system. " HM @

2. Openings created by project activities along stream
channels that could result in substantially
increased stream temperature. HM @

3. Increased amounts of small organic debris in streams
or lakes as a result of project activities. HM @

4. Movement of roadway chemicals, machinery fuels,
pesticides, nutrients released by burning, or other
chemicals into streams or lakes as a resuit of
project activities. HM @

5. Increased peak flows as a result of vegetation
removal, snow accumulation in new openings, or
more efficient runoff routing created by project

activities. HM @
6. Inputs of large organic debris in streams or lakes

as a result of project activities. HM @
7. Extraction of large organic debris from streams or

lakes as a result of project activities. HM @
8. Loss of future large organic debris as a result of

streamside timber harvesting. HM @
9. Other factors (list) HML

If all of the Part E factors have been rated "low", go to Part H.and check the line labeled

"No (after mitigation)" or "No (no reasonably potential significant effects)" as appropriate. In this
case, project impacts are non-existent or so slight that they cannot significantly contribute to
downstream cumulative effects.

(V)
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F. Euture Projects

Based on your review of current watershed conditions,
currently proposed mitigation measures - Are the iden
No?)

7. Other factors (list)

1. Increased sediment inputs that will fill pools, embed
stream gravels, or cause channel aggradation in some
portion of the stream systemn?

2. Increased channel downcutting or bank erosion from

increased flows, sediment transport, or other
stream modifications?

3. Additional openings along strezm channels that could

result in unacceptable increases in water
temperatures.

4. New inputs of organic debris to streams or lakes ?
5. Extraction of large organic debris from streams or lakes?

6. Chemical inputs to streams or lakes?

G. Interactions

Considering the combined impacts of:

Beneficial uses of water described in Part A,

- Current stream channel conditions from Part C,

What is the potential for developing adverse cumulative watershed effects

Effects of past projects listed in Part D, and

Expected on-site effects of the proposed project from Part E;

in the assessment area, as described in Part B, as a result of:

1. The proposed project combined with the ongoing effects of

past projects, but without the expected impacts of future projects?

2. The proposed project combined with the effects of past

projects and the expected impacts of future projects listed in Part F?

36

the effects of past projects, and accounting for
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[f the answer to both questions | and 2 is "low", go to Part H and check the line labeled "™No (after
mitigation)" or "No (no reasonably potential significant effects)"as appropriate.

If the answer to either or both questions 1 and 2 above is "high", go to part H and check the line labeled
"Yes (after mitigation)". Otherwise (if questions 1 and 2 above are both rated as "moderate” or as
"moderate” and "low"), continue with part H and follow the instructions for impacts evaluation.

H. Impacts Evaluation

Will the proposed project, as presented, in combination with the impacts of past and future projects, as
identified in Parts C through F and with the interactions rated in Part G above, have a reasonable
potential to cause or add to significant cumulative impacts to watershed resources.

Yes'(after MUItIZATION) .oeveiicieircvrrncesnssssesasensassranssssesassresnes
No (after mitigation) . G
No (no reasonable potential significant effects) ...................

If your answer to the above question is "no" and either or both of the questions in Part G are rated as
medium, describe your reasons for reaching this conclusion.

Use separate sheets if necessary.

please see addendum -
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I CUMULATIVE SOIL PRODUCTIVITY IMPACTS ASSESSMENTS

The following procedure may be used to assess the potential for cumulative impacts on soil productivity
as a result of the proposed project alone and in combination with past and future timber operations.

A. Soil Productivity Impacts Inventory

Cumulative soil productivity impacts occur when the combined impacts of a sequence of management
activities produce a significant reduction in soil productivity. These impacts may occur as part of
separate activities on the same project, as residual effects of past projects, and as the likely

impacts of future projects. :

The assessment area for cumulative soil productivity impacts is limited to the area of the proposed
project.

Forest management activities are required to be conducted in a manner that assures "where feasible, the
productivity of timberlands is restored, enhanced, and maintained." Therefore, productivity losses
resulting from site disturbance in excess of that required by suitable silvicultural and harvesting
practices, whether conducted individually or in sequence, must be considered as significant.

Impact significance must also be considered relative to the soil productivity f)otential of the area in
question. Losses that can be considered acceptable on highly productive lands may be unacceptable, or
even exceed the productivity potential, of lower site lands. For example, productivity reductions from
loss of growing space associated with development of roads and skid trails necessary for timber
management on high site lands may be greater than the total unit-area productivity of a poor site.

B. Soil Productivity Resources Assessment

Site factors to be assessed for cumulative soil productivity impacts include: '

1. Organic matter loss.
2. Surface soil loss.
3. Soil compaction.
4. Growing space loss.

The relationship between these site factors and soil productivity is described in Section B of the
Appendix to Technical Rule Addendum No. 2.

The potential impact of successive management activities must be assessed for each of these factors
individually and in combination, and the overall impact should be classed as significant when:

0 ‘The area disturbed by proposed timber operations will exceed that required by the silvicultural and
harvest systems approved for use under proposed THP, including unnecessary duplication of
existing skid trails, roads, landings, yarding disturbance and mechanical site preparation.

o The amount of organic matter loss and soil displacement with use of the proposed silvicultural and
harvesting systems will substantially exceed that of other, feasible systems.




o The amount of compaction and puddling with use of the proposed silvicultural and harvesting systems
will substantially exceed that of other, feasible systems, under the soil moisture conditions expected at
the time of proposed operations.

o The combined loss of soil productivity from loss of growing space, organic matter loss, soil
displacement, and soil compaction from the proposed operations will substantially exceed that
of other feasible combinations of silvicultural and harvesting systems.

C. Impacts evaluation
Will the proposed project, as presented, alone or in combination with the impacts of past and future

projects have a reasonable potential to cause or add to significant, cumulative soil productivity impacts
as a resuit of:

No reasonably

potential

Yes after No after significant
1. Organic matter loss _— . G _
2. Surface soil loss —_ X _—
3. Soil compaction - —_— X _ —_
4. Growing space loss S X —_

5. Any combination of

items 1 through 4 —_ X —_—

I CUMULATIVE BIOLOGICAL RESOURCE IMPACTS ASSESSMENT

The following assessment is for terrestrial biological resources. Aquatic biological resources are
addressed under the "Cumulative Watershed Impacts Assessment” in Section I.

A. Biological Resource Inventory

The biological assessment area will vary with the species being evaluated and its habitat requirements.
In addition, more than one species may be evaluated and the assessment area may be different for
each species. To address cumulative biological impacts:

1. Identify any of the following categories of species known or suspected to occur on the assessment
area(s) for the proposed timber operations:
o rare, threatened, or endangered.
o species of special concern (as defined in the Forest Practice Rules
o sensitive species.



2. Identify any other wildlife or fisheries resource concerns known or suspected to occur within the
assessment area(s) of the proposed timber operations.

3. Describe the biological assessment area(s), including the reasons for boundary selection.

4. Describe the pre-project condition of the biological resources inventoried within the assessment
area(s). Lastly, describe the anticipated post-project condition of these biological resources after
the completion of the proposed project.

B. Habitat Condition

Describe the pre-project condition of the following terrestrial habitat components within the project
area and assessment area(s). Lastly, rate the anticipated post-project condition of these habitat
components after completion of the proposed project.

Habitat Components On-Site Off-Site On-Site__

1. Presence of snags/dens/nest trees H M@N H M@N H M@N
2. Amount of downed large » ,

woody debris HMLN H@LN H@LN

¢

3. Presence of multistory

canopy HMLN HMON HMEON
4. Road density................. AOMLN @OMLN @MLN
5. Presence of hardwoods HPLN @MLN HELN
6. Presence of late seral '

forest characteristics HMLO HMLE EMLO

7. Continuity of late seral '
stage forest................. , HMLE HMLEO HMLE

C. Presence of Significant Wildlife Areas

Are any of the following significant wildlife areas located on-site of your proposed operation and
off-site within the assessment area(s)?

o
.'.".I
[ %]
&
o
R
@
&

Deer fawning areas......... ...
Deer migration corridors....

=z

L. S

2. Y

3. Deer winter range................ DN N

4. Deer summer range............. dN N

5. Wetlands Y® YO
6. Riparian areas....................... DN @ N
7. Other Y N Y N




Will your operation significantly effect the use of these areas by
wildlife? __Yes _X_ No

D. Other Projects

Identify and discuss the effects of the following ﬁmjects within the assessment area(s) that might
interact with the effects of the proposed timber operation:

1. Past and future projects in the biological assessment area(s) under the ownership or control of the
timber/timberland owner that did or could cause a significant impact on biological resources.

2. Past and future projects planned or expected in the biological assessment area(s) not under the
control of the timber/timberland ‘owner that did or could cause a significant impact on biological

resources.
E. Interactions

Considering the interactions between

[}

o the biological resources of the assessment area (Parts A and C).
o current habitat condition on-site and off-site (Part B).

o the ongoing effects of past projects (Part D).

o the effects of future projects (Part D).

What is the potential for developing significant cumulative effects on the biological resources of the
assessment area(s) as a result of:

1. the proposed project combined with the effects of past projects without the impacts of future
projects?

HMO

2. the proposed project combined with the effects of past projects and the expected impacts of future
projects listed in Part D?

H MO
If the answer to both questions 1. and 2., above, is "low" go to Part F and check the line labeled "™NO".

" If the answer to either or both questions 1. and 2., above, is "high" go to Part F and check the line
labeled "Yes".

Otherwise, if questions 1. and 2., above, are both rated as "moderate" or as "moderate" and "low”
continue with Part F and follow the instructions for impacts evaluation.



F. Impacts Evaluation

Based on the information gathered by the RPF, the contents of the THP, the forest practice rules,
information from the review of other plans, the magnitude of impacts identified in parts A through D,
and the interactions rated in Part E, is the proposed project likely to produce significant adverse
cumulative effects to the biological resources within the assessment area(s)?

Yes __ No X

If the answer is "yes", consider feasible alternatives to the proposed project and/or mitigation actions to
avoid, minimize, reduce, or compensate significant adverse cumulative impacts to biological resources.
These mitigation actions are additional to those in the forest practice rules. If your answer is "yes"
proceed to question 1.and/or 2., below. If the answer is "no" proceed to question 3,. below.

Will the proposed project, as presented, in combination with the impacts of past and future projects as
identified in Parts A through D, the interactions rated in Part E, and considering feasible alternatives
and mitigation actions, have a reasonable potential to cause or add to significant cumulative impacts to
biological resources within the assessment area(s)?

1. Yes (after mitigation) _
2. No (after mitigation) . G
3. No (no reasonably potential significant effects)............... —_—

If you answered question 1., above, describe any alternatives to the project that were considered and
explain why they were infeasible or rejected. Also include a similar discussion of mitigations accepted,
rejected, and/or infeasible.

If you answered question 2, and/or 3., above, and either or both of the questions in Part E are listed as
"moderate” describe your reasons for reaching the conclusion. Use separate sheets as necessary.

[V. CUMULATIVE RECREATION RESOURCES IMPACTS ASSESSMENT
A. Recreational Resources Inventory
The recreational assessment area is generally the area that includes the logging area plus 300 feet.

To assess recreational cumulative impacts: [dentify the recreational activities involving significant
numbers of people in and within 300 feet of logging area (examples: fishing, hunting, hiking,
picnicking, camping). ,

Identify any recreational Special Treatment Areas described in the Board of Forestry rules on the plan
area or contiguous to the area.
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If a public use of the area is identified, continue to Part B.
B. Change in Recreational Resources.

Discuss whether the timber operation will significantly alter the recreational opportunities on the
logging area or within 300 feet of the logging area. (please see addendum)

C. Other Projects.

Information on other projects in the assessment area that might interact with the effects of the proposed
timber operation need to be identified and discussed. Discuss the following:

1. Any past or future projects in the recreational assessment area that are under the ownership or
control of the timber/timberland owner that will impact recreational opportunities uséd by the
public identified in Part A, above.

2. Any known future projects planned or expected in the area for assessment of recreational impacts"
that are not under the control of the timber/timberiand owner that will impact recreational
opportunities used by the public identified in Part A, above.

‘

D. Impacts Evaluation

Will the proposed project, as presented, in combination with the impacts of past and future projects, as
identified in Parts A through C above, have a reasonable potential to cause or add to significant
cumulative impacts to recreation resources?

Yes (after Mitigation).........ccceevevrireniiiericsnncsninnencssscsesacns

No (after MitiGation)......cccecceceeeeernienrercrensarmsseerseseensaasacsssss —,

No (no reasonable potential significant effects)......... X

V. CUMULATIVE VISUAL RESOURCE IMPACTS ASSESSMENT
A. Visual Resource Inventory

The visual assessment area is generally the logging area that is readily visible to significant numbers of
people who are no further than three miles from the timber operation.

" To assess visual cumulative effects:
(please see addendum for additional information)
1. Identify any Special Treatment Areas designated as such by the Board of Forestry because of their
visual values on or near the plan area?

2. Determine how far the proposed timber operation is from the nearest point that significant numbers
of people can view the timber operation. At distances of greater than 3 miles from viewing points
activities are not easily discernible and will be less significant.



3. Identify the manner in which the public identified in a and b above will view the proposed timber

operation (from a vehicle on a public road, from a stationary public viewing point or from a
pedestrian pathway).

If the information in item a or b above identifies a significant visual resource, continue with
section 2 below.

B. Change in Visual Resource.

Discuss the probability of the timber operation changing the visual setting viewed by the public as a
result of vegetation removal, creation of slash and debris, or soil exposure.
(please see addendum)

C. Other Projects

Information on other projects in the assessment area that might interact with the effects of the
proposed timber operation needs to be identified and discussed. Discuss the following:

1. Any past and future projects in the visual assessment area that are under the ownership or control
of the timber/timberland owner and that could interact to cause a significant change in any
identified visual resource.

2. Known future projects in the visual assessment area that are not under
the control of the timber/timberland owner and could interact with any
identified visual resources. :
D. Impacts Evaluation
Will the proposed project, as presented, in combination with the impacts of past and future projects, as
identified in Parts A through C above, have a reasonable potential to cause or add to significant

cumulative impacts to visual resources?

Yes (after mitigation)

No (after mitigation)

No (no reasonably potential significant effects)....... _X

V1. CUMULATIVE VEHICULAR TRAFFIC IMPACTS ASSESSMENT
A. Traffic Resource Inventory

The traffic assessment area involves the first roads not part of the logging area on which logging traffic
must travel. To assess traffic cumulative effects: '
1. Identify whether any publicly owned roads will be used for the transport of wood products. (If the
answer to item a. indicates that public roads will not be used, then no further assessment is
needed).




2. Identify any public roads that have not been used recently for the transport of wood products and
will be used to transport wood products from the proposed timber harvest.

3. Identify any public roads proposed for transport of wood products that have existing traffic or
maintenance problems.

B. Activity Levels

Discuss how the logging vehicles used in the timber operation will change the amount of traffic on
public roads, especially during heavy traffic conditions.

C. Other Projects

Information on other projects in the assessment area that might interact with the effects of the proposed
timber operation needs to be identified and discussed. Discuss the following.

1. Other past or future projects on lands under the control of the timber/timberland owner that will add
significantly to traffic on public roads during the penod these roads are used by logging vehicles
from the proposed timber operation.

2. Any known future projects not under the control of the timber/ timberland owner that will impact
public road traffic during the period that these roads are used by logging vehxcls from the
proposed timber operation.

D. Impacts Evaluation
Will the proposed project, as presented, in combination with the impacts of past and future projects, as
identified in Parts A through C above have a reasonable potential to cause or add to significant

cumulative impacts to vehicular traffic on public roads?

Yes (after mitigation). reerreeesaranesasasas st assasennas _

No (after mitigation) v -——

NO (no reasonable potential significant effects).......... X
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Additional Information Concerning Cumulative Effects Analysis

Cumulative Watershed Effects

A. Beneficial uses of on site and downstream water

Beneficial uses of water on site and adjacent to the plan area include salmonid and aquatic
habitat. Known beneficial uses of water within the assessment area are agricultural irrigation and
aquatic and salmonid fisheries habitat. The proposed plan area is located in the Yale Creek
Rancheria Creek drainages which are tributary to the Navarro River. The Water Quality Control
Plan for the North Coast Region (1) lists the following beneficial uses of water for the Navarro
river: agricultural and industrial water supply, ground water recharge, navigation, recreation,
cold fresh water habitat, wildlife habitat, fish migration route and "high quality aquatic habitat
especially suitable for fish spawning”.

B. Watershed Assessment Area

The portion of Rancheria Creek which is generally upstream from the Galbreath Ranch and as
shown on the attached map was determined to be an appropriate CWE assessment area. This
assessment area is approximately 15,000 acres in size. This CWE assessment area was selected
based on its size, proximity to the plan area and in consideration of the dominant drainage:
patterns in this area.

The Navarro River is listed by EPA on the Section 303(d) list "due to excessive sediment loading
from historic logging and road building". The Basin Plan (1) indicates that the Navarro River
provides "high quality aquatic habitat especially suitable for fish spawning".

D. _Past Proi { Land Disturt Hi

Based on my review of the records kept at the CDF office in Ukiah there have been 13 THP's
located at least partially within the CWE assessment area during the past 10 years. These harvest .
permits cover an acreage of approximately 2609 acres. These THP's specified tractor operations
as the harvest method. A variety of silvicultural methods were used including shelterwood
preparatory step harvesting, sanitation salvage, shelterwood removal, transition, and alternative
prescription. A list of these THP's and pertinent information concerning their nature is presented
below for your review. Most of the timbered portion of this CWE assessment area was harvested
during the 1950's and 1960's, prior to the advent of a modern Forest Practice Act. Impacts
associated with this early harvest triggered a positive response to questions concerning past

M
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projects under item "D". The area now appears to be generally in a period of acivanced recovery
and because of the limited scope and nature of the proposed THP the proposed harvest is not
expected to adversely affect the recovery process.

Prior Harvest History Rancheria Creek CWE Assessment Area

THR# Acres HarvestMethod _ Silvicultural Method ~
1-87-486M 100 tractor sanitation salvage
1-88-201M 280 tractor shelterwood removal
1-88-252M 220 tractor shelterwood prep.
1-88-703M 410 tractor shelterwood prep.
1-89-05"™™ 552¢ tractor shelterwood removal
1-91-135M 90 tractor transition
1-91-444M 000** tractor transition / shelterwood removal
1-92-223M plan adjacent but not considered to be within assessment area
1-93-319M 373 tractor Alt. Prescription
1-95-082M 102 tractor clearcut, selection, seed tree removal

' sanitation salvage, rehabilitation
1-95-261M 291 tractor/helicopter seed tree seed step, selection, seed tree

" removal, sanitation salvage, rehabilitation

195-339M 109* tractor/cable selection, group selection
1-95-496 M 082 tractor selection, seed tree removal, rehabilitation
1-96-284M 171 tractor selection, seed tree, seed tree removal

* acreage within assessment area .
** no substantial operations per completion report :
Total acres with harvest permits during the previous ten years = 2609 ac.

E. Future Projects
I am not aware of any additional harvesting which is being planned within the CWE assessment
area at this time. When additional harvesting is conducted in the assessment area this activity

will undoubtedly be conducted according to the Forest Practice Act and therefore the probability
of significant adverse impacts will be minimized.

E. _On-SiteEffects & H. Impacts Evaluation

Large portions of the assessment area was heavily logged during the 1950's and 1960's prior to
the modern Forest Practice Act. The logging which occurred during this period was done
without environmental precautions of any kind. Rancheria Creek is still recovering from this
previous impact based on the wide gravel bar and aggraded nature of the stream channel in this
area. The proposed project has been determined to have a low potential for producing adverse
watershed effects based on my knowledge of other similar past projects which have occurred in

" similar environmental settings. The following factors associated with the proposed timber
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~ harvest are key considerations in my determination that the proposed timber harvest will have a
L low potential to cause adverse watershed effects.
a) Heavy equipment operation in the WLPZ is strictly limited.
-b) No harvesting is proposed adjacent to Class 1 watercourses.
¢) Soil disturbance on steep slopes will be minimized by using existing skid trails which
generally lead away from the fluvial system.
d) Steep areas which are not suitable for. ground based skidding equipment have been
deleted from the plan area. v :
€) LTO's use caution when handling fuel and other potential streamn contaminants.
f) No winter operations are proposed.

Seil Productivity Impacts

The assessment area for soil productivity impacts, is the proposed harvest area. The assessment
area is as defined in the California Department of Forestry Guidelines For Assessment of
Cumulative Impacts dated 8/13/91. :

Broadcast burning is not proposed in this THP. Required erosion control measures and the
exclusion of fire from the area will prevent significant quartities of organic material from being
lost. It also appears that the assessment area has not been broadcast burned for at least 30 years.
] Surface soil will be protected by using standard erosion control techniques as described in the

( THP and FPA. Existing erosion problems will be corrected and.therefore the potential for surface
soil loss will be reduced. The potential for inadvertently creating new erosion problems as a
result of the proposed harvest is being minimized by restricting soil disturbing activities in areas
which have characteristically high sediment delivery ratios such as, steep slopes, unstable areas
and WLPZ's. Productivity losses from soil-compaction and growing space loss will be minimized
by using existing roads and skid trails wheré ever possible and minimizing the overall road and

skid trail density.

Terrestrial Biological Resources

The assessment-area for terrestrial biological resources is as shown on the attached map. This
15,000 +/- acre area was selected because of its proximity to the plan area and it appears to be
typical of the larger surrounding area in terms of vegetative type and past land disturbance
history.

The CDF spotted owl data base has no Northern Spotted Owl sightings listed within a 1.5 mile
radius around the plan area. For additional information concerning the spotted owl please see the
spotted owl addendum. Additional information concerning wildlife can also be found in the TEP

addendum.

The assessment area supports substantial numbers of deer. The climate is mild and deer can be
observed in this area all year. Therefore it is assumed that deer use the assessment area for-

48







fawning, summer and winter range. Riparian areas are limited to watercourses and springs.
Heavy equipment operation is restricted in these areas and they will not be significantly affected
by the proposed timber operation.

For the purpose of ranking the presence of "late seral stage forest characteristics” the standard
minimum block size of 80 acres was used. 80 acre old growth forest stands with 2 maximum
dispersal of one mile were used for the purpose of ranking "continuity of late seral stage forests".
Timber stands greater than 20 acres in size, within the proposed harvest area, do not meet the
definition of "Late succession forest stands" as it is defined in Title 14 CCR 895.1.

Based on my review of the records kept at the CDF office in Ukiah there have been 13 THP's
located at least partially within the terrestrial biological assessment during the past 10 years.
These harvest permits cover an acreage of approximately 2609 acres. These THP's specified
tractor operations as the harvest method. A variety of silvicultural methods were used including
shelterwood preparatory step harvesting, sanitation salvage, shelterwood removal, transition, and
alternative prescription. A list of these THP's and pertinent information concerning their nature
is presented below for your review. Most of the timbered portion of this terrestrial biological
assessment area was harvested during the 1950's and 1960's, prior to the advent of a modem
Forest Practice Act. The area now appears to be generally well vegetated and based on my
observations a diverse and seemingly robust population of w11d11fe is present in the Rancheria

Creek drainage.

Prior Harvest History Rancheria Creek Terrestrial Biological Assessment Area

THP # Acres HarvestMethod ~~  Silvicultural Method

1-37-4836M 100 - tractor sanitation salvage
1-88-201M 280 tractor : shelterwood removal
1-88-252M 220 tractor shelterwood prep.
1-88-703M 410 tractor shelterwood prep.
1-89-057"M 552* tractor shelterwood removal
1-91-135M 90 tractor transition
1-91-444M 000** tractor transition / shelterwood removal
1-92-223M plan adjacent but not considered to be within assessment area
1-93-319M 373 tractor Alt. Prescription
1-95-082M 102 tractor : clearcut, selection, seed tree removal
, sanitation salvage, rehabilitation
1-95-261M 291 tractor/helicopter seed tree seed step, selection, seed tree
removal, sanitation salvage, rehabilitation
1-95-339M 109* tractor/cable selection, group selection
1-95-496M 082 - tractor selection, seed tree removal, rehabilitation
1-96-284M 171 tractor selection, seed tree, seed tree removal

* acreage within assessment area
** no substantial operations per completion report
Total acres with harvest permits during the previous ten years = 2609 ac.




[ am not aware of any additional projects which are being planned within the terrestrial biological
assessment area at this time. When additional harvesting is conducted in the assessment area this
activity will undoubtedly conducted according to the Forest Practice Act and therefore the
probability of significant adverse impacts will be minimized.

Recreational Resources

The assessment area is the plan area and the area within three hundred feet of the plan boundary
as described in Technical Rule Addendum #2. No Recreational Special Treatment Areas have
been designated by the Board of Forestry in or adjacent to the plan area. Within the plan area
itself there are no recreational opportunities for the public or "significant numbers of people”.

Visual Resources

The plan area was determined to by an appropriate visual effects assessment area since the entire
area is subject to changing visual conditions. Since the plan area is not readily visible from any
vantage point used by significant numbers of people adverse visual cumulative impacts are not

expected to occur.

Vehicular Impacts ‘ .

The cumnulative vehicular impacts assessment area is the haul route which is shown on the THP
Haul Route Map and Highway 128. This route was selected as the vehicular impacts assessment
area because it is the most feasible haul route from the plan area. The mapped haul route is '

routinely used for the transportation of forest products. Highway 128 is a high standard two lane

highway which are routinely used for commercial transportation of all types. It is not likely that
this short term low volume timber operation could cause or contribute to a traffic congestion

problem in this rural area.

List of references consulted during this cumulative effects analysis |
1) Water Quality Control Plan for the North Coast North Coast Regional Water

Quality Control Board; September 21, 1989.

2) California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection Guidelines for
Assessment of Cumulative Impacts; CDF; August 13, 1991.

3 Identifying Sensitive Watersheds; Frank Reichmuth; unpublished paper
presented to CLFA on 9/5/91.

'4) Mean Annual Precipitation in the Californié Region; U.S. Department of
the Interior, Geological Survey, Water Resources Division ; 1972.
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5)

6)

7

8)

9

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

USFS, Chapter 20 - "Draft" Cumulative Off-site Watershed Effects
AnalysisU.S.F.S. Handbook.

Memorandum From the California Department of Fish and Game dated April 9,

1990. " Subject: Lists of and Reference to State and Federal Rare
Threatened and/or Endangered Animals and Plants in Sonoma and/or Mendocino
Counties".

The Natural Diversity Data Base

A Guide to Wildlife Habitats of California ; published by California Department of

Forestry and Fire Protection; 1988.

Northern Spotted Owl Information; Published by California Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection; 8/2/90.

Methods and Materials for Locating and Studying Spotted Owils; Eric
Forsman; 1983; Published by U.S. Forest Service (PNW-162)

CDF Archives for THI; Records; Ukiah CDF Office.

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection Guidelines for Assessment of

. Cumulative Impacts Appendix B:; CDF; 8/13/91.

Mendocino County Resource Inventory; USDA, SCS 1987
(watershed acreages)

Sail Survey Report Mendocino Coﬁnty Western Part; USDA Soil Conservation Service;
(Prelimina;y) 1987.

A Guide for Management of Landslide Prone Terrain in the Pacific Northwest; Brithish
Columbia Ministry of Forests; 1994.

THP ~97- 086 mmEY
Lewnzed 4l21/49
L. Susap
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APR 23 1997
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APPENDIX A

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION CONCERNING THE

NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL

Galbreath
Hiatt
1997

Yorkville

Timber Harvest Plan
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Spotted Owl Information
Galbreath / Rancheria Creek and Yale Creek THP 1997

Portion Sections 23, 24, T12N, R13W, MDM&B.

This THP is approximately 134 acres in size. The silvicultural method is seed tree removal 96
ac., clear-cut 27 ac. and 11 ac. seed tree seed step.

The CDF/DFG Northern Spotted Owl Data Base system was queried for known owl observations
within a 1.3 mile radius of the proposed plan area. The CDF data base listed MD216 as being within
1.3 miles of the plan area. The CDF Data Base Report #2 incorrectly reports NSO activity center
MD216 as being within Section 13, T12N, R13W, MDMB. NSO activity center MD 216 is
actually located in Section 3, T12N, R13W, MDMB. '

Owl Survey Work
Spotted owls have been called for in the vicinity of the proposed plan area on the following occasions:

1) On 01/30/97 Lee Susan called for spotted owis in and around the plan area using the semi-continuous
cruising method from 9:45 AM to 2:30 PM. No responses.were heard.

2) On 02/04/97 Lee Susan called for spotted owls in and around the plan area using the semi-continuous
cruising method from 11:00 AM to 4:30 PM. No responses were heard.

3) On 02/28/97 Lee Susan called for spotted owls in and around the plan area using the semi-continuous
cruising method from 9:00 AM to 4:30 PM. No responses were heard.

4) On 03/09/97 Curtis Tyler called for spotted owls in and around the plan area using the point method as
shown on the attached map from 23:07 to 23:17. No responses were heard.



NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL DATABASE
Recorded Obscrvation Information Request
(One pian only per cach request)

TO: California Department of Forestry and Fire Protcction

P.O. Box 670
Santa Rosa, CA 95401

Aun: Forcest Practice

REQUESTER:

Name: Lee Susan
Address: 16575 Franidin Road

Fort Bragg, CA 95437

Phone: (707 9641566

Location: ¢
Plan Name: Hiat 97
County (s): Mecndocino®

. Legal Description of Plan Arca ’
Toshp 12N, Rng 13W, Sctn(s) _23 .
Tnshp 12N, Rng 13W, Sctn(s) 26,
Tnshp 12N, Rng _13W, Sctn(s) 24,
Tashp . Rng Sctn(s) |

Legal Description of Sections within 1.3 miles of Plan Arca
Tnshp 12N, Rng _I3W. Sctn (s) _13; 14; 15: 16; 21: 22: 23:
Toshp 12N, Rng _13W, Sctn (s) 24;25: 26; 27 28: 3-!- 35
Tonshp 12N, Rng 13W, Sctn(s) 36 : ;
Tnshp 12N, Rng _12W, Sctn (s) _18; 19, 30.

Toshp , Rng . Setn (s) ;

Map: Attached is a map showing the location of potential operations takcn from the Usgs 7.5
minute topographic Quadrangle(s) Gubc Mountain, Ombaun, Yorkville, Bigfoot Mountain.
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MAP TO ACCOMPANY
REQUEST FOR NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL.
RECORDS CHECK
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RPF: LEE SUSAN #: 2127 01/31/97
RQST. NO.: 1271 Pg: 1

California Department of Fish and Game
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection

NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL DATABASE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
Version 2.0
JANUARY 16, 1997
REPORT #1 DATA

REPCRT OF AREAS SEARCHED

COUNTY TOWNSHIP RANGE SECTION TERRITORY

P Yy

aaaaaa adaaaaaa aaaaa 44344484 &aaaaaaaa

MD 12N 12w 18 *#% NO OWLS KNOWN **
MD 12N 12w 19 *%* NO OWLS KNOWN #*=*
MD 12N 12W 30 *%* NO OWLS KNOWN #*=*
MD 12N 13W 13 MD216

MD 12N 13W 14 *%* NO OWLS KNOWN *=*
MD 12N . 13W 15 ** NO OWLS KNOWN ol
MD 12N 13w 16 ** NO OWLS KNOWN **
MD 12N 13W 21l *% NO OWLS KNOWN *=*
MD 12N 13W 22 ** NO OWLS KNOWN *x* ‘
MD 12N 13w 23 ** NO OWLS KNOWN *=*
MD 12N 13W 24 ** NO OWLS KNOWN **
MD 12N 13W 25 ** NO OWLS KNOWN *=*
MD 12N 13W 26 ** NO OWLS KNOWN **
MD 12N © 13W 27 *#%* NO OWLS KNOWN *=*
MD 12N 13w 28 ** NO OWLS KNOWN *=*
MD 12N 13w 34 ** NO OWLS KNOWN =*=*
MD 12N 13W 35 *%* NO OWLS KNOWN **
MD 12N 13W 36 ** NO OWLS KNOWN *=*%

NOTE: THREE SEPERATE REPORTS ARE GENERATED IF NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL
RECORDS ARE KNOWN FROM THE REQUESTED AREA. THE SECOND AND.THIRD
REPORTS WILL NOT PRINT IF OBSERVATIONS RECORDS ARE NOT FOUND.
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RPF: LEE SUSAN
RQST. NO.: 1271

REPORT #2

REPORT OF TERRITORIES

LOCALE TWN

‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘

TERRITORY: MD216

#: 2127 01/31/97

Pg: 1
California Department of Fish and Game
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL DATABASE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
Version 2.0
JANUARY 16, 1997
DATA
FOUND
OWNER YEAR TERR. NEST/YNG
RNG SECT 1/4 1/16 1/64 TYPE OWNER VERIFIED KNOWN
444 AAA4 434 4444 4484 334483 3a348 aanssasaas aaaaaaaa
13W 3 SW NE pvT 91 - P -

RANCHERIA CR 12N

wOTE: FOR AN EXPLANATION OF THE DATA COLUMNS, USE A "DATABASE REPORT
EXPLANTATION SHEET" DATED AFTER JANUARY 1, 1994.

(o2
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LEE SUSAN #F: 2127 01/31/97

RPF:
RQST. NO.: 1271 Pg:
_ California Department of Fish and Game
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL DATABASE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
Version 2.0
JANUARY 16, 1997
REPORT #3 DATA

REPORT OF SIGHTINGS REPORTED FOR TERRITORIES FOUND

12N
12N
12N
- 12N
12N
12N
12N
12N
12N
. -12N
2N
12N
12N
12N
12N
12N
12N
12N
12N

1

NO. NO.

DATE TIME OF AGE~ OF

RNG T 1/4 1/16 1/64 SEEN SEEN OBSERVER OWLS SEX PAIR ¥YNG
aaa éééé 434 3434 3344 A4A4434844 444844 43343333335434a4 5484 aaaa aaas aaa

TERRITORY: MD216 .

13w 3 11/29/90 0 WOOSTER 0 0
13W 3 12/01/90 .0 WOOSTER 0] 0
13w 3 12/28/90 0 WOOSTER 0 0
13W 3 SW NE 04/22/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF Y 0
13W 3 SW NE E 05/01/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF Y 0
13W 3 SW NE E 05/15/91 0 WOOETER 1M 0
13w 3 SW NE E 05/22/91 0 WOOSTER+ 1M 0
13w 3 SW NE 05/22/91 0 WOOSTER+ 2 UMUF Y 0
13w 3 06/01/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF Y 0
13W 3 SE NwW CW 06/04/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF Y 0
13W 3 06/07/91 0 WOOSTER 1 UOF 0
13W 3 : 07/03/91 0 WOOSTER 0 0
13w 3 SW NE E 07/17/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF Y 0
13w 3 07/26/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF Y o
13W 3 SwW NE 09/27/%91 0 WOOSTER 1 00 0
13W 13 10/22/91 0 WOOSTER 1 oM 0
13w 3 SW NE 11/05/91 0 WOOSTER. 1 UF 0
13w 3 12/13/91 0 WOOSTER 0 0
13W 3 SW NE 12/26/91 0 WOOSTER 1 UM 0
13w 3 03/27/92 0 WOOSTER 0 0

12N

~¥QOTE: FOR AN EXPLANATION OF THE DATA COLUMNS, USE A "DATABASE REPORT

EXPLANTATION SHEET" DATED AFTER JANUARY 1, 1994.

A1




NOTE

Information concerning archeclogical sites has been removed from

this THP, 1-97-086 MEN in accordance
with the policy of The Office of Historic Preservation as adopted

by the State Historical Resources Commission under the authority of

Public Resourées Code 5020.4.

Copies of the information have been sent to the following locations
to facilitate review of the project:

1. CDF field unit - Willits (Howard Forest)

The original copy of this material is maintained in a confidential

file at CDF Region I Headquarters, 135 Ridgway Avenue, Santa Rosa,
CA 95401. Contact Mark Gary, CDF Archeologist.
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ESTIMATED SURFACE SOIL ERUSION HAZARD STATE OF CALIFORNIA
FW%WY__L_L—_——L BOARD OF FORESTRY
, | FACTOR RATING
; IL FACTORS BY AREA
A. SOIL TEXTURE Fine Medium Coarse A B C
1. DETACHABILITY Low Moderate High
Rating 1-9 10-18 19-30 17| 17
2. PERMEABILITY Slow Mcderate Rapid
Rating 5-4 . 3-2 1 3] 3
B. DEPTH TO RESTRICTIVE LAYER OR BEDROCK
Shallow Moderate Deep
1"-19" 20"-39" 40"-60" (+)
Rating 15-9 8-4 ' 3-1 i 6] 6
C. PERCENT SURFACE COARSE FRAGMENTS GREATER THAN 2 MM IN SIZE
INCLUDING ROCKS OR STONES
Low Moderate High FACTOR RATING
(=) 10-39% 40-70% 71-100% BY AREA
Rating 10-6 5-3 2-1 9 9 A B C
- B SUBOTAL D 351 35
+l. SLOPE FACTOR
Slope 5-15% | 16-30% | 31-40% | ¢1-50% | 51-70% | 71-80% (+)
Rating | 1-3 4-6 7-10 | 71=15 | 16=25. |  26-35 10| 18
[II. PROTECTIVE VEGETATIVE COVER REMAINING AFTER DISTURBANCE
Low Moderate High
0-40% 41-80% 81-100%
Rating 15-8% 7-4 3-1 6| 5
-V. TWO-YEAR, ONE-HOUR RAINFALL INTENSITY (Hundredths Inch)
Low Moderate High Extreme
(=) 30-39 40-59 60-69 70-80 (+)
Rating 1-3 4=7 8-11 12-15 12 12
TOTAL SUM OF FACTORS D
63| 70
ERCSION HAZARD RATING
<50 50-65 66-75 >75
LOX () | MODERATE (M) HIG (H) EXTREME (E) | (u)| (H)
THE DETERMTNATTON T D




Summit Forestry

Lee Susan

16575 Franklin Road
Fort Bragg, CA 95437
(707) 964-4566

03/10/97

Mr. Fred Galbreath
P.O.Box 188
Kentfield, CA 94904

Dear Mr. Galbreath,

Pursuant to item "13 a" of the THP which I have prepared for your property, I am writing to explain some

of the obligations a landowner incurs when they harvest timber on their property.
¥

1) The State of California has certain minimum stocking requirements for timberiand which must be
maintained or re-established following harvesting. These stocking requirements are specified in Title 14
CCR 912.7 which I have enclosed for your reference. Stocking requirements in areas designated as
clear-cut will be met by planting Douglas-fir and redwood seedlings as necessary to meet
statutory stocking requirements.

2) The State of California requires that erosion control structures be maintained. Primarily, this would

include but is not limited to keeping waterbars operational and keeping culverts open to the unrestricted
flow of water. Current regulations require that erosion control features be maintained for up to three years

after the THP has been completed.

If you have any questions concerning what is required please feel free to call me at any time.

Sincerely yours,

e e

Lee Susan
Forester # 2127

encl.
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Title 14

Department of Forestry

§912.7

year and support aquatic vegetation, grasses and fords as their principal

vegelative cover.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 4526. 4551, 4551.5 and 4552, Public Resources

Code. Reference: Sections 4526 and 4561, Public Resources Code.

History
I. Amendment of NOTE filed 22179 as procedurai and organizational: effective
upon filing (Register 79. Na. 9. ’

2. Amendment filed 7-2~79: effective thirticth day thereaiter (Register 79, No.
2.

3. Amendment filed 7-9-31: cffective thirticth day thereafter (Register 81, No.
28).

4. Amendment filed 9-9-88: operative 10-3-48 (Register 88, No. 38,

5. Change without regulatory effect (Register 89.No. 20,

6. Adoption of subsection “Marbeiet murrelet Habitat” filed 6=27-91 23 an emer.
gency: operative 6-27-91 (Register 91. No. 41), A Centficate of Compliance
must be transmitied 1o QAL by 10-24-31 or emergency language will be re-
peaied by operaton of law on the following day.

7. Amendment of “Commoercial species” o include Pacific Yew filed 1-21-93 as
an emergency: operative 1-21-93 (Register 93, Na. 4L A Certificaie of Com-
pliance must be ransmitted to OAL 5-21-93 or emergency language wiil be
repealed by operation of law on the following day.

8. Repealer of "Co-~dominant.” “Dominant,” ~Lake.” = ing Area.” “Seed
Tree.” ~Skidding or Yarding.” “Skid trails.” “Tractor rosds™ and “Waterbreak™
filed 1~7-54: operative 3—i-54 (Register 94. No. 1).

9. Pacific Yew under “Comumercial species™ repealed by operation of Govern-

ment Code section 11346.1 (Register 94, No. 20).

! All Coastal Commission Special Treatmem Areas were adopied by the Coastal
Commission oa July 5. 1977, and they include several speciaily identified areas.
buffer zones adjacent 1o designated highways within Coastal Scenic View Corri-
dars, and buffer zones ad 10 publicly owned preserves and recreation areas.
Maps or designations of Commission Special Treatment Areas are on file
n department offices in the Coast Forest District. Coastal Commission Special
Treatment Areas bave been designated according (o the following criteria:

A. Scenic View Corridors.

B. Sites of significant scenic vaiue

C. Wetlands, lagoons, stresms, estiaries, and marine environments

D. Significant' animal and plant habitat areas

ER .

The Coastal Cammission has also set forth in its designations special manage-
ment objectives considered essential by the Coastal Commission for the protec-
tion of public values within the Coastal Zone.

The following is a listing of the Coastal Commission Special Treamment Areas.
In parentheses following the name of each ares are capital letiers ndicating the
specific criteria as listed above. The lenters referencing the criteria are listed in or-
der of pricrity of the significance of the varicus criteria applicable o the area.

(a) Dei Norte County. EIk Creek Valley (). Sitka Spruce Grove (D.A), False
Klamadh Cove (B,A). Klamath River (B.A.C).

() Humboldt County. Freshwater Lagoon (B.C.E). Stone Lagoon (A.B.C.E).
Big Lagoon (A.C.B). Big Lagoon Bog (B.C.E). Agate Beach Bluff (B.A), Mattole

River (B.C). The King Range National Conservation Area forestiands that paral-

lel the beach: All private nholdings that are within view of the beach wail that are
in the recreational zoned western siopes.

(¢) Mendocino . Usal Creek (A.C). Rockport Beach (B). Hardy Creek
Kaoll (B), Weswort (B). Ten Mile River (B.C). Noyo River (A.B.C). Caspar and
Doyle Creeks (A). Big River (A.B.C.E). Albion River (A.B.C.D). Navarro River
(B.C.A), Navarro w0 lrish Beach Terrace (AB). Elk Creek (C.B). Gualaia River

.C).

(d) Sonoma County. Gualala River (B.C). Sea Ranch Area (A), Stewarts Point
Area (A), Horseshoe Cove Area (C.B.E), Stockoff Creek and Kolmer Guich
(B.C.D). FortRoss (AB). Mill Guich (A.B). Timber Guich (AB), Russian Guich
(A), Sawmill Guich (A), Sheephouse Creek (A.C.D), Duncan Mills Marsh
(A.CD). South Side of tie Rusuan River (A.B.C.D.E), Willow Creek Headwa-
13 (C.D), Jeaner Guich (C.D), Slaughterhouse Guich (A.D), Furlong Gulkch
(A.D). Scorty Creek (C.D), Rough Creek (C.D). _

(¢) San Mateo County. San Pedro Valley (A), South Montara Mountam (AB).
Butano Panorama (B.E), Ano Nuevo Upiands (A.B.E).

(f) Santa Cruz County. Ano Nuevo Uplands (A.B.E), Waddell Creek
(A.B.C.E). Bomy Doan Bounic Area (B.D). Molino Creek (A.B).

(g) Buffer Zones within Coastai Scenic View Carridors in Dei Norte. Humboidt
and Mendocino Counties.

(1) Del Norte County. Highway 101 from Crescent City to Smith River town
along the west side of the highway.
(2) Humboldt County.

(A) Highway 101 from the Moonstone-Westhaven Exit o Big Lagoon Bridge
along both sides of the highway.
. o 2

(B1Old Highway 101 from Trinidad north to Patrick" s Pomt State Park enerance
ajong both sides of the rvad. '

(3) Mendocino County. Highway | from Ten Mile River 10 Sonoma County
line along both sides of the highway.

(h) Butfer Zones adjacent 1o all publicly owned preserves and recreation areas.
inciuding national. state. regionai, county. and municipal parks.
$912.5. Procedure for Estimating Surface Soil Erosion
Hazard Rating.
A propused pian shall show the estimaied erosion hazard ratings of the
pian area. by areas. down 10 20 acres (8.1 ha) if such a breakdown will

. change the estimated erosion hazard of individual areas. The plan shail

show high and extreme erosion hazard ratings. by areas, down to 10 acres
{4.047 ha) if such a breakdown will change the erosion hazard of the indi-
vidual areas. Specific erosion hazard areas not fitting the above minimum
win be considered independently and protective measures commensu-
rate with the problem applied. These measures are covered in Chapter 4.
Subchapter 4 of the California Code of Regulations.

To estimate the erasion hazard rating of any plan or pontion thereof.
the forester (RPF) shall follow the procedures and requirements con-
tained in Board Technical Rule Addendum #1. dated February 1. 1990.
Appropriate weights for the factors in the Estimated Surface Scil Erosion
Hazard, Form L in the Addendum. shall be calculated and the factors shail
be summed (o give the rating. A copy of the calculations from Form I shall
be attached to the timber harvesting plan. A copy of the Board Technical
Rule Addendum #1 can be obtained from the State Board of Forestry at
the Resources Building. 1416 9th Street, Room 1506-14, Sacramento,
CA 95814,

Norte: Authority cited: Sections 4591 and 4562.5, Public Resources Code. Refer-
ence: Section 4562.5. Public Resources Code.

History
1.New NOTE filed 2-21 izati i

. 1 n.ﬁilgyapwammg&mewﬁk
2 l;.{p;akrz%l‘d new section filed 7-2-32; designated effective 1=1-83 (Register

O .
3. Amendment filed 12-4~89; operative 2~1-90 (Register 89. No. 50).

$9127. Resource Conservation Standards for Minimum
Stocking.

The following resource conservation standards constitute minimum
acceptable stocking in the Coast Forest Diswict after timber operations
have been completed. .

(a) Rock cutcroppings. meadows, wet areas. or other areas not normai-
ly bearing commercial species shall not be considered as requiring stock-
ing and are exempt from such provisions.

(b) An area on which timber operations have taken place shail be clas-
sified as acceptably stocked if either of the standards set forth in (1) or -
(2) below are met within five (5) years after compietion of timber opera-
lions uniess otherwise specified in the rules.

(1) An area contains an average point count of 300 per acre cn Site I,
[T and III lands or 1SO on Site IV and V lands to be computed as follows:

(A) Each countable tree (Ref. CCR. Title 14, Section 895.1) which is
not more than 4 inches d.b.h. counts | point.

(B) Each countable tree over 4 inches but less than 12 inches d.bh.
counts 3 points.

(C) Each countable tree over 12 inches dbh. counts as 6 points.

(D) Root crowa sprouts will be counted using the average smmp diam-
eter 12 inches above average ground level of the original stump from
which the sprouts originate, counting one sprout for each foot of sump
diameter t0 a maximum of 6 per sump.

(2) The average residual basal area, measured in stems | inch or larger
in diameter. is at least 85 square feet per acre cn Site I lands. and 50 square
feet per acte on lands of Site I classification or lower. Site classification
shail be determined by the RPF who prepared the plan.

(c) The resource conservation standards of the rules may be met with
Group A and/or B commercial species. The percentage of the stocking
requirements met with Group A species shail be no less than e percent-
age of the stand basal area they comprised before harvesting. The site oc-
cupancy provided by Group A species shall not be reduced relative o
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§912.8

BARCLAYS CALIFORNIA CODE OF REGULATIONS

Title 14

Group B species. When considering site wccupancy. the Director shall

c~sider the potential long term effects of relative site occupancy of

1p A species versus Group B species as a resuit of harvest. I Group

A species will likely recapure the site after harvest, Group B species do

not need to be reduced. The time frames for recapturing the site shail be

consistent with achieving MSP. The Director may prehibit the use of

Group A and/or B commercial specics which are non~indigenous or are

not physiologicaily suited to the area involved. Exceptions may be ap-

" provedby the Directorif the THP provides the following information and
those exceptions are agreed (0 by the timberiand owner-

(1) Expiain and justify with clear and convincing evidence how using
Group A nonindigenous. or Group B species (0 meet the resource conser-
vation standards will meet the intent of the Forest Practice Act as de-
scribed in PRC Section 4513. The discussion shall nclude af least:

(A) the management objectives of the post-harvest stand:

(B) a description of the current stand. including species composition
and current stocking levels within the area of Group B species. The per-
centage can be measured by using point—count. basal area. stocked piot.
or other method agreed to by the Director.

(C) the percentage of the post-harvest stocking to be met with Group
B species. Post harvest percentages will be determined on the basis of
stocked plots. Only the methods provided by {14 CCR 1070-1075 shail
be used in determining if the standards of PRC Section 4561 have been
met.

(D) a description of what will constimte a countable tree. as defined
by PRC Section 4528 fora Group B species and how such a tree will meet
the management objectives of the post-harvest stand. :

The Director. afteran initial inspection pursuant 1o PRC Section 4604,
shall approve use of Group B species, as exceptions to the pre-harvest
basal area percentage standard. if in his judgement the intent of the Act
will be met, and there will not be an immediate significant and long—term

1 1o the namral resources of the state.

1+JTE: Authority cited: Sections 4551, 4553 mdﬁGl.l.MlkResom&sCode.
Reference: Sections 4561 and 4561.1. Public Resources Code.,

Histomy
L. New NOTE filed 2-21~79 as procedurai and organizationak: cffective upon fil-
g (Register 79, No. 9).
2 Editorial correction filed 12-2-82 (Register 82. No. 49),

3. Editorial coerection filed 8-29-84; effective thirticth day thereafter (Register
84, No. 35).

4. Amendment filed 9-9--88: operative 10~9-88 (Register 88, No. 38).

5- Amendment of subsection (¢} and (c)(1) filed 1-7-54: operative 3—{—94 (Reg-
ister 94. No. 1).

5. Qmezngmem of subsection (¢) filed 5—16-94: operative 5-16-94 (Register 94,
No. 20).

§912.8. Progeny, Clonal, or Provenance Testing Stocking
Standard Exemption.

Pursuant 1o PRC 4561.7. the following standards shall applyto there-
quest for an exemption from the stocking standards of the Act for proge-
0y, clonal. or provenance testing.

(a) Any THP submitted pursuant to Sectica 4561.7 of the Public Re-
sources Code shall include the following information. in addition to other
requirements of the ruies of the Board.

(1) A specific request for an exempticon from stocking standards: and

(2) A description of the testing to be conducted on the site.

(b) The exemptica from stocking shall become effective upon the Di-
rector’s determination that the timber harvesting plan is in conformance

2 the rules and regulations of the Board.

» WTE Authority cited: Sections 4551 and 4561.7, Public Resources Code. Refer-
<ace: Sections 4561.7 and 4582.75. Public Resources Code,

History
l.l;lg‘wsecdou filed 12-11-86; effective thirtieth day thereafter (Regisier 86, No.

<3
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$9129. Cumulative Impacts Assessment Checkilst.
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
BOARD OF FORESTRY
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS ASSESSMENT

(1) Do the assessment area(s) of resources that may be affected by the
proposed project contain any past. present. or reasonably foreseeable
probable fuwre projects?

Yes ____No____

Il the answer is yes. identify the project(s) and afTected resource sub-
jeet(s).

(2) Are there any continuing. significant adverse impacts from past
land use activities that may add to the impacts of the proposed project?

Yes No,

If the answer is yes. identify the activities and affected resource sub-
Jject(s).

(3) Will the proposed project. as presented. in combination with past.
present. and reasonably foreseeable probable futre projects identified in
items (1) and (2) above. have a reasonable potential to cause oradd tosig-
nificant cumulative impacts in any of the following resource subjects?

No ressonably
potential
Yes after No after significant
mitigation (a) mitigation (b) effeets ()
1. Watershed
2 Soil Productivity
3. Biological —
4. Recreation
S. Visual —_—
6. Tnffic —_—
7. Other

a) Yes. means that potential significant adverse impacts are left after:
application of the forest practice rules and mitigations or altematives pro-

- posed by the plan submitter.

operation to cause significant adverse impacts has been substantiaily re-
duced or avoided by mitigation measares or alternatives proposed m the
THP and application of the forest practice rules.

¢) No reasanably potential significant effects means that the opera-
tions proposed under the THP do not have a reascnable potential to join
with the impacts of any other project 10 cause cumulative impacts.

(4 If column (a) is checked in (3) above describe why the expected im-
pacts cannot be feasibiy mitigated or avoided and what mitigation mez-
sures or alternatives were considered to reach this determination. If col-
umn (b) is checked in (3) above describe what mitigation measures have
been selected which will substantially reduce or avoid reasonabiy poten-
tial significant cumulative impacts except for those mitigation measures
or alternatives mandated by application of the rules of the Board of For-
esuy.

(5) Provide a brief description of the assessment area used for each re-
source subject. :

(6)Listandbriefly describe the individuals. organizations. and records
consulted in the assessment of cumuiative impacts for each resource sub-
Ject. Records of the information used in the assessment shall be provided
1o the Director upon request. :

BOARD OF FORESTRY
TECHNICAL RULE ADDENDUM NO. 2
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS ASSESSMENT

Introduction

The purpose of this addendum is to guide the assessment of cummiative
impacts as required in 14 CCR 398 and 1034 that may occur as a result
of proposed timber operatioas. This assessment shail include evalnati_m
of both on-site and off-site interactions of proposed project activities
with the impacts of past and reasonably foreseeable fuwre projects.

In conducting an assessment. the RPF must distingnish between on—
site impacts that are mitigated by application of the Forest Practice Rules
and the interactions of proposed activities (which maynot be significant

Qoviuor Wb Na N SNQL




Summit Forestry

Lee Susan

16575 Franklin Road
Fort Bragg, CA 95437
(707) 964-4566

03/10/97

Charlie Hiatt
P.O. Box 595
Boonville, CA 95415

Dear Charlie,

Pursuant to item 13a of the THP which I have prepared for you on the Galbreath ranch, I am writing to '
explain some of the obligations a plan submitter incurs when they harvest timber on their property. Title
14 CCR 1035 is the section of the Forest Practice Act which specifies what a THP plan submitters
responsibilities are. A copy of this code section is enclosed for your review and reference.

If you have any questions concerning what is required please feel free to call me at.any time.

Sincerely yours,

e coase

Lee Susan
Forester #2127
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§ 1023.2

BARCLAY. _ALIFORNIA CODE OF REGULATIONS

Title 14

History
1. Renumbering and amendment of Section 1034.] 10 Secuon 10327 fled
2-2-82 effective thirticth day therealter (Register 82, No. 6).

¥ 1034.2. Professional Judgment. .

Where the rules or these regulations provide for the exercise of profes-
sional judgment by the forester (RPF) or the Director. the parties. at the
request of either party shail confer on the plan area during the initial pre—
harvest inspection provided for by law to reach agreement if possible on
the conditions and standards 10 be included in the plan.

Note: Authority cited: Sections 4551 and 4552, Public Resources Code. Refer-
ence: Sections 45827 and 4582.75. Public Resources Code.

$1035. Plan Submitter Responsibllity.

The plan submitter. or successor in interest, shall:

(a) Ensure that an RP¥ conducts any activities which require an RPE.

(b) Provide the RPF preparing the plan or amendmeats with complete
and correct information regarding pertinent legai rights (0. interests in.
and responsibilities for land. timber. and access as these affect the plan-
nmg and conduct of timber operations.

(¢) Sign the THP certifying knowledge of the plan contents and the re-
quiremeats of this section.

(d) Within five (5) working days of change in RPF respaunsibilities for
THP impiementation or substimtion of another RPF., file with the Direc-
lor a notice which states the RPF's name and registration number. ad-
dress. and subsequent responsibilities for any RPF required field work.
amendment preparation. or operation supervision. Corporations neednot
file notification because the RPF of record on each document is the re-
sponsible person.

(¢) Provide a copy of the approved THP and any approved operaticnal
amendments to the LTO.

(f) The plan submittershall notify the Director prior to commencement
~{ site preparation operations. Receipt of a bumning permit is sufficient

Aice. -
Note: Authority cited: Sections 4551 and 4552, Public Resources Code. Refer-
ence: Sections 4582 and 4582.5. Public Resources Code.
History

1. Repealerand new secticn filed 9-26-89: operative 10~26-89 (Register 89. No.
40). For prior history, see Register 88, No. 32,

1 New subsection (f) filed 12-4-89: operative 2-1~90 (Register 89. No. 50).

$1035.1. Registered Professional Forester Responsibility.

Upon submission of a THP. the Registered Professionai Forester
(RPF) who prepares and signs a plan is responsible for the accuracy and
completeness of its contents. The RPF preparing the plan shall:

(a) Sate in the THP the work which will be performed by the RPF plan
preparer (beyond preparation of the THP and attending the pre-harvest
mspection if requested by the Director). and any additional work requir-
ingan RPF which the plan preparer does not intend to perform. This may
include. but is not limited to. field work in identifying watercourse and
lake protection zones or special treatment areas. marking trees. or other
activities. The RPF is caly responsible for the activities set forth in the
plan when emplioyed for that purpose. or required by the rules of the
Board.

(b) In writing. inform the plan submitter(s) of their responsibility pur-
suant to Section 1035 of this Article. and the timberfand owner(s) of their
responsibility for compliance with the requirements of the Act and where
applicable. Board rules regarding site preparation. stocking. and mainte-
nance of roads. landings. and erosion control facilities.

NoTE: Autharity cied: Sections 4551 and 3552, Public Resources Code. Refer-
ence: Sections 4583.2 and 4583.5, Public Resources Code.
History
1. Repealer and new tiled 9-26-39: operative 10-26~89 (Rezister 89, No.
40). For prior history. see Registers 88. No. 32 and 79. No. 44.

$10352. Interaction Between RPF and LTO.
From the start of the plan preparation process but before commence-

. mentof operations. the responsible RPF or supervised designee familiar
with on-site conditions. shall meet with cither the LTO. or supervised de-

" TPage 300.2(b)

signee. who will be on the ground and directly responsible for the harvest-
ing operation. The meeting shall be vnsite if requested by either the RPY
or LTQ. [fany amendment is incorporated to the pian by an RPF after the
first meeting. the RPF shall comply with the intent of this section by ex-
plaining relevant changes to the LTO: if reyuested by either the RPF or
LTO. another on-site meeting shall uke place.

The intent of any such meeting is 10 assure that the 1.TO:

(a) Is advised of any sensitive on~site conditions requiring special care
during operations. )

(b) Is advised regarding the intent and applicable provisions of the ap-
proved plan inciuding amendments.
NoTE: Autherity cited: Sections 4551 and 4552 Public Resources Code. Refer-
ence: Sections 4581 and 4582, Public Resources Code. -

History

1. Repealer and new secuon filed 9-26-89: uperative 10-26-89 (Register 89, No.

40). For prioe history. see Registers 88, No. 32 and 79, No. 44.

§1035.3. Licensed Timber Operator Responsibilities.

Each Licensed Timber Operator shail:

(a) Inform the responsible RPF or pian submitter. either in writing or
orally, of any site conditions which in the LTO s opinion prevent imple-
mentation of the approved plan inciuding amendmeats.

(b) Be responsible for the work of his or her employees and familiarize
all empioyees with the intent and details of the operaticnai and protection
measures of the plan and amendments that apply to their work. :

(c) Keep 2 copy of the applicable approved plan and amendments
available for reference at the site of active timber operations.

{d) Comply with all provisions of the Act. Board rules and regulations.
the applicahle approved plin and any approved amendments to the plan.
Nate: Authority cited: Sections 4551. 4552 and 4571. Public Resources Code.
Reference: Sections 4528.5 and 4571, Public Resources Code.

History
L. New section filed 3-26-89: operative 10-26-89 (Register 89, No. 40).

$ 1035.4." Notiflication of Commencement of Operations.
Each calendar year. within fifteen days before. and not later than the
dayof the startup of a timber operation. the Timber Harvesting Plan Sub-
mitter, unless the THP identifies another person as responsibie. shall
notify CDF of the start of timber operaticus. The natification. by tele-
phone or by mail. shall be directed to the appropriate CDF Ranger Unit
Headgquarters. Forest Practice Inspector. or other designated personnel.
NoTe: Authority cited: Sections 4551, 4551.5. 4553 and 4604, Public Resources
Code. Reference: 4551. 4551.5 and 4582, Public Resources Code. .
History
1. New section filed 7-28-88: operative 8-27-88 (Regsster 88. No. 32).

§ 1036. Deviations.

() ~Minor deviations™ means any change. minor in scope. in a plan
which can reasonably be presumed not to make a significant change m
the conduct of timber operations and which can reasonably be expected
nottosignificantly adversely affect timberland productivity or values re-
lating to soil. water quality. watershed. wildlife. fisheries. range and for-
age. recreatian. and aesthetic enjoyment.

(b) All other changes are presumed to be substantial deviaticns be-
cause they could significantly affect the conduct of imber operations and
potenually could have a significant adverse affect on limber productivity
or values relating to soil. water quality, watershed. wildlife. fisheries.
range and forage. recreation. and aesthetic enjoyment. Such actions in-
clude. but are not limited to:

(1) Cbange in location of imber harvesting operations or enlargement
of the area 1o be cut.

(2) Change in the silviculural method and cutting system on any por-
tion of the pian area.

(3) Change in type or location of logging (yarding) system or basic
type of equipment.

(4) Change in location. nawre or increase in length of proposed log-
ging roads incorporating one or more of the following criteria:

(A) Anyroad in the Stream Protection Zone or where sidecast will ex-
tend nto the Sueam Protection Zone. :

Rewier 98, No, 4% 12 8 95




NOrLCE OF INTENT TO HARVEST TIMBER

A Timber Harvesting Plan or an amendment to an existing plan that may be of interest to-you has been
submitted to the California Department of Forestry & Fire Protection. The Department will be reviewing the
proposed timber operation for compliance with various laws and rules. This review requires the addressing
of any concerns you may have with what is being proposed. The following briefly describes the proposed
timber cperation and where and how to get more information.

The review times given to the Department to review the proposed timber operation are variable in length, but
limited. To ensure the Oepartment receives your comments please read the following:

The earliest possible date the Department may approve the plan or amendment is: 4/’/1‘7 .

NOTE:  THIS DATE IS PROBABLY NOT THE ACTUAL APPROVAL'~DATE AND CLOSE OF PUBLIC COMMENT. Normally, a much
longer period of time is available for preparation of comments. Please check with the Department,
prior to the above listed date, to determine the actual date that the public comment period closes.

3 /’7 /4-1

The plan or amendnent was submitted to the Department on:

Questions about the proposed timber operation or laws and rules governing timber operations should be
directed to: ‘

California Department of Forestry & Fire Protection
Forest Practice Program
135 Ridguay Avenue (P.0. Box 670)
Santa Rosa, CA 95402
(707) 576-2275

The public may review the plan or amendment at the above Department office or purchase a copy of the plan or
amencinent. The cost to obtain a copy is 12.5 cents for each page, $2.50 minimum per request. (To be -
completed by the Department upon receipt. The cost to obtain a copy of the plan or amendrment

is: <)

Informaticn about the plan or amendment follows: ,
Fred Galbreath

2. Registered Professional Forester who prepared the plan or amencment: Lee Susan RFF#2127
Charlie Hiatt

1. Timberland Owner where the timber operation is to occur:

3. Name of individual who submitted the plan or. amendment:

4. Location of the proposed timber operation (county, legal description, approximate direction &
approximate distance of the timber operation from the nearest community or well-known lancmerk):

Portion Sections 23, 24, Ti12N, R13W, MDB&M. Mendocino County

The plan area is approximately 3 miles southwest of Yorkville.

5. The name of and distance from the nearest perennial stream and major watercourse flowing through or
downstream from the timber operation:

area,

6. Acres proposed-to be harvested: _134 ac.

7. The regeneration methods and/or intermediate treatments to be used:
clear-cut . e te t

8. Is there a known overhead power line, except lines from transformers to service panels,
within the plan area? Yes __ Noxxx

A map is attached to help in locating where the proposed timber operation is to occur.

FOR DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

TIMBER HARVESTING PLAN NO. DATE OF RECEIPT

January 1, 1996 (Coast)



MAP TO ACCOMPANY

TIMBER HARVESTING PLAN
Galbreath Ranch
1997
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ADJACENT OWNER INFORMATION IN MAILING LABEL FORMAT

Foppiano, Louis & Della TTEES et all

Bickell, Thomas E.
153 N. Main St. P.O. Box 606
Fort Bragg, CA 95437 ~ Healdsburg, CA 95448



P ROO F OF PUB LIiC ATION This space is for the County Clerk's Filing Stamp

(2015.5 C.C.P))

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF MENDQCINO

| am a citizen of the United States and a resident of the

County aforesaid: | am over the age of eighteen years, and .

not a party to or interested in the above- entitted matter. | Proof of Publication of:

am the principal clerk of the printer of the Ukiah Daily —Fmbw I ‘meﬁ (D’CUVL

Journal, a newspaper of general circulation, printed and

published daily except Saturday in the City of Ukiah,

County of Mendocino and which newspaper has been

adjudged a newspaper of general circulation by the

Superior Court of the County of Mendacino, Stata of

California, under the date of September 22, 1952. Case

Number 9267; that the natica. of which the annexed is a . ‘mk* md_{ngnm
‘Creeizdranages:AThe: Je-
printed copy (set in type not smaller than non-pareil), has gaL : bmhom

been published in each reguiar and entire issue of said

newspaper and not in any supplement thereof on the

feilowing dates, to wit h A

.water’ COUISM‘“"

mun:o.‘.-PlonO«!!t ot é‘;'sﬂn’

’ ‘Ob 57 ‘within 10" days trom . he’
date: of ‘this-pubiication to:

“Summit-Forestry,—18575 -

_Frankiin:Road, Fort:Bragg,

all in the year 1997.

I certify (or declare) under penalty of perjury that the

foregoing is true and correct.

l G
Dated at Ukiah, California, this / day of
Eebo 1e0r.

Legal Clerk. .
89

DRANE AT DULIRT ICATIAN
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Summit Forestry

Lee Susan
16575 Franklin Road
Fort Bragg, CA 95437
(707) 964-4566
California Department of Forestry RECEIVED March 31, 1997
P.0. Box 670 :
Santa Rosa, CA 95402 APR 07 1397
COAST AREA OFFICE

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

Dear Staff,

I am writing to provide additional information concerning THP 1-97-086 MEN which was
requested in your letter dated 3/24/97.

1) Please see enclosed revised THP Map which shows the location skid trails which exceed
the standard rules

2) Continued use of existing skid trails as proposed was evaluated in comparison to cable yarding
which was determined to be the most probablie alternative harvest method. Significant new road
construction would be required to access the entire area for cable yarding. Continued use of existing
trails which do not funnel toward the fluvial system is considered to be a more beneficial alternative than
cable yarding and the new road and landing construction which would be required. Justification for the
proposed practice is that the proposed practxce is the least damaging feasxble alternative when consxdered

at this point in time.

3) All WLPZ's are flagged and marked. I believe 14CCR916.5(e)(A) is correctly stated
under THP item 26.

4) No other owners are located within 1000 feet downstream so no letters were sent. A
notice was published in the newspaper.

5) Potential coho salmon habitat onsite includes one class 1 stream segment. Harvesting is
limited near watercourses to protect the water resource. Salmonids, if present in this stream,
system would benefit from watercourse protection measures incorporated in the THP and FPA.
The following practices limit, temperature, sediment and large woody debris impacts to the
fluvial system: _

a) Temperature impacts are addressed by maintaining shade canopy over Class 1 and Class 2

watercoursas.
b) Future supplies of large woody debris will remain available as a result of the retention of

large conifer timber in the WLPZ along streams.




c¢) Sediment inputs are minimized by
A) Use of waterbreaks, mulching and other erosion control measures.
B) Minimizing WLPZ activities
C) Foregoing winter operations.
D) Limiting use of tractors on steep slopes and other areas which characteristically have high
sediment delivery ratios. ‘
E) Prohibition of broadcast burning and other disruptive site preparation practices

Possible off site impacts from the proposed harvesting operation include, stream channel
-morphology changes as a result of increased sediment loads, increased stream temperatures
resulting from reduced shade canopy and toxic inputs to the fluvial system which could adversely
affect salmonid habitats or their populations. Adverse impacts as described above are not likely

~ to occur because mitigations incorporated in the proposed THP and current regulations governing
timber harvesting include restrictions on shade canopy reduction, and prohibit significant inputs
of sediment or other contaminants into the fluvial system.

Sincerely yours,

Lee Susan
Forester #2127

RECEIVED

APR 0.7 1897

COAST AREA OFFICE
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
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Summit Forestry wTl
Lee Susan
16575 Franklin Road
Fort Bragg, CA 95437
(707) 9644566

California Department of Forestry April 21, 1997
P.O.Box 670
Santa Rosa, CA 95402

Dear Staff,

I am writing to respond to the review team chairmen's recommendations for
THP 1-97-086 MEN.

1) This is not a mitigation measure or a recommendation so no response is provided.

2) A revised copy of THP page 15 which shows the location of a wet area at CDF PHI Map
Point "P4" is enclosed for your use.

3) The LTO may develop a water hole at CDF PHI Map Point "P4" if necessary and if water of
sufficient quantity is available at this location during the period of operations.

4) = Accepted

5) The unstable area is shown on the THP Map on page 16. Instructions to avoid this area
are included in the revised THP text.

6) Accepte¢
7 Accepted.
8) Accepted.
9) Accepted.

10)  Accepted.

11)  Accepted.

12)  Accepted. RECEIVER
- 13 A ted.
) Accep APR 23 1997
14)  Accepted. COAST AREA OFFICE

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
15)  Accepted.



o e 16)  Accepted
17)  Accepted.
18)  Accepted.
19)  Accepted.
20)  Accepted.
il) Accepted.
22)  Accepted

23)  The listed LTO is responsible for road construction, road reconstruction and maintenance.

24)  Accepted.
25)  Accepted.

26) Not Accepted. There are no class 1 watercourses located in the plan area

f

27)  Accepted.
28)  Accepted

29) A non-winter period wet weather operating plan for this THP will be as follows:

At any time of year, erosion control features will be installed prior to the end of the day on all
tractor roads, landings, and unsurfaced logging roads appurtenant to this THP when the U.S.
Weather Service Forecast is 30% or more chance of rain and when it is also announced by the
U.S. Weather Service Forecast that over 1 inch of rainfall is expected in a 24 hour period. _
Erosion control features to be implemented will include the breaching of berms, installing key
water breaks and other measures hecessary to minimize sediment discharge into the fluvial

system.

30) A25 foot ELZ will be utilized adjacent to class 3 watercourses where slopes are under
30%. A 50 foot ELZ will be utilized adjacent to class 3 watercourses where slopes are over 30%.
Only trails flagged and mapped by the RPF will be used in the ELZ.

Sincerely yours,
Lee Susan RECEIVED
Forester #2127

APR 2 3 1397

COAST AREA OF
FICE
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
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REVIEW TEAM CHAIKMAN'S RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TIMBER HARVESTING
PLAN OR AMENDMENT NO.: 1-97-086 MEN

DATE: April 17, 1997

PAGE: 1

Approval is recommended with the following mitigation measures:

1. The RPF must respond to the Second Review Team Recommendations prior to the THP
being forwarded to National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) for their review of coho
salmon protection measures. Responses shall include revised THP pages, including maps,
to reflect changes made and recommended during review of the THP.

2. The RPF shall add the wet area at CDF PHI Map Point P-4.

3. The LTO shall develop a water hole to be used as a water drafting point for road dust
abatement at the wet area being added to the THP at CDF PHI Map Point P4.

4, The LTO shall continue his historical Galbreath Ranch practice of securing his water for
dust abatement from Rancheria Creek's underground flow - under a 1603 series DF&G
permit. This permit shall be made part of the THP by submittal of a minor deviation prior
to any drafting of water.

5. Prior to THP approval, the RPF shall add the shall debris flow to the THP map at CDF’
PHI Map Point P-12 (On THP Map Unit 2). The RPF shall also change the THP to state
that the LTO shall not operate on this slide.

6. - The RPF shall add the verbiage which instructs the LTO to instail a rock armored energy
dissipator at the outlet end of the existing 24" culvert at CDF PHI Map Point P-2. ‘

7. The RPF shall add the 18" X 30' culvert at CDF PHI Map Point P- 11.

8. Although the RPF has added CDF PHI Map Point P-5 to the map on THP page 17 (rev.
4/14/97), the RPF shall add LTO instructions to Section II stating that the fill material at
the outlet end of the existing culvert shall be removed and a downspout installed. A

backhoe will be needed to accomplish this task.

I agree to the above mitigation measures.

Date RPF's Signature

J
%ﬂd

RPF's Typed or Printed Name geceyep

APR 21 19977

ct\reveteam\soc-rev3. wpd RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
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REVIEW TEAM CHAIRMAN'S RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TIMBER HARVESTING
PLAN OR AMENDMENT NO.: 1-97-086 MEN

DATE: April 17, 1997

PAGE: . 2

Approval is recommended with the following mitigation measures:

9. The RPF shall map the existing culvert at CDF PHI Map Point P-9 as field flagged and
add LTO instructions stating that the 18-inch culvert will have a 10- foot extension and

downspout instailed to avoid draining onto fill material.

10.  Although the RPF has added CDF PHI Map Point P-10 to revised THP page 17 (rev.
4/14/97), the RPF shall provide LTO instruction in THP Section II for installing a
permanent 18" X 30' culvert at the pre-flagged Class III crossing.

11.  Although the RPF re-mapped (THP page 15, rev. 4/14/97)the major watercourse in THP
Map Unit 1 as a Class I, not a Class I, watercourse, the RPF shall make appropriate THP
text changes reflecting its Class II status and the absence of all Class I from the THP area.

12.  The RPF shall delete all THP references to original landing W-3 as a WLPZ facility, but to
protect the downstream coho habitat the LTO, upon completion of operations and before
the first winter period, shall seed and mulch this landing according to the specifications
outlined by THP Item #18, i.e., the RPF shall include revised THP language that this W-3
non-WLPZ landing will be seeded and muiched.

13.  To protect coho habitat, the RPF shall retain/add THP LTO instructions stating the p
realigned skid trail, W1 (THP page 15, rev. 4/14/97) will be seeded and muiched at all - <2
locations where the skid trail is located in the WLPZ or within 100 ft: of the actual WLPZ T

boundary. - =

14.  The RPF shall change THP Item #32 to "Yes" because there is habitat for both Northern . ==,
Spotted Owl and coho salmon ESU within this plan area.. :

I agree to the above mitigation measures. P

Date RPF’s Signature
BECEIVED
RPF's Typed or Printed [Name i
APR 21 1997

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT

¢:\rev-tcam\sec-rev3.wpd
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REVIEW TEAM CHAIRMAN'S RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TIMBER HARVESTING
PLAN OR AMENDMENT NO.: 1-97-086 MEN

DATE: April 17, 1997

PAGE: 3

Approval is recommended with the following mitigation measures:

1S.  The RPF shall further revise THP page 18 (last revised 4/14/97), as he has incorrectly
located CDF PHI Map Points P-11 and P:12.

16.  Although the RPF has responded to several CDF PHI recommendations in his 4/14/97
letter to CDF Coast Cascade Region Office, these responses need to be incorporated into
appropriate THP pages, especially for clear LTO guidance. If Second Review Team
Recommendations fiirther correct or supersede the 4/14/97 responses, these
recommendations shall also be incorporated into the body of the THP.

17.  To minimize sidecast downslope toward watercourses, all yarding operations conducted
by the LTO on slopes greater than 65% and slopes greater than 50% which lead without -
flattening as mapped on 4/3/97 revised THP map Pages 15, 16, and 17, shall be
conducted using a D-6D Caterpillar tractor or a smailer rated caterpillar tractor. If
equipment manufactured by a different company is used, this yarding equipmeat shall also
be rated equivalent to a D-6D tractor or it shall be lower rated.

18. To stop the movement of fill from the THP designated T-1 skid trail into the downsiope
Class III, before the first winter period following operations, the LTO shall pull back the
perched fill portion of this existing skid trail and re-establish the siope's contour. The soil
from the skid trail's edge can be deposited against the slope. An excavator may be
required to do this work and put this skid trail to bed (i.e., abandon per 14 CCR 923.8).

19.  As flagged during the PHI and to stabilize the road at CDF PHI Map Point P-3(C), the
LTO shall stabilize the outside edge of the road fill by using an extendo-hoe or excavator
to "key-in" place at least two solid redwood logs into the outside edge of the road to
armor the fill. These two logs shall be cabled together to provide support for the inside
turmn.

* » %k —

I agree to the above mitigation measures. : T .

Date RPF's Signature

RPF's Typed or

APR 21 1397

AESOURCE. MANAGEMENT

¢:\rev-team\sec-rev3.wpd .
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REVIEW TEAM CHAIRMAN'S RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TIMBER HARVESTING
PLAN OR AMENDMENT NO.: 1-97-086 MEN

DATE:
PAGE:

April 17, 1997
4

Approval is recommended with the following mitigation measures:

20.

21.

22.

To protect downslope coho salmon habitat, prior to the first winter period after operations
the LTO shall outslope and waterbar to 3 High EHR, the two sections of road between
CDF PHI Map Point P-7A to P-7B and P-3A to P-8B. In addition, all organic debris and
perched fill material along the outside edge of these road sections shall be pulled back and
cither graded in the road's surface or endhauled to stable deposit sites (all il and organic
debris in the fill material). Any additional road widening needed for hauling across these
two road sections shall be constructed full bench without sidecasting. The intent of this
section is to bring these two relatively new ranch roads into conformance with 14 CCR

923.2 and prevent erosion.

The LTO shall complete operations along the WLPZ road and skid trail at THP
designated areas W-1 and W-2 before October 15 of any year of timber operations.

The Northern Spotted Owl No-Take Certification shall be effective until the start of
breeding season (March 1) 1999. No timber operations shall be conducted after that date
until an extension of the No-Take Certification is obtained from the Department of Fish

and Game and made part of the THP by filing 2 minor deviation.

The administering RPF shall designate the LTO(s) responsible for roads and landings
reconstruction, construction, and maintenance in the THP area(s) and on appurtenant
road(s); this action shall be in the form of a minor deviation (14 CCR 1040) submitted in
writing to the Director prior to any road and landing reconstruction, construction, and
maintenance. If multiple LTO's are listed, their responsibilities shall be defined in the

0
ez m

minor deviation. If the RPF on the THP does not have the authority under THP Item #13 L

¢) to submit minor deviations (commonly called *minor amendments"), the Plan Submitter
shall be responsible for accomplishing this mitigation measure.

. . -

I agree to the above mitigation measures.

c:\rev-team\sec-rev3.wpd

Date RPF's Signature | r

RPF's Typed or Printed Namme—

RECEIVED

APR 21 1997

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
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REVIEW TEAM CHAIRMAN'S RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TIMBER HARVESTING
PLAN OR AMENDMENT NO.: 1-97-086 MEN

DATE: April 17, 1997

PAGE: 5

Approval is recommended with the following mitigation measures:

24.  The RPF states on THP page 27 that he queried the NDDB for listed species information,
but failed to add the NDDB to his list of consulted references on THP pages 50 and 51.
The RPF shall add this reference. Note: The RPF is strongly urged to update his
references listed as #6 and #7 on THP page 51, as these references are outdated. He
should contact CDF&G for updated lists.

Since this THP is located within the federally listed central California coast coho salmon
evolutionarily significant unit (ESU), the following mitigation measures are recommended for plan
incorporation to assist in significantly lessening potential impacts of proposed timber operations to
on-site or off-site coho salmon habitat. Authority for recommending the following can be found
in association with 14 CCR 898.2(d), 912.9 Technical Rule Addendum #2, 916.2(c), and

1037.5().

25.  The Class IIT watercourses shall be provided with 25-foot equipment limitations
zone(ELZs) for slopes 0% to 30% and 50-foot ELZs for slopes greater than 30%, except
at designated crossings. For LTO guidance, all Class IIl watercourses within the THP
shall be centerline flagged by the RPF prior to timber operations. If the centerline flagging 4
will generally not be visible beyond 25 feet, the ELZ boundaries shall be flagged with Rt
separate flagging than that used for centerline flagging. The RPF shall add the two wet =~ &>~
areas at CDF PHI Map Point P-6 to the THP map and give them a 25- or 50-ft. ELZ, =
depending on slope. Note: The LTO can use all the THP mapped skid trails which enter - .. .
these Class 1T ELZs. o

26.  Within the Class I WLPZ, to provide for adequate shading and LWD recruitment, a
minimum of 85% overstory shade canopy shall be retained within 25 feet of the N
watercourse transition line. In addition, 75% overstory within the remainder of the Class f* D

‘ﬁ‘-

WLPZ shall be retained. Where these minimum canopy percentages do not currently P
exist within the Class I WLPZ, no timber harvesting shall occur therein for this THP entry. ~

zXE x EXXXEEXEANEEEATX XX LEZLXLERE XX EEEEXLEEERECEEEREXREREEXRLE LR LR R —_—

I agree to the above mitigation measures.

-

Date RPF's Signature 87

..
Lol

RPF's Typed or Printed Name RecEejvep

APR 21 1997

o 3”“ RESOURCE MANAGEMENT



REVIEW TEAM CHAIRMAN'S RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TIMBER HARVESTING
PLAN OR AMENDMENT NO.: 1-97-086 MEN

DATE: April 17, 1997

PAGE: 6

Approval is recommended with the following mitigation measures:

27.  To prevent significant movement of soil into the Class I watercourses, all WLPZ areas of
exposed mineral soil (excluding tractor roads) equal to or greater than 100 contiguous
square feet and created by timber operations, shall be stabilized with a minimum of 90%
coverage of either mulch or slash prior to October 15® except that such bare areas created
after October 15* shall be so treated within 10 days, or as agreed to by the Director.

28.  To protect and improve coho salmon habitat at CDF PHI designated Point P-1, the LTO
shall realign (straighten out) the Class IT watercourse channel and armor the road's edge
with logs or large rocks. See the attached diagram. A CDF&G 1603 Agreement shall
be secured and made part of the THP via minor deviation prior to operations.

29.  To protect coho habitat, the RPF shall add a wet weather operating plan to the THP
prior to the Director’s decision date. This wet weather plan shall ensure road/skid trail
drainage during non-winter period wet weather storm events. A significant wet weather
event is defined as 1/2 inch or more of rain forecast in a 24 hour period.

30.  The CDF PHI Maps 1 through 4 and the CDF PHI sketch diagram to accompany Second
Review Team Reécommendation #28 (CDF PHI Recommendation #2) shall be made part
of the plan as a reference to many of the above recommendations with CDF PHI map
points. The RPF shall submit the attached CDF PHI maps and sketch diagram to CDF -
Santa Rosa, along with his responses to Second Review Team Recommendations..

£
.

3

-

,: \”1!. .".""
l’ RN

Suggestion: To provide significant erosion prevention relative to maintenance, subsequent to s
CDF approval of the work completion report for this {THP/NTMP}, the '
prescribed maintenance period for erosion control drainage facilities and structures, -,
on landings, tractor roads, and appurtenant logging roads, not proposed for R
abandonment pursuant to 14 CCR 923.8, should be for three years. Note: The
timberland owner is encouraged to permanently maintain these erosion control
drainage facilities and structures. : -

L.

xXEx b+ 4

I agree to the above mitigation measures.

Date RPF's Signature

RPF's Typed or Printed Name RECEIVED

“APR 21 1397

c\rev-teamisec-reviwpd RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
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é-13457
Summit Forestry

16575 Franklin Road

Fort Bragg, CA 95437

(707) 964-4566

Lee Susan ‘

Californis Dopertmont of Forestry June 12, 1997 ; A

P.0. Box 670
Santa Rasa, CA 95402
Dear Staff, | ;;qﬁ

T'am writing in response to your letter concerning THP 1-97-086 MEN dated 6/12/97.

1)

2)

3)

4)

There are no Class | watercourses located in or adjacent to the plan area. See PHI report :
for discussion of downstream waterfall and natural fish blockage. | fﬁ

A 70% shade canopy will be maintained on Class 2 watercourses.

From April 1 through May 31 during any year of operatious, when the U.S. Weather
Service predicts a 30% chance of 1/2 inch or more of rain in a 24 hour period in the
vicinity of the plan dres, thén ercsion control facilities will be cstablished and maintained
on all skid trails and landings. Appurtenant seasonal roads used under the operation will
either be outsloped, watcrbarred, or have the outside berm breached in sufficient places to
adequately disperse surface runoff, .

Review Team Chairmen recommendation #27 dated 4/17/97 was accepted in a letter
dated 4/21/97which specifies muiching of bare soil areas created in the WLPZ which are
greater than 100 Sq. Ft. : -

If draRing of water from class 1 or class 2 watercourses occurs, it will be done in such a
way that de-watering of pools or interruption of stream flow does not occur. Suction
hoses used in class | watercourses will be screened to prevent an adverse impact to fish,
Access roads to water holes will be stabilized to prevent significant amounts of sediment
from entering the fluvial system.

~ Sincerely yours,

:Z: ' 4 RECEIVED

LeeSusan -~ © JUN121997
Fommr#212_7~ . ) COMDI AKREA OFFICE

RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
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AMENDMEn. H0. \(mwe“@:E WVED & )

<N 12 2000
May 24, 2000 . DEFT. OF FORESTRY
er COUNTY
Deputy State Forester This amendment conforms ‘o the rules and
Dept of Fo and Fire Protection the reguiztions of the Board of Forestry and
g rests Y i he Forest Practice Act.
Coast - Cascade Region Reviewed by date routedmu\
135 Ridgway Ave. cc: Unit (2) DFG WQ CP PR BoE. Sub RPF

Santa Rosa, Ca. 95401
Dear Sir ;
‘This letter is in regards to THP # 1-97- 086 Men.( Yale Creek Area THP )

Will you please amend Section I of this plan, and extend the date this plan
expires for an additional year. The new date the plan would expire would move
from 6-15-2000 ~ to 6-15-2001. )

.The landowner and the. L.T.O. plan submitter have not wanted to continue work
on this plan in the past due to the poor Douglas-Fir market conditions. The
market conditions were 0.K. this year , however the operator will be unable to
finish the work on this plan before the expiration date. Please extend this plan
for another year.

The plan will comply with Chapter 8, Division 4, of the public Resource Code,
Z'Berg Nejedley Forest Practice Act, and the rules and regulations of the Board of
Forestry as they exist on the date this extension will be filed.

If there are any Questions on this extension, please call me.

Sincerely,

Bt UL

Kenneth Wood RPF # 920
1021 Lake Mendocino Drive
Ukiah, Ca. 95482
707-462-4162

RECEIVED
MAY 25 2000

' \CE
COAST AREA OFF
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT
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AMENDMENT N0. 2L (VLo ) j
RECEIVED
May 24 , 2000
w%\ 1z 2008

UEPT. OF FORESTRY

A t‘\f‘lur\ f\r\nm‘r\/

Deputy State Forester

Dept. of Forestry and Fire Protection
Coast — Cascade Region

135 Ridgway Ave.

Santa Rosa, Ca. 95401

Tht:amendment con{crms to the rules and
the reguiations of the Board of Forestry and

the Fw ast °ract‘ce Act.
Reviewed by date routed ﬁ'[Z@
ce: Unit (2) DFG WQ CP PR Bog Sub PF

- This letter is in regards to THP # 1-97- 086 Men.( Yale Creek Area THP )

Dear Sir ;

Please amend this plan and show a new forester of record ;

Kenneth Wood RPF # 920
1021 Lake Mendocino Drive
Ukiah, Ca. 95482
707-462-4162

Charles Hiatt

Plan Submitter
P.0.Box 595
Boonville, Ca. 95415

RECEIVED
MAY 3 0 2000

COASTAREACPFICE
RESOURCE MANAGEMENT







8. LBortrm ety

FOR ADMIN. USE ONLY ' FOR ADMIN. USE ONLY
Amendments-date & S or M
Y THP No._1-97-328 EN -

1. 716795 7 TIMBER HARVESTING PLAN Dates Rec/Ed _AUG_0 6 1997

2. 8. STATE OF CALIFORNLA Date Filed _tUg 15 1997 -

3. 9. DEPARTMENT OF FORESTRY Date Approved _SEP 1 5§ {907

4. 10. AND FIRE PROTECTION Date Expires _§Fp 1 4 2650

S. 11 RM-63 (9/94) Extensions 1)[] 2)[]

6. 12. -

This Timber Harvesting Plan (THP) form. when properly completed. is designed to comply with the Forest Practice Act (FPA) and
Board of Forestry rules. See separate instructions for information on completing this form. NOTE: The form must be printed
legibly in ink or typewritten. The THP is divided into six sections. If more space is necessary to answer a questiorn. continue the
answer ar the end of the appropriate section of your THP. If writing an electronic version. insert additional space for vour answer.

SECTION I - GENERAL INFORMATION

This THP conforms to my/our plan and upon approval. I/we agree to conduct harvesting in accordance therewith. Consent is hereby
given to the Director of Forestry and Fire Protection. and his or her agents and employvees. to enter the premises to inspect timber
operations for compliance with the Forest Practice Act and Forest Practice Rules.

1. TIMBER OWNER(S) OF RECORD: Name - Mr. Fred Galbreath -
Address __P.O. Box 138 . -

City Kemfield _ — State CA __ Zip 94904 ___ Phone (707) 894-3676____-
/ A’ - e 4 e
Signature __{7 e /*Z/‘// Z/L.A/\é Daré‘/'ﬁ;’""( /TG

NOTE: The timber owner is respon51ble for payment of a yield tax. Timber Yield Tax information may be
obtained at the Timber Tax Division, State Board of Equalization, P.O. Box 942879, Sacramento, California 94279-0001.

2. TIMBERLAND OWNER(S) OF RECORD: Name - Mr. Fred Galbreath -

Address _ P.O- Box 138
City _ Kentfield . ) State _CA Zip 94904 Phone (707) 894-3676 -
~ ,f 7. Sz ;_r"\,"
Signature . ’L‘—? /// ey Ny : Daig €= X ST
/ .
3. LICENSED TIMBER OPERATOR(S): Name _ Charles Hiatt ‘ Lic. No. _A-7493 -
Address _PO Box 395 / : -
City _Boonville ) - State _CA _ Zip _05415 Phone (707) 895-2403 -
R 7 A , )
Signature s / / “7"—7“‘-7 . Date S5 -7 - 77
4 PLAN SU'BMI'ITER(S) Name _ Charles Hxatt Lic. No. _A-7493 -
Address _ PO Box 395 -
City _Boonville State _CA _ Zip _05415 Phone (707) 895-2403 -

If submutter is not 1, 2, or 3 above he/she must sign below and provide explanation of authority.

Signature N/A Date -




3 I[f LTO is not present on-site list person to comtact on-site who is responsible for the conduct of the operation and

;e;presents the interests of the LTO. __ Lee Susan -
Address ___16375 Franklin Road ‘ -
City __Fort Bragg State _CA Zip 95437 Phone (707) 9644566 -

[X] Yes []No Will the timber operator be employed for the construction and maintenance of
roads and landings during conduct of timber operations? If no, who is responsible?

Who is responsible for erosion control maintenance after timber operations have ceased
and until certification of the Work Completion Report?

Timber Operator -
6. a) Expected date of commencement of timber operations:
[X] date of conformance, or [ ] : (date)
b) Expected date of completion of timber operations:
[X] 3 years from date of conformance, or [ ] (date)
7. The timber operation will occur within the:
[X] COAST FOREST DISTRICT - ) [ ] The Tahoe Regional Planning Authority Jurisdiction
[ ] Southern Subdistrict of the Coa;t FD. [ ] A County with Special Regulaticns, identify:
[]1 SOUTHERN FOREST DISTﬁCT [ ] Special Treatment Area(s), identify: [ ]

High use subdistrict of the Southem F.D.

[ ]NORTHERN FOREST DISTRICT , [ ] Other -
8. Location of the timber operation by legal description:
Base and Meridian: - [X] Mount Diablo [ ] Humboldt [ ] San Bemardino
Section Township = Range Acreage County Assessor's Parcel Number*
25 12N 13W 40 _ Mendocino -
30 12N 12W 48 - Mendocino -
31 I2N 12W 16 Mendocino -
TOTAL ACREAGE _ 104 ' * Optional
. . F
9. []Yes [X]No Isa Timberland Conversion Permit in effect?

If yes, list permit number and date of expiration: - -

10. []Yes [X]Nolstherean approved Sustained Yield Plan for this property? Number ; Dateapp. __ -
[] Yes [X] NoHas a Sustained Yield Plan been submitted but not approved? Number ; Date sub. __ - _

1. [] Yes [X] No Is there a THP or NTMP on file with CDF for any portion of the plan izr'ea for which a report of
If yes, identify the THP or NTMP number(s): -




Vd
t

AN [f LTO is not present on-s..e list person to contact on-sitz wio 1s respons:ble for the conduct of the operation and
represents the mterests of the LTO. __ Lee Susan

Address __16575 Franklin Road .

City _Fort Bragg State _CA Zip 93437 _Phone (707) 9644356 -

(X] Yes [] \o Will the timber operator be empioyed for w2e construction and maintenancs of
roads and landings during conduct of timber operations? [f no. who is responsiole”

Who is responsible for erosion control mamtanance after timber operations have ceased
and unul certification of the Work Completion Report?

Timber Operator -
6. a) Expectad date of commencement of timber operaticns: R

[X] date of conformance, or [ ] .- (date) "'.' o

b) Expected date of completion of timber operations:

(X] 3 vears from date of conformance, or [ ] {date)
7. The umber operaton will cccur within the:
[X] COAST FOREST DISTRICT [ ] Tze Tahoe Regional Planning Authority Jurisdicton
{ ] Southern Subdistrict of the Coast F.D. [ ] A County with Special Regulations, identify:
[] SOUTHERN FOREST DISTRICT T T {1 Specat ‘Pmem—%reaés} idenwify: E }

High use subdistrict of the Southem F.D. T T

[ ] NORTHERN FOREST DISTRICT [ ] Other. -
3. Location of the timber operation by legal description:
Base and Meridian: [X] Mount Diablo [} Humbeoldr (] San Bemardino
Section Township Range Acreage County Assessor's Parcel Number*
25 N - 13W 10 Mendocino =
30 12N 12W oo 8 Vendocino -
31 12N 12W 16 Mendocing -
TOTAL ACREAGE <t I’ ' * Opticnal
9. []Yes [X]No Isa Timberland Conversion Permit in effect?

If yes, list permit number and date of expiration: =

10. []Yes [X]Nolsthere an approved Sustained Yield Plan for this property? Number ___ ; Dateapp. ___-
[]Yes [X]NoHasa Sustained Yield Plan been submitted but not approved? Number ___ ; Datesub. _-_

1L []Yes [X] Nolsthere a THP or NTMP on file with CDF for any portion of the plan area for which a report of
If yes, identify the THP or NTMP numbert(s): =

RECEIVED
APR 0 § 1999

COAST AREA OFFICE | - I Rupmnsd ‘\'(8[ 99 KU

- RESOURCE MANAGEMENT




s If LTO is not present on-site [ist person to contact on-site wWho is responsible for
represents the interests of the LTO. __Lee Susan
Address ___ 16375 Frankiin Road

City _ Fort Bragg State _CA Zip 95437

[X] Yes [] No Wil the timber operator be employed for the construction and
roads and landings during conduct of timber operations? Ifnc

Who is responsible for erosion control maintenance after timber
and until certification of the Work Completion Report?

Timber Operator

6. a) Expected date of commencement of timber operations:
[X] date of conformance, or [ ] (date)
b) Expected date of completion of timber operations:
[X] 3 years from date of conformance, or [ ] (dz
7. The timber operation will occur within the:
[X] COAST FOREST DISTRICT , [ ] The Tahoe Regional
[ ] Southemn Subdistrict of the Coast F.D. [ 1 A County with Spec
[] SOUTHERN FOREST DISTRICT {1 Special Treatment A

High use subdistrict of the Southemn F.D.

[INORTHERN FOREST_,fJISTRICT . [] Other
8. Location of the timber operation by legal description:.
Base and Meridian: - [X] Mount Diablo [ ] Humboldt
Section Township Range Acreage County As
25 12N 13W 40 _ Mendocino
30 12N 12W 48 "~ Mendocino
31 12N 12W 16 " Mendocino
/  TOTAL ACREAGE _104
o F
9. []Yes [X]No Isa Timberland Conversion Permit in effect?

If yes, list permit number and date of expiration:

10. []1Yes [X] No lIs there an approved Sustained Yield Plan for this property? Nun
[]Yes [X]NoHas a Sustained Yield Plan been submitted but not approved? Ni

1. . [] Yes ' [X] No Is there a THP or NTMP on file with CDF for any portion of the
If yes, identify the THP or NTMP number(s):




a)

b)

[N]Yes []No

RPF preparing the THP: Name ——¥Ee Susan
Address __ 16373 Franklim Road ™~ ~

[s a Notice of Intent necessary for this THP? —._

) )

RPF Number _ 2127

Cry __Fort B

State

CA

Zip _95437

Phone (707) 964-4:5 66

(X] Yes [] NoIhave notified the plan submitter(s), in writing, of their responsibilities pursuant to Trtle 14 CCR

1035 of the Forest Practice Rules.

[X] Yes [] No I have notified the timber owner and the timberland owner of their responsibilities for compliance
with the Forest Practice Act and rules, specifically the stocking requirements of the rules and the
maintenance of erosion control structures of the rules.

[X]Yes []No ['will provide the timber operator with a copy of the approved THP. If "no", who will provide the
LTO a copy of the approved THP?

I or my supervised designee will meet with the LTO prior to commencement of operations to advise of sensitive
conditions and provisions of the plan pursuant to Title 14 CCR 1035.2.

¢) Ihave the following authority and responsibilities for preparation and administration of the THP and timber operation.
(Include both work completed and work remaining to be done): _The listed RPF will be the plan submitters acent
during the THP approval process. The RPF will meet with the LTO to discuss the project as required by Title 14
CCR 1035.2. THP preparation fieldwork will be done bv the listed RPF. The RPF will submit anv necessarv

d)

e)

amendments if emploved to do so. It is the LTO's responsibility to insure that the RPF/LTO meeting happens in a

timelv fashion.

Addirional required work requiring an RPF which I do not have the authority or rasponsibility to perform:

NSO survevs in additional vears if it becomes necessarv to do so.

After considering the rules of the Board of Forestry and the mitigation measures, I have determined that the timber

operation:

[ ] will have a significant adverse impact on the environment. (Statement of reasons for overriding con51derat10ns

contained in Section III)

{X] will not have a significant adverse impact on the environment.
Registered Professional Forester: I certify that I, or my supervised designee, personally inspected the THP area,

and the plan complies with the Forest Practice Act, the Forest Practice Rules and the Professional Foresters Law.

Signature

A -zf/./{/’

-y S
Date r//c‘ Ly







( . -

SECTION I - PLAN OF TIMBER OPERATIONS

NOTE. [f a provision of thus THP is proposeq that is different tRan the stancard rule. the 2xpianation and justicaucn
required must be included 1n Secuon [1I of the THP.

[4 Check the Silvicultural methods or trearments allowed by the ruies that are i be appiied under this THP. Specify
the oprion chosen to demonstrate Maximum Sustained Production (MSP) aczording 10 i+ CCR 913.11 (933.1 1.
#33.11). If more than one method or treatment will be used show ooundarnes on map and list approximate acreage

for 2ach.

[X] Clearcuting _ 9 ac. [ | Shelterwood Prep. Siep ac. (X] Sesd Tree Sead Step 39 ac
[ ] Shelterwood Seed Step ac. [X] Sesd Tres Removal Step o 2c.
[ ] Shelterwood Removal Sten ac. 28

(X} Selecuon _3 _ ac. [ ] Group Sclection ac. { ] Transution ac.

{ | Commercial Thinning ac. { | Sanitation Salvage ac.

[ ] Special Treatment Area ac. [ § Rehabilitanon of Undersiocked Area ac.

[ | Alternative ac. [ } Conversion ac.

Total acreage _smise q, MSP Opuion Chosen (a) [ ®)[] (o X1

1. [f Group Selecrion or more than one method is appiied how will LTO datermine boundaries of each method or
Zroup on the ground?

Adl conifer umber to be cut will be marked by the RPE and or his designas with biue paint -

b []Yes [X] No Wil evenage regeneration step units be larger than those specified in the rules (20 acre
~ - [actor. 30.acre-cable)’- If ves: units mustbe designared on map and listed by size.

C. Trees 10 be harvested or retined must be marked by or marked under the supervision of the RPF.
Specify how the tress will be marked. -~
All conifer timber 1o be cur will be marked bv the RPF and or his desienas with biue paint. i -

[]Y2s [X]No Isawaiverof marking by the RPF requiremen: requested? If ves. how will LTO determine which
trees will be harvested or retained?

N/A -

d. Forest Products to be Harvested: _ Sawloes. puinlogs. veneer logs and A:eiwood -

e [1Yes [X]No Are group B species proposed for management?
[1Yes [X]No AregroupBor non-indigenous A spectes 10 be used to mest stocking standards?
Il answer to either is ves. list the species and provide the LTO with necessary felling guidance.
N/A

RECEIVED ~ |
APR 0 8 1999 ' Rewesd (89

COAQT AREA NAETINE ‘




SECTION II - PLAN OF TIMBER OPERATIUNS

NOTE: If a provision of this THP is proposed that is different than the standard rule. the \.\"plzmauon and justification

required must be included in Section III of the THP.

14.

Check the Silvicultural methods or treatments allowed by the rules that are to be applied under this THP. Specify
the option chosen to demonstrate Maximum Sustained Production (MSP) according to 14 CCR 913.11 (933.11
953.11). If more than one method or treatment will be used show boundaries on map and list approximate acreage

for each.

[X] Clearcunting _9__ ac. [ ] Shelterwood Prep. Step ac. [X] Seed Tree Seed Step 39 _ac.
[ ] Shelterwood Seed Step ac. {X] Seed Tree Removal Step 31 ac.
{ ] Shelterwood Removal Step ac. .

[X] Selection _3 _ ac. [ 1 Group Selection ac. { ] Transition ac.

[ ]} Commercial Thinning ac. [ ] Sanitation Salvage ac.

[ ] Special Treatment Area ac. [ ] Rehabilitarion of Understocked Area ac.

{] Alternative ac. [ ] Conversiom, : _ ac.

Total acreage _104 MSP Option Chosen (a) [] ®[] (©) [X]

a. If Group Selection or more than one method is applied how mll LTO determine boundaries of each method or
group on the ground?

All conifer timber to be cut wiI'-I“be marked bv the RPF and or his designee with blue paint. -

L]

b. []Yes [X]No Will evenage regeneration step umts be larger than those specified in the rules (20 acre
tractor. 30 acre cabie)? If yes, units must be designated on map and listed by size.

?5 N

¢. Trees to be harvested or retained must bemarked by ér marked under the supervision of the RPF.

Specify how the trees will be marked.
All conifer timber to be cut will be marked bv the RPF and or his designee with blue paint. -

{1Yes [X]No Isawaiver of markmv by the RPF requirement requested" If ves. how will LTO determine which
trees will be harvested or retamed"

N/A :

d. Forest Products té be Harvested: _ Sawlogs. pulplogs. veneer logs and fuelwood -

e. []Yes [X]No Are group B species proposed for management?
[]Yes [X]No Are group B or non-indigenous A species to be used to meet stocking standards”?
If answer to either is ves. list the species and provide the LTO with necessary felling guidance.

N/A

.



£. Other instructions to LTO concerning felling operations. _All applicable rules and reguiztions apply. Nothing-
contained in this THP shall be construed as a requirement to work in an unsafe manner. [ftrees desiemated for -
harvest cannot be cut in a safe manner thev mav be left standing and if safety considerations indicate that trees -

marked for retention must be cut then thev mav be cut. Within the WLPZ if safetv considerations dictate that an -
unmarked tree be cut then a marked tree of equal or greater size will be retained as a replacement. -
. | Yes [ ]No Will arificial regeneration be required to meet stocking standards? -
h. []Yes [X]No Will site preparation be used to meet stocking standards? =i \'/E D
If yes, provide the information required for a site preparation addendur. T
L TUERS gy
Site preparation bevond normal harvesting activity is not proposed. 2-55AST oo, . -
TTEeACT e AnICE
“= Wil i\ L “"'AE!‘\JT
PESTS
15. [1Yes [X]No Are there any adverse insect, disease or pest problems of significance in the THP area? If ves,
describe the proposed measures to improve the health, vigor and productivity of the stand(s).
HARVESTING PRACTICES
16. Indicate type of yarding system and equipment to be used:
GROUND BASED* CABLE SPECIAL " -
a) (X] Tractor, including end/long lining d) [] Cable, ground lead g) [ ] Animal
b) [X] Rubber tired skidder, Forwarder e) [ ] Cable, high lead n) [ ] Helicopter
c) [ ] Feller buncher D [ ] Cable, Skyline 1) [] Other

17.

18.

* All tractor operations restrictions apply to ground based equipment.

Erosion Hazard Rating: Indicate Erosion Hazard Ratings present on THP. (Must match EHR workshests)

Low [] Moderate [X] High [X] Extreme []

If more than one razing is checked, areas must be delineated on map to 20 acres in size (10 acres for high and

extreme EHRs in the Coast District).

Soil Stabilization:
In addition to the standard waterbreak requirements describe soil stabilization measures or additional erosion
control measures to be implemented and the location of their application.

Annual rye grass will be planted with an application rate of 25 Ibs./ac. or more, where more than 800
continuous square feet of bare mineral soil is exposed in the WLPZ. Seeding will be done prior to
October 15th except that such bare areas created after October 15th will be seeded within 10 days.
Title 14 CCR 916.7 which is pertinent to this situation has been reproduced here in part for ease of
reference : "Within the watercourse and lake protection zone adjacent to Class I and Class 2 waters,
areas where mineral soil exceeding 800 continuous square feet in size, exposed by timber operations,
shall be treated for reduction of soil loss. Treatment shall be done prior to October 15th except that
such bare areas created after October 15th shall be so treated within | 0 days, or as agreed to by the
director”

THY [-Q7-328 Mgy

Seised Ll E/ZI/‘?7
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22, [X] Yes []No Are any alternative practices to the standard harvesting or erosion control rules
proposed for this plan? If yes, list specific instructions to the LTO.

“lagged skid routes are generallv existing skid trails which can be used with little or no reconstruction. The existng skid
Jrail network occasionallv crosses slopes over 65% as shown on the THP Map and described m Section 3 of the THP. In
these areas only existing flagged skid routes are to be used and overall eround disturbance is to be minimized. Onkv skid
trails which have been flagged by the RPF are to be used where slopes exceed 50%. -

WINTER OPERATIONS
23. [X]Yes []No Will timber operations and/or mechanical site preparation, occur during the winter

period? If yes, explain which activities will take place.
[] A winter operating plan is as follows; or
[X] InlLeu of a winter operating plan site specific measures to be followed are:

Winter period timber operations will be limited to timber falling only. The use of heavv equipment during the winter

period is not proposed.

Title 14 CCR 914.7(c) will apply in regards to winter operations with the understanding that dry and rainless periods
means that It is not raining and that saturated soil conditions are not present. Winter period timber operations will
limited to the felling of timber. Within the proposed harvest area, heavy equipment will not be operated duri
the winter period. Title 14 CCR 914.7(c) is reproduced here for ease of reference: ,

"(c) In lieu of a winter period operating plan, the RPF can specify the following measures in the THP:
‘1) Tractor yarding or the use of mractors for constructing layouts fire breaks or other tractor roads shall be done or
during dry, rainless periods where soils are not saturated.
(2) Erosion control structures shall be installed on all constructed skid trails and tractor roads prior to the end of t#
day if the U.S. Weather Service forecast is a "chance” (30 percent or more) of rain before the next day and prior to
weekend or other shutdown periods. The provisions of this subsection do not apply to mechanical site preparation.
(3) Site specific mitigation measures needed to comply with 14 CCR 914 for operations within the WLPZ and unstat
areas during the winter period.” ’
Site specific mitigation measures in regards to unstable areas are as follows:
Heavy equipment will not be operated on unstable areas during the winter period. Falling timber on unstable areas
during the winter period will not create any additional disturbance than if falling was done during the summer period.
Site specific mitigation measures in regards to WLPZ areas are as follows:
Heavy equipment will not operate in WLPZ areas during the winter period. Trees which must be pulled away from
watercourses will be left until the summer period when heavy equipment is available and on site.

NOTE: All water breaks and rolling dips must be installed by October 15 or as prescribed above.




In the event that sidecast or till material extends more than 20 feet in slope distance from the outside
edge of a roadbed and this material has access to a watercourse or lake which is protected by a WLPZ
then the area will be seeded with annual rye grass at an application rate of 25 lbs./ac. or more . Title 14
CCR 923.2(m) which is pertinent to this situation has been reproduced here for ease of reference : "
Sidecast or fill material extending more than 20 feet in slope distance from the outside edge of the
roadbed which has access to a watercourse or lake which is protected by a Wipz shall be seeded,
planted, mulched, removed or treated as specified in the THP, 1o adequately reduce soil erosion.”

Where temporary stream crossings are used, bare soil associated with the crossing will be seeded with
annual rye grass at an application rate of 25 Ibs./ac. This seeding will be done after the crossing is
removed and prior to October 15th. Title 14 CCR 923.3(d)(2) which is pertinent to this situation has
been reproduced in part here for ease of reference : "The excavated material and any resulting cut bank
shall be sloped back from the channel and stabilized to prevent slumping and to minimize soil erosion.
Where needed, this material shall be stabilized by seeding, mulching, rock armoring, or other suitable

treatment.”

In areas described above where seeding is required straw mulch will be applied to achieve 90% coverage
of bare mineral soil with a two inch thickness at the time of application. Additional seeding and mulching may be
done as necessary to reduce the potential for short term sheet and rill erosion. :

19.

20.

21.

[]Yes [X]No Are tractor or skidder constructed layouts to be used? If yes, specify the location and
extent.

[]Yes [X]No Will ground based equipment be used within the area(s) designated for cable
yarding? If yes, specify the location and for what purpose the equipment will be

used?

Within the THP area will ground based equipment be used on:

a) []Yes [X]No Unstable soils or slide areas?

b) [X] Yes []No Slopes over 65%?

c) [X]Yes [ ]No Slopes over 50% with high or extreme EHR?

d) [I1Yes [X]No  Slopes over 50% which lead without flattening to a Class I or Class II
watercourse or lake?

List specific measures to minimize the effects of the use of ground based equipment for each yes

checked: Only skid trails which have been flagged by the RPF are to be used where slopes exceed 50%.

The primary skidding pattern and location of skid trails to be used on 50%-+ slopes is as shown on the THP Map _
Impacts are minimized bv location and desien of skid trail em with an emphasis on skiddine awav from
watercourses and minimizing overall skid trail densitv. For additional information please see "ltem 2

Continued" in Section 3 of the THP. Water breaks will be installed on all skid trails to "High" EHR standards as

follows:

MAXIMUM DISTANCE BETWEEN WATER BREAKS ON SKID TRAILS

Road or Trail Gradient Maximum water break spacing !L} E C E f V E D
< 10% 150 feet
11t0 25% 100 feet AUG 25 1997
26t0 50% 75 feet R o
>50% 50 feet ==330208 ARG

_Lensed 8Fylrs
L. Segp




Class [ Watercourses:

WLPZ buffers will be maintained adjacent to Class I watercourses to protect and enhance environmental
condrtions in the following ways : .

1) water temperature, 2) streambed and flow modification by large woody debris, 3) filtration of organic and
inorganic material, 4) upslope stability. Adjacent to class I watercourses on slopes less than or equal to 30% the
zone width will be 75 feet; and on slopes greater than 30% to 50% the zone will be 100 feet and on slopes
greater than 50% the zone will be 150 feet.

In regards to class I WLPZ's the following practices will be observed: -

1) The WLPZ will be clearly identified on the ground by the RPF who prepared the plan or his designee, with
paint, flagging, or other suitable means, prior to the start of timber operations.

2) To ensure retention of shade canopy filter strip properties and the maintenance of wildlife values described in
14 CCR 916.4(b), a base mark will be placed below the cut line of the harvest trees within the zone and will be
done in advance of timber falling operations by the RPF who prepared the plan or his designee.

3) To protect water temperature, filter strip properties, upslope stability, and fish and wildlife values, at least
50% of the total canopy covering the ground will be left in a well distributed multi-storied stand
configuration composed of a diversity of species similar to that found before the start of operations. The
residual overstory canopy will be composed of at least 25% of the existing overstory conifers.

-

Class 2 Watercourses:

WLPZ buffers will be maintained adjacent to Class 2 watercourses to protect and enhance environmental
conditions in the following ways :

') water temperature, 2) streambed and flow modification by large woody debris, 3) filtration of organic and
inorganic material, 4) upslope stability. Adjacent to class 2 watercourses on slopes less than or equal to 30% the
zone width will be 50 feet; and on slopes greater than 30% to 50% the zone will be 75 feet and on slopes greater

than 50% the zone will be 100 feet.
In regards to class 2 WLPZ's the following practices will be observed:

1) The WLPZ will be clearly identified on the ground by the RPF who prepared the plan or his designee, with
paint, flagging, or other suitable means, prior to the start of timber operations.

2) To ensure retention of shade canopy filter strip properties and the maintenance of wildlife values described in
14 CCR 916.4(b), a base mark will be placed below the cut line of the harvest trees within the zone and will be
done in advance of timber falling operations by the RPF who prepared the plan or his designee.

3) To protect water temperature, filter strip properties, upslope stability, and fish and wildlife values, at least
50% of the total canopy covering the ground will be left in a well distributed multi-storied stand configuration
composed of a diversity of species similar to that found before the start of operations. The residual overstory
canopy will be composed of at least 25% of the existing overstory conifers.




ROADS AND LANDINGS

24. [X] Yes []No Will any roads or landings be constructed or reconstructed. If yes, check items a through h:
a. []Yes .[X]No Will new roads be wider than single lane with tumouts?

b. [1Yes [X]No Wil any landings exceed one half acre in size? :

c. []Yes [X]No Are logging roads or landings proposed in areas of unstable soils or known slide-prone
areas’

d. []Yes [X]No Will new roads exceed a grade of 15% or have pitches of up to 20% for distances
greater than 500 feet?

e. [X] Yes []No Are roads to be constructed or reconstructed, other than crossings, within the WLPZ of
a watercourse?

f []1Yes [X]No Will roads or landings longer than 100 feet in length be located on slopes over 65%, or
on slopes over 50% which are within 100 feet of the boundary of a WLPZ?

g. []Yes [X]No Are exceptions proposed for flagging or otherwise identifying the location or roads to
be constructed?

h. []Yes [X]No Wil any roads, watercourse crossings, or associated landings be abandoned?

25. If any section in item 24 is answered ves, specify site-specific measures to reduce adverse impacts and list any
additional or special information concerning the construction, maintenance and/or abandonment of roads or
landings.

Please see information under item 27 in sections 2 and 3 of the THP for information concerning WLPZ road

segments. At THP Map Point R1 the outer edge of the road has sloughed away. Required road width is to be

re-established, by cutting into the bank and without sidecasting material below the road. Excavated soil can be
spread onto the road surface.

Truck Road Watercourse Crossings:

C1
A permanent 24” CMP will be installed in a class III watercourse at map point “C1” proximately one road width down

slope of the existing road crossing. The existing road at map point “C1” is completely washed out in such a fashion as to
prevent adequate installation of the CMP due to depth of washout and angle of stream where it would enter the CMP. The
CMP will be of sufficient length to prevent water from being discharged onto fill material.

c2
A permanent 18" CMP will be installed in a class III watercourse at map point “C2”. The CMP will be of sufficient length

to prevent water from being discharged onto fill material.

C3
A permanent 24” CMP will be installed in a class III watercourse at map point “C2”. The CMP will be of sufficient length

to prevent water from being discharged onto fill material.

WATERCOURSE AND LAKE PROTECTION ZONE (WLPZ) AND DOMESTIC WATER SUPPLY PROTECTION
MEASURES:

26. [X] Yes []No Are there any watercourse or lakes which contain Class I through IV waters on or adjacent to
the plan area? If yes, list the class, WLPZ width, and protective measures determined from
Table I and/or 14 CCR 916.4 (c) [936.4 (c), 956.4 (c)] of the WLPZ rules for each watercourse.



g []Yes [N]No  Retention of 50% of the overstory canopy in the WLPZ?
h.[]Yes [X] No Retention of 50 % of the understory in the WLPZ?

1. []Yes [X]No Are any additional in-lieu or any altemative practices proposed for watercourse or lake
protection? ‘

If any of a. through 1. are answered yes, describe and clearly locate the place(s) where the in-lieu or alternative
will be used. Reference the in-lieu and location to the watercourse. Provide site specific instructions to the LTO

as required.

At THP Map Point W1 a tractor will be used to skid logs on a trail which is partially located within a Class I WLPZ. The
skid route 1s flagged with yellow skid trail ribbon. This skid trail is to be seeded and mulched at the completion of
operations as specified in item 18 of this THP. For additional information concerning the continued use of skidding
equipment in the WLPZ at this location please refer to item 27f Situation #1 in Section 3 of this THP.

At THP Map Point W2 a haul route will be used which is partially located within a Class I WLPZ. The haul route is
flagged with orange and black truck road ribbon. This the haul road excluding the traveled surface is to be seeded and
mulched at the completion of operations as specified in item 18 of this THP. For additional information concerning the
contnued use of skidding equipment in the WLPZ at this location please refer to item 27f Situation #2 in Section 3 of this

THP.

At THP Map Point W3 a tractor will be used to skid logs on a trail which is partially located within a Class I WLPZ. The
skid route is flagged with yellow skid trail ribbon. This skid trail is to be seeded and muiched at the completion of
‘operations as specified in item 18 of this THP. For additional information concerning the continued use of skidding
equipment in the WLPZ at this location please refer to item 27f Situation #3 in Section 3 of this THP.

28. [X] Yes []No Were all landowners within 1000 feet downstream of the THP boundary notified by letter for
information regarding domestic water supplies? If no, request exemption in Section III.
[X] Yes [] No Was a notice requesting information regarding domestic water supplies published in a newspaper
of general circulation i the area? If no, request exemption in Section III.

[]Yes [X] No Was any information received on domestic water supplies that required additional mitigation
beyond that required by standard Watercourse and Lake Protection rules? If yes, list site specific
measures to be implemented by the LTO. :

29. [1Yes [X]Nolsany part of the THP area within a Sensitive Watershed as designated by the Board of Forestry?

If yes, identify the watershed and list any special rules, operating procedures or mitigation that
will be used to protect the resources identified at risk?

HAZARD REDUCTION:

30. (X] Yes []No Are there roads or improvements which require slash treatment adjacent to them? If yes, specify
the type of improvement, treatment distance, and treatment method.

Fire Hazard reduction is required adjacent to Elk Homn County Road. Fire hazard reduction will be
accomplished in accordance with Title 14 CCR 917.2 which is reproduced here in part for ease of
reference:

"(a) Slash 10 be treated by piling and burning shall be treated not later than April I of the year
Jollowing its creation, or within 30 days following climatic access, or as justified in the plan.



Class III Watercourses . ‘
Timber falling will be conducted ... accordance with CCR 914.1(a) which ! reen reproduced here for ease or

ceference : "To the fullest extent possible and with due consideration given to the topography, lean of 1rees,

— landings, utility lines, local obstructions, and safety factors, trees shall be felled 10 lead in a direction away

‘ from watercourses and lakes". Temporary crossings will be removed as specified in CCR 923 3(d) which states
as follows : "When watercourse crossings, other drainage structures, and associated fills are removed the
following standards will apply :
(1) Fills shall be excavated to form a channel which is as close as feasible to the natural watercourse grade and
orientation and is wider than the natural chanmel. (2) The excavated material and any resulting cut bank shall
be sloped back from the channel and stabilized by seeding, mulching, rock armoring, or other suitable
srearment.” Watercourse Crossings will be stabilized by seeding at the completion of operations as specified in
item 18 in order to reduce the potential for short term sheet and rill erosion. Any soil or debris deposited in class
3 watercourses as a result of timber operations will be treated as per Title 14 CCR 916.4(c)(3) which has been
reproduced here for ease of reference : "Soil deposited during timber operations in a class 3 watercourse other
than at a temporary crossing shall be removed and debris deposited during timber operations shall be removed
or stabilized before the conclusion of timber operations, or before October 15. Temporary crossings shall be

removed before the winter period, or as approved by the director. "

SPRINGS

SP1
A spring is located at THP Map point "S1". This spring is marked in the Geld with blue and white WLPZ ribbon.

A fifty 50’ELZ has been flagged around the spring. No heavy equipment will be operated in the ELZ except on
the existing skid trail which has been flagged for use.

7sP2
A spring is located at THP Map point "S2". This spring is marked in the field with blue and white WLPZ ribbon.
A fifty 50°ELZ has been flagged around the spring. No heavy equipment will be operated in the ELZ except on
the existing skid trail which has been flagged for use. '

SP3
A spring is located at THP Map point "S3". ‘This spring is marked in the field with blue and white WLPZ ribbon.

A fifty 50ELZ has been flagged around the spring. No heavy equipment will be operated in the ELZ.
(wevE eLl’s POSREV| Spovme et al B. Rety Bt a)
27. Are site specific practices proposed in-lieu of the following standard WLPZ practices?

a.[X] Yes []No Prohibition of the construction or reconstruction of roads, construction or use of tractor roads
or landings in Class [, I, I, or IV watercourses, WLPZs, marshes, wet meadows, and other
wet areas except at prepared crossings. '

b.[]Yes [X]No Retention of non-commercial vegetation bordering and covering meadows and wet areas’?

c.[]Yes [X]No Directional felling of trees within the WLPZ away from the watercourse or lake?

— e

d.[]Yes [X]No Increase or decrease of width(s) of the WLPZ(s)? Do DY D
e.[]Yes [(X]No Protection of watercourses which conduct class IV waters? ScP 10 eey

. . ‘ SOUAST A2z mzs A
£ [X] Yes []No Esclusion of heavy equipment from the WLPZ? R2E0URCE 1A 2o

THP 1-97~ 328 mMew
E?\Jlt—é‘/ ?/6/47 4410 ‘7/6/:,,'7
L. Sosar




37.  []Yes [X]No Has ..y inventory or growth and yield informa..on designated "trade secret" been
submutted in a separate confidential envelope with this THP?

38.  Describe any special instructions or constraints which are not listed elsewhere in Section II.

Qverhead power lines are not located within the operating area. Anv culverts to be installed will be of sufficient
length to extend bevond the fill.

DIRECTOR OF FORESTRY AND FIRE PROTECTION

This Timber Harvesting Plan conforms to the rules and regulations of the Board of Forestry and the Forest
Practice Act:

— e P -
QA

By: L [l’ _f/}/,,////_/" _/,o’ oy LG‘../ ?///g’ /(); - -
. ‘ 7/ ! 7
(Signature) ) (Date) /
S - '
[ !,/;}bow}:l& v E)‘;g;&/c‘? !/(//_ 2y

(Printed Name) (Title) :




(b) Within 100 feet of the edge of the traveled surface of public roaas, and within 50 feet of the edge of
the traveled surface of permanent private roads open for public use where permission fo pass is not
required, slash created and rees knocked down by road construction or timber operations shall be
treated by lopping for fire hazard reduction, piling and burning, chipping, burying or removal from the
zone.

(c) All woody debris created by timber operations greater than one inch but less than eight inches in
diameter within 100 feet of permanently located structures maintained for human habitation shall be
removed or piled and burned; all slash created between 100-200 feet of permanently located structures
maintained for human habitation shall be lopped for fire hazard reduction, removed, chipped or piled
and burned ...

Lopping is defined in Title 14 CCR 895.1as follows

"Lopping For Fire Hazard Reduction” means severing and spreading slash so that no part of it
gererally remains more than 30 inches above the ground except where a specific rule provides another

standar

If piling and buring is to be used for hazard reduction, who will be responsible for compliance?
[JLTO [X] Timberland Owner [] Timber Owner - If more than one, specify extent of responsibility.

BIOLOGICAL AND CULTURAL RESOURCES

32.

[X] Yes []No Are any listed species, including their habitat, associated with the THP area? If ves, 1dent1fy the

species and the provisions to be taken for the protection of the species.

34.

3s.

Please see section 3 of the THP.

[X] Yes [] No Are there any snags which must be felled for fire protection or safety reasons? If yes, describe
which snags are going to be felled and why.
Within the logging area all snags shall be retained to provide wildlife habitat except where
safety is a concern and it is felt that safety will be improved by cutting a snag.

[.] Yes [X] No Are any Late Succession Forest Stands proposed for harvest? If yes, describe the measures to be
implemented by the LTO that avoid long-term significant adverse effects on fish, wildlife and
listed species known to be primarily associated with late succession forests.

[X]Yes []No Are any other provisions for wildlife protection required by the rules? If yes,
describe. _

A'gualiﬁed DFG biologist has reviewed our plan and determined that the proposed harvest is consistent
with regulations concerning the protection of the northern spotted owl. Please see additional confidential

addendum concerning the Northern spotted owl. _

a. [X] Yes [ ]No Has an archaeological survey been made of the THP area?

b. [X] Yes [ ]No Has an archaeological records check been conducted for the THP area?

c.[]Yes [X]No Are there any archaeological or historical sites located in the THP area? If yes,
protection measures are described in Section V of the THP.

]\f)
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SECTION I TIMBER HARVEST PLAN ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

1034(jj) Description of Physical Conditions

The proposed timber harvest is located on private property approximately 4.5 miles South of the town of
Yorkville on Elkhom Road. The harvest area is located within the Rancheria Creek watershed. The
proposed harvest will occur on areas of varying topagraphy ranging from flat (0%) to moderately steep
(63%+) slopes. The approximate elevation of the plan area is 1040 to 1720 feet above sea level.

The proposed plan area is located within the Coastal Belt Franciscan Assemblage. SCS soil maps indicate
that the harvest area is located in Casabonne-Wholy loams and the Yorkville-Hopland association. The
plan area is considered to be Site IIT & IV timberland based on SCS soils information and field work.

The timber is a discontinuous stand of Douglas-fir, and some hardwoods. The timber in this project area
can be characterized as being generally defective with conk and fire scar being present throughout the
stand. Younger age classes consist of generally healthy and fast growing tress. Hardwoods are present in
this area but do not dominate the stand.

Summarv of Current Stand Conditions
) % Stand Composition bv Basal Area Averace BA/AC
Douglas-fir 79% - 103
tanoak 16% 21
madrone ' 3% - : 4
other hardwoods 2% p

Class one and class three watercourses are located in or adjacent to the plan area. Harvest activity is
munimized near these watercourses in order to protect the water resource.

e
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Additional Information Concerning THP Item 14. AUS 83 1857
A total of 104 acres are proposed for harvesting. 59 acres are submitted under the seed tree seed step
silviculture method, 9 acres are submitted under the clear-cut silviculture method, 31 acres area are submitted as
1 low volume seed tree removal harvest, and 5 acres are submitted under the selection silviculture method.
Current stand information was determined by a 135 point variable plot BAF 40 survey. Silvicultural
prescriptions were determined based on the results of these surveys and on the basis of intensive ground review.

Seed Tree Removal

Approximately 31 acres are proposed as a seed tree removal harvest. These areas typically have a light
overstory. The understory consists Douglas-fir regeneration up to 40 years in age and a mixture of hardwood
species including tanoak and Pacific madrone. Trees marked for harvest are overstory trees which were retained
during previous harvests in this area. Less than 15 trees per acre and less than 50 Sq.Ft./Ac. of conifer basal area
per acre will be harvested in these areas. Green culls and healthy trees from the overstory have been designated
for retention in seed tree: removal areas in order to maintain a variety of wildlife habitat and to provide for stand

diversity.

Clear-cut

A total of 9 acres are designated as clear-cut. Within this area, there is no significant conifer understory and the
Douglas-fir overstory is highly defectlve Average age of timber to be harvested in this unit is estimated to be 95
years. Site preparation beyond normal disturbance associated with harvest activity is not proposed. This unit
will be replanted with conifer seedlings as requxred to establish stocking levels in excess of the statutory stocking

requirements.
t

Seed Tree Seed Step
A total of 59 acres of seed tree seed step harvestmg Iocated in 6 separate units is proposed. Distances in excess

»f 300 feet separate the units. Areas located between the seed tree seed step units are larger than the areas
proposed for harvest under the seed tree seed step silvicultural method. Average age of timber to be harvested in
this unit is estimated to be 90 years. Douglas-fir seed trees will be retained in this unit. Site preparation beyond
normal disturbance associated with harvest activity is not proposed. This unit will be planted if natural seeding is
not sufficient to restock this area to levels in excess of the statutory stocking requirements.

Selection
Approximately 5 acres are proposed to be harvested using the selection silviculture method. The stand has a

moderately dense overstory consisting of Douglas-fir. Site preparation beyond normal disturbance associated
with timber harvesting is not proposed. Timberland within the area designated for selection harvesting is
classified as Site 4 timberland based on field review and soil vegetation mapping information. The post harvest
stand will have a basal area in'excess of 50 Sq. ft./Ac. The residual stand in the selection unit will meet the seed
tree leave requirements of Title 14 CCR 913.1(c)(1)(A) as well as the specified basal area standards.

Hardwood competition is not a significant problem when the harvest area is considered as a whole.
This THP will achieve {MSP} by meeting the requirements of Title 14 CCR 913.11{c}.

Additional information concerning Items 21b and 21¢c: .

Existing skid trails located on 65% + slopes have been flagged for use. Each of these trails has been flagged on

the ground by the RPF. Only skid trails which have remained in good condition since the last timber harvest have

been designated for use. No new skid trail construction will occur on 65% + slopes or on slopes over 50% in
{igh EHR areas. In other areas timber located on isolated steep slopes will be winched up to skid trails located

¥
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Additional Information Concerning [HP. Item 4. - T 28 AUG Q3 sS
A total of s acres are proposed for harvesting. 39 acres-are submirtted ander the seed tree seed step
siviculture method. 9 acres are submirted under the clear-cut silviculture method #®acres area are submitted as
1 low volume seed tree removal harvest. and 5 acres are subrrutted under the selection silviculture method.
—urrent stand information was determined by'a 135 point variable plot BAF 40 survey. Silvicuitural
prescriptions were determined based on the results of these surveys and on the basis of intensive ground review

Seed Tree Removal zs

Approximatelys#acres are proposed as a seed tree removal harvest. These areas typically have a light
overstory. The understory consists Douglas-fir regeneration up to 40 years in age and a mixture of hardwood
species including tanoak and Pacific madrone. Trees marked for harvest are overstorv trees which were retained
during previous harvests in this area. Less than 15 trees per acre and less than 50 Sq.Ft./Ac. of conifer basal area
per acre will be harvested in these areas. Green culls and heaithy trees from the overstory have been designared
for retention in seed tree removal areas in order to maintain a variety of wildlife habirat and to provide for stand
diversity.

Clear-cut

A total of 9 acres are designated as clear-cut. Within this area. there is no significant conifer understory and the
Douglas-fir overstory is highly defective. Average age of timber to be harvested in this unit is estimated to be 93
years. Site preparation bevond normal disturbance associated with harvest acuvity is not proposed. This unit
wil be replanted with conifer seedlings as required to establish stocking levels in excess of the statutory stocking
requirements. ‘

Seesd Tree Seed Step . e . o

A total of 59 acres of seed tree seed step harvesting located in 6 separate umits is proposed— Distances in excess
°f 300 feet separate the units. Areas located berween the seed tree seed step units are larger than the areas
proposed for harvest under the seed tree seed step silvicultural method. Average age of timber to be harvested in
this unit is estimated to be 90 years. Douglas-fir seed trees will be retained in this unit. Site preparation beyond
normal disturbance associated with harvest activitv is not proposed. This unit will be planted if narural seeding is
not sufficient to restock this area to levels in excess of the statutory stocking requirements.

Selection

Approximately 5 acres are proposed to be harvested using the selection silviculture method. The stand has a
moderately dense overstorv consisting of Douglas-fir. Site preparation beyond normal disturbance zssociated
with timber harvesting is not proposed. Timberiand within the area designated for selection harvestng is
classified as Site 4 timberland based on field review and soil vegetation mapping information. The post harvest
stand will have a basal area in excess of 50 Sq. ft./Ac. The residual stand in the selection unit will mest the seed
tree leave requirements of Title 14 CCR 913.1(c)(1)(A) as weil as the specified basal area standards.

Hardwood competition is not a significant problem when the harvest area is considered as a whole.
This THP will achieve {MSP} by meeting the requirements of Title 14 CCR 913.11 {c}.

Additional information concerning Items 21b and 21¢ :

Existing skid trails located on 65% + slopes have been flagged for use. Each of these trails has been flagged on
the ground by the RPF. Only skid trails which have remained in good condition since the last timber harvest have
been designated for use. No new skid trail construction will occur on 63% + slopes or on slopes over 30% in

{igh EHR arﬂ. E @ErrviEﬁocaxed on isolated steep siopes will be winched up to skid trails located
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on more moderate ground. Tracto. long-lining of timber off short isolated steep slopes minimizes f&‘d" 3 1557
disturbance on steep slopes and does not require new road construction. Traditional cable yarding was
considered as an alternative to using portions of the existing skid trail system but it was not determined to be the
most beneficial alternative for the following reasons: '
1) Cable yarding would require substantial new road and landing construction. CCR 923 directs us to minimize
new road and landing construction where ever possible. Soil displacement and the loss of growing space will be
minimized by using the existing road and harvest system.
2) No new skid trails will be built on 65%-+ slopes or slopes over 50% in High EHR areas. Substantial amounts
of long-lining will be required to avoid new skid trail construction in these areas. :
3) All skid trails proposed for use in these Steep areas are existing and in good condition. I have personally
reviewed and flagged these skid trails with "skid trail" ribbon.

A summary of individual skid roads to be used in comjunction with this harvest which constitute an exception to
the standard rules is as follows:

Skid Trail T1
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T1". .Approximately 500 feet of this trail is located on a
65%+ slope. The skid trail gradient ranges from flat to 30%. The location of this trail has been marked in the

field with yellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T2
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T2". Approximately 675 feet of this trail is located on a
65%+ slope. The skid trail gradient is variable. The location of this trail has been marked in the field with

yellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T2A
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T2A" is an existing trail. Approximately 70 feet of this trail is
located on a 65%+ slope. The skid trail gradient is gentle (<25%).The location of this trail has been marked in

the field with yellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T2B _ '
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T2B". Approximately 225 feet of this trail is located on a
65%+ slope. The skid trail gradient is gentle (<25%).The location of this trail has been marked in the field with

yellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T2C
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T2C" is an existing trail. Approximately 750 feet of this trail
is located on a 65%+ slope. The skid trail gradient is gentle (<25%). The location of this trail has been marked

in the field with vellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T2C1
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T2C1" is an existing trail. Approximately 170 feet of this
trail is located on a 63%-+ slope. The skid trail gradient is gentle (<25%). The location of this trail has been

marked in the field with yellow skid trail ribbon.




Skid Trail T2D
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T2D" is an existing trail. Approximately 150 feet of this trail
is located on a 65%+ slope. The skid trail gradient is gentle (<25%). The location of this trail has been marked

in the field with vellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T3

The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T3" is an existing trail. Approximately 525 feet of this trail is

located on a 65%+ slope. The last 150 feet of this trail is on slopes 50%+ which lead without flattening to a
class [l watercourse. The skid trail gradient is gentle (<”5%) The location of this trail has been marked in the

field with vellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T4

The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T4" is an existing trail. Approximately 300 feet of this skid
trail is located on a 65%+. The skid trail gradient is gentle (<25%). The slope below this trail declines towards a
class I1I watercourse at a slope over 50% without significant flattening. The location of this trail has been

marked in the field with yellow skid trail ribbon.

Skid Trail T5 : .
The skid trail proposed for use at THP Map point "T5" is an existing trail. Approximately 300 feet of this trail is
located on a 65%+ slope. The skid trail gradient is gentle (<25%). The location of this trail has been marked in
the field with yellow skid trail ribbon.

Additional information concerning Title 14 CCR 914.2(f) :

The primary skidding pattern to be utilized in this timber harvest has been flagged by the RPF and is as shown on
the THP Map. The skidding pattern was laid out to use existing skid trails to the maximum extent possible while
avoiding skid trails which concentrate activity in the proximity of watercourses. The proposed timber harvest is
consistent with the new requirements of Title 14 CCR 914.2(f)(2) in that all skid trails to be used where slopes
average over 50% have been flagged on the ground and mapped by the RPF.

"Additional information concerning Item 27a and 27f: Situation #2 ‘

Standard Rule
CCR 916.3(c) specifies that "The timber operator shall not construct or reconstruct roads, construct or use
tractor roads or landings in Class 1, 2, 3, or 4 watercourses. in the WLPZ, marshes, wet meadows, and other

areas except at prepared crossings and other locations when explained and justified in the THP by the RPF and
approved by the Director."

Description of proposed practice
At THP map point W2 it is proposed to haul logs along an alluvial flat adjacent to Rancheria Creek for a distance

of 1400 feet. ~

How the proposed practice differs from the standard practice s e o a
The proposed practice would allow for the hauling of logs within the Rancheria Creek WLPZ for a- distance of
up to 1400 feet. The standard rule would prohibit use of this haul route since it is pamally located in. the WLPZ

"""‘": -

and could be considered an "in stream" road. TERIUFSI i

iilH

The specific locations where the proposed rule will apply
The WLPZ road segment is located as shown at THP Point W2. .
THA (=77 228 AEY
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Lxplanation and justification of proposed practices
Timber to be accessed by this road segment is located in an area which is not accessible-from other roads.
Alternative haul routes were analyzed but not selected as being the least damaging feasible alternative because
other routes would require extensive new road construction on steep slopes or less desirable watercourse .
crossings would have to be used. The proposed practice of hauling on the alluvial gravel bar has been
determined to be the least damaging feasible alternative because this route minimizes displacement of soil and
vegetation. The route can be used for hauling with minimal blading. The wide gravel bars and alluvial flats
associated with Rancheria Creek in this area have been used for hauling several times in the recent past. No
evidence of adverse impacts associated with prior hauling on the gravel bar can be observed in the field. Based
on my field review of feasible alternatives I have concluded that the continued use of the proposed haul route is
Justified because it is an integral part of the least damaging feasible harvest system for timber resources located in
this area and because the proposed activity can be conducted without significant risk to environmental resources.
This road segment will be used for only one operating season.

Additional information concerning item 27a and 27f: Situation #3

Standard Rule
CCR 916.4(d) specifies that "heavy equipment shall not be used in timber falling, yarding, or hauling operations
within the WLPZ unless such use is explained and justified in the THP and approved by the director”.

Description of proposed practice
It is proposed to use a skid trail which is located within a Class 1 WLPZ. The main skid trail in this area crosses
into the class 1 The skid trail has a gentle grade until it turns and abruptly leaves the WLPZ. This skid trail is
located within the WLPZ for a distance of approximately 150 feet. The skid trail is generally located at the outer
edge of the WLPZ The zone width in this area is 75 to 100 feet.

How the prop'osed practice differs from the standard practice :
The proposed practice would allow for the continued use of this skid trail even though a portion of this skid trail
would be located within a class | WLPZ. The standard rule would prohibit the use of a skid trail at this location.

The specific locations where the proposed rule will apply
The proposed WLPZ skid trail is located at THP map point W3.

Explanation and justification of proposed practices
The skidding pattern in this area is defined by the location of watercourses, steep slopes and existing road and
landing locations. T have been over this area repeatedly and I believe the flagged route is the best skidding
route because soil disturbance is minimized and the flagged skid route is located on the best ground. Use of the
flagged skid route is justified because it is an integral part of the least damaging feasible harvest system for timber
resources located in this area and because the proposed activity can be conducted without significant risk to
environmental resources. Within the WLPZ, this skid route will be seeded and mulched at the completion of
operations as specified in item 18 of this THP. This skid trail and the associated road segment will only be used

for one operating season.

Additional Information Concerning THP [tem 32.
The WHR "Wildlife Habitat Relationship System" indicates the possible presence of the following species which
are listed as threatened or endangered :
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a) Northern Spotted Owl! (Strix occiuentalis caurina)

Please see Appendix A for additional information concerning the Northern Spotted Owl

b) Bald Eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) is federally listed as an "endangered species". The Mendocino coast 1s
listed as a winter range for the Bald Eagle in the WHR system. It states that for feeding, this species requires
«arge bodies of water or free flowing rivers where fish are abundant and hunting perches are available. This
habitat type is not present in the plan area.

¢) Peregrine Falcon (Falco peregrinus) is federally listed as an "endangered species”. All of Mendocino County
is listed as both summer and winter range for this species. Protective cliffs or ledges and water are usually the

necessary elements for oreedmg and cover. Wmmeﬁm

d) \/Iarbled Murre et (Brachyramphus marmoratus) isa 1sted species. No dense stands of large old grow’ch
timber are associated with the plan area.

The NDDB was queried for information concerning rare species potentially within the plan area. No occurrences
were listed for the plan area. The NDDB listed two occurrences of the following species on the Yorkville, Gube

Mtn and Big Foot Mountain quadrangles:

Beaked Tracvina Listed as Federal 3C (to common to list)
Habitat: Open Grassy areas; Cismontane woodland, valley and foothill grassland.
Minimal harvest related disturbance will occur in open grassy areas.

Northern Spotted Owl Federal Threatened
‘A qualified DFG biologist has reviewed our plan and determined that the proposed harvest is consistent with
regulations concerning the protection of the northern spotted owl. Please see additional confidential addendum

concerning the Northern spotted owl.

A California Department of Fish and Game Memorandum dated 4/9/90 and titled "Lists of and reference to Siate
and Federal Rare, Threatened and /or Endangered Animals and Plants in Sonoma and or Mendocino Counties"
was also used to determine the possible presence of threatened or endangered species within the plan area.
Appendix "B" of that memorandum lists threatened or endangered plant species which could be found in
Mendocino County. Required habitat descriptions found in this paper are generally absent in the plan area.
During the course of the preparation of this THP an informal wildlife survey was conducted by the RPF. An
immature and an adult Golden Eagle were observed during plan preparation on separate occasions. Nests were
surveyed for but non were located on or adjacent to the plan area. This species is listed as a California
Department of Fish and Game “Species of Special Concern”, and a State Board of Forestry “Species of Special
Concern”.

Coho salmon and coho salmon habitat may be present adjacent to the proposed harvest area in Rancheria Creek.
Possible impacts from the proposed harvesting operation include, stream channel morphology changes as a result
of increased sediment loads, increased stream temperatures resulting from reduced shade canopy and toxic inputs
to the fluvial system which could adversely affect salmonid habitats or their populations. Adverse impacts as
described above are not likely because mitigations incorporated in the proposed THP and current regulations
governing timber harvesting include restrictions on shade canopy reduction and prohibit significant inputs of
sediment or other contaminants into the fluvial system. Current and future LWD supplies associated with
salmonid habitats will be maintained due to WLPZ harvest restrictions.
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SECTION FOUR TIMBER HARVESTING PLAN
STATE OF CALIFORNIA
BOARD OF FORESTRY
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS ASSESSMENTS

(1) Do the assessment area(s) of resources that may be affected by the proposed project contain any past,
present, or reasonably foreseeable probable, fiture projects?

Yes X No__ .

If the answer is yes, identify the project(s) and affected resource subject(s).
(please see addendum)

(2) Are there any continuing, significant adverse impacts from past land use activities that may add to the
tmpacts of the proposed project?

Yes X No

If the answer is yeé, 1dentify the activities and affected resource subject(s).

(3) Will the proposed project, as presented, in combination with past, present, and reascnably foreseeable,
probable, future projects identified in items (1) and (2) above, have a reasonable potential to cause or add
to significant cumulative impacts in any of the following resource subjects?

No reasonably
potential
Yes after No after sienificant
mitigation () mitigation (b) effects (c)
1. Watershed X
2. Soil Productivity X
3. Biological ' X
4. Recreational X
5. Visual _ X
6. Traffic X
7. Other —_

a) Yes, means that potential significant adverse impacts are left after application of the forest practice
rules and mitigation or alternatives proposed by the plan submitter.

b) No after mitigation means that any potential for the proposed timber operation to cause significant
adverse impacts has been substantially reduced or avoided by mitigation measures or
alternatives proposed in the THP and application of the forest practice rules.
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¢) No reasonably potential significant effects means that operations proposed under the THP do not
have a reasonable potential to join with the impacts of any other project to cause cumulative

impacts.
(4) If column (a) is checked in (3) above describe why the expected impacts cannct be feasibly mitigated
or avoided and what mitigation measures or alternatives were considered to reach these determination
impacts. If column (b) is checked in (3) above describe what mitigation measures have been selected

which will substantially reduce or avoid reasonably potential significant cumulative impacts except
for those mitigation measures or alternatives mandated by application of the rules of the Board of

Forestry.

(5) Provide a brief description of the assessment area used for each resource subject.
(please see addendum)

(6) List and briefly describe the individuals, organizaﬁons, and records consulted in the assessment of
cumnulative impacts for each resource subject. Records of the information used in the assessment shall

be provided to the Director upon request.

(please see addendum)

I. CUMULATIVE WATERSHED EFFECTS A'SSESSMENT

The following procedure may be used to assess current, overall watershed conditions and potential for
future CWE problems that may result from proposed timber operations.

A. Beneficial Uses
List the onsite and downstream beneficial uses of water that you are aware of and that could be affected

by project activities.
(please see addendum)

B. Watershed Assessment Area

Describe the watershed assessment area, including the reasons for selected boundaries.
(please see addendum)

C. Current Stream Channel Conditions

1. Is there one or more order 2 or larger stream that (1) flows through or adjacent to the project area,
(2) will receive runoff from areas disturbed by project activities, and (3) has a contributing -
watershed area of more than 300 acres upstream from the point where the stream flows out of the

project area”?

Yes X or No

PN |
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TABLE 1. CHANNEL INVENTORY FORM

Channel or Segment No. 1 2 3 4

- Class/Order 1/

- Gravel embeddedness

M
- Pool Filling M .
M

- Aggrading

{72}

- Bank Cutting

- Bank Mass Wasting

- Down cutting

- Scouring

- Debrnis Clearing

- Debris Jamming

- Canopy Reduction

<t R B R R L E
|

- Recent Flooding
Comments:

Channel Segment #1 Where Rancheria Creek is adjacent to the proposed harvest area it has a
relatively low stream gradient and a wide gravel bar. This area is a sediment storage reach. Large
amounts of gravel are present which are moderately embedded in silt. Pools are infrequent but
are present and have depths in excess of 4 feet. LWD is infrequent. Shade canopy over the water
is very low dug to the wide nature of the gravel bar. Timber in the harvest area does not appear
to provide significant stream shade due to its distance from the watercourse and the general shape
of the land in this area. This stream segment appears to be generally aggraded. The extent to
which this aggradation is a result of past land management practices rather than a natural
condition is not clear. A moderate amount of bank cutting is occurring. Bank cutting which is
locally severe may be aggravated by the aggraded condition of the stream channel. Flood
conditions were present in the early months of 1997 just prior to this stream channel survey.
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If the answer to this question is "yes", continue 1o question 2. If the answer is "mo", skip to
question 3. ‘

2. Usmg a copy of attached Table 1., describe the condition of the order 2 or larger stream channels, or

apparently different segments of these channels, that lie within the project boundarv and are

downstream of the point where the contributing watershed area of the stream is less than 300 acres.

(Enter stream channel or segment identification leters or numbers at the top of the form, identify the
CDF water class and the stream order number in the next row, then assign ratings of none, slight,
moderate, or severe to each of the listed channel conditions. The location of identified channels and
channel segments should be shown on an attached watershed map. Attach additional rating pages

and explanatory notes as needed.)

3. Are you aware of any current stream channel conditions, including those listed in previous section
C.2, that occur outside of the project boundary, but within the assessment area, that are
contributing to a reduction in the beneficial uses of water listed in section A?

Yes or No X

If the answer to this question is "no", skip to question C.4. If the answer is "yes", briefly describe in
the space below, and on attached sheets as needed, the channe] conditions, their location relative to
the project area, and the affected beneficial uses. )

Comments: _ Please see addendum and stream channel survey summarv

4. Are you aware of any current stream channel conditions, including those listed in previous section
C.2, that occur outside of the assessment area and that are contributing to a reduction in the
beneficial uses of water listed in section A?

Yes X or No

If the answer to this queétion is "no", skip to Section D. If the answer is "yes", briefly describe in the
space below, and on attached sheets as needed, the channel conditions, their location
relative to the project area, and the affected beneficial uses.

- Comments: Please see addendum
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D. Past Projects

Based on your review for this assessment and knowledge of watershed conditions on and off the
proposed project area; have past projects in the watersheds of channels within the assessment area

resulted in any of the following impacts? (Yes or No)

1. Increased sediment inputs that embedded gravels, filled pools, or caused channel

aggradation within some portion of the stream system? YY) N
2. Increased channel downcutting or bank erosion as a result of increased flows, sediment
transport, or other channel modifications? Y) N
3. Increased water temperatures resulting from canopy removals along
stream channels? ) N
4. Inputs of unstable organic debris to streams or lakes? Y) N
5. Removal of large organic debris leading to loss of pool habitat? (Y) N
Yy ™

6. Chemical inputs to streams or lakes?

7. Other (describe) Y N

Please refer to Item H: Impacts Evaluation

E. Potential On-Site Effects

Based on current conditions and your kﬁowledge of the impacts of similar past projects, what is the
potential of the proposed project, as described and mutigated, to produce the following individual

_ effects?
(High, Moderate, or Low)

1. Increased stream or lake sediment from:
a. Channel or bank erosion. HM @

b. Streamside or inner gorge mass wasting that
could directly enter a stream channel. HM QWL

¢. Debris flows or torrents that could move
directly mto the stream system from sideslopes,
swales, small channels, roads, landings, or skid
trails. HM@L

d. Debris flows or torrents caused by debris

jams. HM QL)

[
(W]
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9.

e. Sideslopes mass wasting that directs surface
runoff into gullies, swales, or small channels
connected to the stream system.

f. Sheet, nill, or gully erosion that could be
discharged into the stream system from roads,
landings, or skid trails (include all disturbed
areas from the top of the cut to the bottom of
the fill.

g. Sheet, rill, or gully erosion from harvested or
site preparation areas that could enter the
stream system.

Openings created by project activities along stream
channels that could result in substantially
mcreased stream temperature.

. Increased amounts of small organic debris in streams

or lakes as a result of project activities.

. Movement of roadway chemicals, machinery fuels,

pesticides, nutrients released by buming, or other
chemicals into streams or lakes as a result of
project activities.

. Increased peak flows as a result of vegetation

removal, snow accumulation in new openings, or
more efficient runoff routing created by project
activities.

. Inputs of large organic debris in streams or lakes

as a result of project activities.

. Extraction of large organic debris from streams or

lakes as a result of project activities.

. Loss of future large organic debris as a result of

streamside timber harvesting.

Other factors (list)

E" A ot f\‘.‘ l-.'-..
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H M L

H M) L

HM @@

HML

If all of the Part E factors have been rated "low", go to Part H.and check the line labeled

"No (after mitigation)" or "No (no reasonably potential significant effects)" as appropriate. In this
case, project impacts are non-existent or so slight that they cannot significantly contribute to
downstream cumulative effects.




F:‘ "‘--- ,_' .
~o

[ g N NN

F. Future Projects

Based on your review of current watershed conditions, the effects of past projects, and accounting for
currently proposed mitigation measures - Are the identified future projects likely to result in (Yes or

No?)

1. Increased sediment inputs that will fill pools, embed
stream gravels, or cause channel aggradation in some
portion of the stream system? Y N)

. Increased channel downcutting or bank erosion from
increased flows, sediment transport, or other
stream modifications? Y ™N)

]

. Additional openings along stream channels that could
result in unacceptable increases in water

(V8]

temperatures. . Y N)
4. New inputs of organic debris to streams or lakes ? Y ™N
5. Extraction of large organic debris from streams or lakes? A Y ON)
6. Chemical inputs to streams or lakes? Y @™
7. Other factors (list) Y N

G. Interactions
Considering the combined impacts of:

Beneficial uses of water described in Part A,

Current stream channel conditions from Part C,

Effects of past projects listed in Part D, and
- Expected on-site effects of the proposed project from Part E;

~ What is the potential for developing adverse cumulative watershed effects
n the assessment area, as described in Part B, as a result of:

1. The proposed project combined with the ongoing effects of
past projects, but without the expected impacts of future projects? H M (L

2. The proposed project combined with the effects of past
projects and the expected impacts of future projects listed in Part F? H ML

' .
(NP
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If the answer to both questions 1 and 2 is "low”", go to Part H and check the line labeled "No (after
mitigation)" or "No (no reasonably potential significant effects)"as appropriate.

If the answer to either or both questions 1 and 2 above is "high", go to part H and check the line labeled
"Yes (after mitigation)". Otherwise (if questions l.and 2 above are both rated as "moderate” or as
"moderate” and "low"), continue with part H and follow the mstructions for impacts evaluartion.

H. Impacts Evaluation

Will the proposed project, as presented, in combination with the mpacts of past and firture projects, as
identified m Parts C through F and with the interactions rated in Part G above, have a reasonable
potential to cause or add to significant cumulative impacts to watershed resources.

Yes (after mitigation) ...........ooooooooooeooo _

No (after mitigation) ............coooeveomoomeoeooeoe X

No (no reasonable pofenrial significant effects) ................. ..

4

If your answer to the above question is "no" and either or both of the questions i Part G are rated as
medium, describe your reasons for reaching this conclusion.

This section mav-also be used to describe situations in which the proposed project. as described and

mitigated, will result m positive effects on watershed condition and existing cumulative watershed

impacts.
Use separate sheets if necessary.

Comments: please see addendum




I CUMULATIVE SOIL PRODUCTIVITY IMPACTS ASSESSMENTS

The following procedure may be used to assess the potential for cumulative impacts on soil productivity as
a result of the proposed project alone and in combination with past and future timber operations.

A. Soil Productivity Impacts Inventory

Cumulative soil productivity impacts occur when the combined impacts of a sequence of management
activities produce a significant reduction in soil productivity. These impacts may occur as part of
separate activities on the same project, as residual effects of past projects, and as the likely

impacts of future projects. '

The assessment area for cumulative soil productivity impacts is limited to the area of the proposed
project.

Forest management activities are required to be conducted in a manner that assures "where feasible, the
productivity of timberlands is restored, enhanced, and maintained." Therefore, productivity losses
resulting from site disturbance in excess of that required by suitable silvicultural and harvesting
practices, whether conducted individually or in sequence, must be considered as significant.

Impact significance must also be considered relative to the soil productivity potential of the area n
question. Losses that can be considered acceptable on highly productive lands may be unacceptable, or
even exceed the productivity potential, of lower site lands. For example, productivity reductions from
loss of growing space associated with development of roads and skid trails necessary for timber
management on high site lands may be greater than the total unit-area productivity of a poor site.

B. Soil Productivity Resources Assessment

Site factors to be assessed for cumulative soil productivity impacts mnclude:
. Organic matter loss.
. Surface soil loss.

. Soil compaction.
. Growing space loss.

L N —

The relationship between these site factors and soil productivity is described in Section B of the
Appendix to Technical Rule Addendum No. 2. '

The potential impact of successive management activities must be assessed for each of these factors
individually and in combination, and the overall impact should be classed as significant when:

o The area disturbed by proposed timber operations will exceed that required by the silvicultural and
harvest systems approved for use under proposed THP, including unnecessary duplication of
existing skid trails, roads, landings, yarding disturbance and mechanical site preparation.

o The amount of organic matter loss and soil displacement with use of the proposed silvicultural and
harvesting systems will substantially exceed that of other, feasible systems.

[N}
r.\?
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The amount of compaction and puddling with use of the proposed silvicultural and harvesting systems
will substantially exceed that of other, feasible systems, under the soil moisture conditions expected at
the time of proposed operations.

The combined loss of soil productivity from loss of growing space, organic matter loss, soil
displacement, and soil compaction from the proposed operations will substantially exceed that

of other feasible combinations of silvicultural and harvesting systems.

. Impacts evaluation

Will the proposed project, as presented, alone or in combination with the impacts of past and fiture
projects have a reasonable potential to cause or add to significant, cumulative soil productivity impacts
as a result of:

No reasonably

potential
Yes after No after significant
mitigation mitigation Impacts
. Organic'matter loss X .
Surface soil loss  * X . .
. Soil compaction X .
Growing space loss X ) .
. Any combination of
items 1 through 4 X .

II. CUMULATIVE BIOLOGICAL RESOURCE IMPACTS ASSESSMENT

The following assessment is for terrestrial biological resources. Aquatic biological resources are
addressed under the "Cumulative Watershed Impacts Assessment" in Section L.

A. Biological Resource Inventory

The biological assessment area will vary with the species being evaluated and its habitat requirements.
In addition, more than one species may be eévaluated and the assessment area may be different for
each species. To address cumulative biological impacts:

1L Identify any of the following categories of species known or suspected to occur on the assessment

area(s) for the proposed timber operations:

o rare, threatened, or endangered.

o species of special concem (as defined in the Forest Practice Rules
O sensitive species.
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Identify any other wildlife or fisheries resource concerns known or suspected to occur within the
assessment area(s) of the proposed timber operations.

~2

Describe the biological assessment area(s), including the reasons for boundary selection.

(V%]

4. Describe the pre-project condition of the biological resources inventoried within the assessment
area(s). Lastly, describe the anticipated post-project condition of these biological resources after

the completion of the proposed project.

B. Habitat Condition

Describe the pre-project condition of the following terrestrial habitat components within the project
area and assessment area(s). Lastly, rate the anticipated post-project condition of these habitat
components after completion of the proposed project.

Pre-Project Post-Project
Habitat Components On-Site Off-Site On-Site__
1. Presence of snags/dens/nest trees HMLN HMON HMLN
2. Amount of downed large
woody debris........ccccvreenn HMLN HMLN #H MLN

3. Presence of multistory
HMON HM@ON HM@ON

CANOPY...veveeeevermveneerneoneens
4, Road density................. HMLN HMLN HMLN
5. Presence of hardwoods HMLN H MLN HMLN

6. Presence of late seral .
forest characteristics HML®N HML®XN HMLQ®N)

7. Continuity of late seral ,
stage forest............coueunee HML@®N HML® HML®N

C. Presence of Significant Wildlife Areas

Are any of the following significant wildlife areas located on-site of your proposed operation and
off-site within the assessment area(s)? -

On-Site  Off-Site
1. Deer fawning areas......... ... ) N ) N
2. Deer migration corridors.... Y N) Y N)
3. Deer winter range................ ) N ) N
4. Deer summer range............. M N Y) N
5. Wetlands...........cocovrvveeeenene Y N) Y N
6. Riparian areas....................... ) N (Y) N
7. Other. .o Y N Y N

o
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Will your operation significantly effect the use of these areas by
wildlife? ___Yes X No

D. Other Projects

Identify and discuss the effects of the following projects within the assessment area(s) that might
interact with the effects of the proposed timber operation:

1. Past and firture projects in the biological assessment area(s) under the ownership or control of the
timber/timberland owner that did or could cause a significant impact on biological resources.

!\)

Past and firture projects planned or expected in the biological assessment area(s) not under the
contro] of the timberftimberland owner that did or could cause a significant impact on biological

resources.
E. Interactions
Considering the interactions between
o the bioclogical resources of the assessment area (Parts A and C).
o current habitat condition on-site and off-site (Part B).
o the ongoing effects of past projects (Part D).
o the effects of future projects (Part D).

What is the potential for developing significant cumulative effects on the biological resources of the
assessment area(s) as a result of

1. the proposed project combined with the effects of past projects without the impacts of firture
projects?

HM L

2. the proposed project combined with the effects of past projects and the expected impacts of future
projects listed in Part D?-

H M (L)
If the answer to both questions 1. and 2., above, is "low" go to Part F and check the line labeled "NO".

If the answer 1o either or both questions 1. and 2., above, is "high" go to Part F and check the line
labeled "Yes".

A Otherwise, if questions 1. and 2., above, are both rated as "moderate” or as "moderate” and "low"
continue with Part F and follow the instructions for impacts evaluation.

F. Impacts Evaluation




Based on the information gathered by the RPF, the contents of the THP, the forest practice rules,
information from the review of other plans, the magnitude of impacts identified n parts A through D,
and the interdctions rated in Part E, is the proposed project likely to produce significant adverse
cumnulative effects to the biclogical resources within the assessment area(s)?

Yes _ No _X

[f the answer is "yes", consider feasible altematives to the proposed project and/or mitigation actions to
avoid, minimize, reduce, or compensate significant adverse cumulative impacts to biclogical resources.
These mitigation actions are additional to those in the forest practice rules. If your answer is "yes"
proceed to question 1.and/or 2., below. If the answer is "no" proceed to question 3,. below.

Will the proposed project, as presented, in combination with the impacts of past and future projects as
identified in Parts A through D, the interactions rat=d in Part E, and considering feasible altematives
and mitigation actions, have a reasonable potential to cause or add to significant cumulative impacts to

biological resources within the assessment area(s)?

1. Yes (after mitigation)...........cccocoveevrcrerrnnnn. e

2. No (after MItIGAtION)..........oveeeueueriemererrinaensisssseesisies coevnes X

3. No (no reasonably potential significant effects). .............

If you answered question 1., above, describe any alternatives to the project that were considered and
explain why they were infeasible or rejected. Also include a similar discussion of mitigations accepted,
rejected, and/or infeasible. '

If you answered question 2, and/or 3., above, and either or both of the questions in Part E are listed as
"moderate" describe your reasons for reaching the conclusion. Use separate sheets as necessary.

V. CUMULATIVE RECREATION RESOURCES IMPACTS ASSESSMENT
A. Recreational Resources Inventory

The recreational assessment area is generally the area that includes the logging area plus 300 feet.

To assess recreational cumulative impacts: Identify the recreational activities involving significant
numbers of people in and within 300 feet of logging area (examples: fishing, hunting, hiking,
picnicking, camping).

Identify any recreational Special Treatment Areas described in the Board of Forestry rules on the plan

area or contiguous to the area.

If a public use of the area is identified, continue to Part B.
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B. Change in Recreational Resources.

Discuss whether the timber operation will significantly alter the recreational opportunities on the
logging area or within 300 feet of the logging area. (please see addendum)

C. Other Projects.

Information on other projects in the assessment area that might interact with the effects of the proposed
timber operation need to be identified and discussed. Discuss the following:

1. Any past or future projects in the recreational assessment area that are under the ownership or
control of the timber/timberland owner that will Impact recreational opportunities used by the
public identified in Part A, above.

2. Any known fiture projects planned or expected in the area for assessment of recreational impacts
that are not under the control of the timber/timberiand owner that will impact recreational
opportunities used by the public identified in Part A, above.

D. Impacts Evaluation

Wil the proposed project, as presented, in combination with the impacts of past and future projects, as
identified in Parts A through C above, have a reasonable potential to cause or add to significant
cumulative impacts to recreation resources?

Yes (after mitigation).........................
No (after mitigation)...............oooooovoeo
No (no reasonable potential significant effects).. ... X

V. CUMULATIVE VISUAL RESOURCE IMPACTS ASSESSMENT
A. Visual Resource Inventory

The visual assessment area is generally the logging area that is readily visible to significant numbers of
people who are no further than three miles from the timber operation.

To assess visual cumulative effects:
(please see addendum for additional mformation) _
1. Identify any Special Treatment Areas designated as such by the Board of F orestry because of their
visual values on or near the plan area?

2. Determine how far the proposed timber operation is from the nearest point that significant numbers
of people can view the timber operation. At distances of greater than 3 miles from viewing points
activities are not easily discernible and will be less significant.

-\
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3. Identify the manner in which the public identified in a and b above will view the proposed timber
operation (from a vehicle on a pubhc road, from a stationary public viewing point or from a
pedestrian pathway).

If the information in item a or b above identifies a significant visual resource, continue with
section 2 below.

B. Change in Visual Resource.

Discuss the probability of the timber operation changing the visual setting viewed by the public as a
result of vegetation removal, creation of slash and debris, or soil exposure.
(please see addendum)

C. Other Projects

Information on other projects in the assessment area that might interact with the effects of the
proposed timber operation needs to be identified and discussed. Discuss the following:

1. Any past and future projects in the visual assessment area that are under the ownership or control
of the timber/timberland owner and that could interact to cause a significant change in any
identified visual resource.

L

2. Known future projects in the visual assessment area that are ‘not under
the control of the timber/timberland owner and could interact with any
identified visual resources.

D. Impacts Evaluation
Will the proposed project, as presented, in combination with the impacts of past and future projects, as
identified in Parts A through C above, have a reasonable potential to cause or add to significant
cumulative impacts to visual resources?
Yes (after mitigation).........coveveeeiivvrnninmneneeninie e
No (after mItigation).......co.eovevrverriirinneireieeceeieen

No (no reascnably potential significant effects)....... X

V1. CUMULATIVE VEHICULAR TRAFFIC IMPACTS ASSESSMENT

.A. Traffic Resource Inventory

The traffic assessment area involves the first roads not part of the logging area on which logging traffic
must travel. To assess traffic cumulative effects:
1. Identify whether any publicly owned roads will be used for the transport of wood products (If the
answer to item a. indicates that public roads will not be used, then no further assessment is
needed).
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Identify any public roads that have not been used recently for the transport of wood products and
will be used to transport wood products from the proposed timber harvest.

.t\.)

Identify any public roads proposed for transport of wood products that have existing traffic or
maimtenance problems.

(V)

B. Activity Levels

Discuss how the logging vehicles used in the timber operation will change the amount of traffic on
public roads, especially during heavy traffic conditions.

C. Other Projects

Information on other projects in the assessment area that mught interact with the effects of the proposed
timber operation needs to be identified and discussed. Discuss the following.

1. Other past or future projects on lands under the control of the timber/timberiand owner that will add
significantly to traffic on public roads during the period these roads are used by logging vehicles
from the proposed timber operation.

2. Any known future projects not under the control of the timber/ timberland owner that will impact
public road traffic during the period that these roads are used by logging vehicles from the

proposed timber operation.

D. Impacts Evaluation

Will the proposed project, as presented, in combination with the impacts of past and firture projects, as
identified i Parts A through C above have a reasonable potential to cause or add to significant
cumulative impacts to vehicular traffic on public roads?

Yes (after mitigation).........o.ooooooooooooee

No (after mitigation).............................. '
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Additional Information Concerning Cumulative Effects Analysis

Cumulative Watershed Effects

A. Beneficial uses of on site and downstream water

Beneficial uses of water on site and adjacent to the plan area include salmonid and aquatic habitat. Known
beneficial uses of water within the assessment area:are agricultural irrigation and aquatic and salmonid
fisheries habitat. The proposed plan area is located in the Rancheria Creek drainage which is a tributary to
the Navarro River. The Water Quality Control Plan for the North Coast Region (1) lists the following
beneficial uses of water for the Navarro river: agricultural and industrial water supply, ground water
recharge, navigation, recreation, cold fresh water habitat, wildlife habitat, fish migration route and "high
quality aquatic habitat especially suitable for fish spawning"”.

B. Watershed Assessment Area

The portion of Rancheria Creek which is generally upstream from the Galbreath Ranch and as shown on
the attached map was determined to be an appropriate CWE assessment area. This assessment area is
approximately 15,000 acres in size. This CWE assessment area was selected based on its size, proximity to
the plan area and in consideration of the dominant drainage patterns in this area.

C. 4. Current Stream Channel Conditions Outside the Assessment Area

The Navarro River is listed by EPA on the Section 303(d) list "due to excessive sediment loading from
historic logging and road building". The Basin Plan (1) indicates that the Navarro River provides "high
quality aquatic habitat especially suitable for fish spawning".

D. _ Past Projects and Land Disturbance History

Based on my review of the records kept at the CDF office in Ukiah there have been 15 THP's located at
least partially within the CWE assessment area during the past 10 years. These harvest permits cover an
acreage of approximately 2914 acres. These THP's specified tractor operations as the harvest method. A’
variety of silvicultural methods were used including shelterwood preparatory step harvesting, sanitation
salvage, shelterwood removal, transition, and alternative prescription. A list of these THP's and pertinent
information concerning their nature is presented below for your review. Most of the timbered portion of
this CWE assessment area was harvested during the 1950's and 1960's, prior to the advent of a moden
Forest Practice Act. Impacts associated with this early harvest triggered a positive response to questions
conceming past projects under item "D". The area now appears to be generally in a period of advanced
recovery and because of the limited scope and nature of the proposed THP the proposed harvest is not
expected to adversely affect the recovery process.



?'ft!f,..‘-.,.g....
e b C
il IR TR SO

A -
3o d~r.

Prior Harvest Historv Rancheria Creek CWE Assessment Area

THP # Acres Harvest Method Sihvicultural Method

1-87-486M 100 tractor sanitation salvage

1-88-201M 280 tractor shelfterwood removal

1-88-252M 220 tractor shelterwoed prep.

1-88-703M 410 tractor shelterwood prep.

1-89-057M 352%* tractor . shelterwood removal

1-61-135M 90 tractor transttion

1-91-444M 000** tractor transition / shelterwood removal

1-92-223M plan adjacent but not considered to be within assessment area

1-93-319M 373 tractor Alt. Prescription

1-95-082M 102 tractor clear-cut, selection, seed tree removal

sanitation salvage, rehabilitation

1-95-261M 291 -tractor/helicopter seed tree seed step, selection, seed tree
‘ removal, sanitation salvage, rehabilitation

1-93-339M 109* tractor/cable selection, group selection

1-95-496M 082 tractor selection, seed tree removal, rehabilitation

1-96-284M 171 tractor selection, seed tree, seed tree removal

1-97-086M 134 tractor seed tree removal, seed tree, clear-cut

* acreage within assessment area

** no substantial operatidns per completion report

Total acres with harvest permits during the previous ten vears = 2914 ac.

F_Future Projects ‘
I'am aware one additional harvest which is being planned within the CWE assessment area at this time.

This project will consist of approximately 20 acres of tractor harvesting utilizing selection and seed tree
removal silvicultural methods. When additional harvesting is conducted in the assessment area this activity
will undoubtedly be conducted according to the Forest Practice Act and therefore the probability of
significant adverse impacts will be minimized. '

E. On-SiteEffects & H __ Impacts Evaluation
Large portions of the assessment area were heavily logged during the 1950's and 1960's prior to the modemn
Forest Practice Act. The logging which occurred during this period was done without environmental
precautions of any kind. Rancheria Creek is still recovering from this previous impact based on the wide
gravel bar and aggraded nature of the stream channel in this area. The proposed project has been
determined to have a low potential for producing adverse watershed effects based on my knowledge of other
similar past projects which have occurred in similar environmental settings. The following factors
associated with the proposed timber harvest are key considerations in my determination that the proposed
timber harvest will have a low potential to cause adverse watershed effects.
a) Heavy equipment operation in the WLPZ is strictly limited.
b) Soil disturbance on steep slopes will be minimized by using existing skid trails which
generally lead away from the fluvial system. ‘
c) Steep areas which are not suitable for ground based skidding equipment have been
deleted from the plan area.
d) LTO's use caution when handling fuiel and other potential stream contaminants.
€) No winter operations are proposed.

Soil Productivity Impacts
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The assessment area for soil productivity impacts, is the proposed harvest area. The assessment area is as
defined in the California Department of Forestry Guidelines For Assessment of Cumulative Impacts dated

8/13/91.

Broadcast burning is not proposed in this THP. Required erosion control measures and the exclusion of fire
from the area will prevent significant quantities of organic matenal from being lost. It also appears that the
assessment area has not been broadcast burned for at least 30 years. Surface soil will be protected by using
standard erosion control techniques as described in the THP and FPA. Existing erosion problems will be
corrected and therefore the potential for surface soil loss will be reduced. The potential for inadvertently
creating new erosion problems as a result of the proposed harvest is being minimized by restricting soil
disturbing activities in areas which have characteristically high sediment delivery ratios such as, steep
slopes, unstable areas and WLPZ's. Productivity losses from soil compaction and growing space loss will
be minimized by using existing roads and skid trails where ever possible and minimizing the overall road

and skid trail densrty.

Terrestrial Biological Resources

The assessment area for terrestrial biological resources is as shown on the attached map. This 15,000 +/-
acre area was selected because of its proximity to the plan area and it appears to be typical of the larger
surrounding area in terms of vegetative type and past land disturbance history.

The CDF spotted owl data base has one Northern Spotted Owl sighting listed within a 1.5 mile radius
around the plan area. For additional information concerning the spotted owl please see the spotted owl
addendum. Additional information concerning wildlife can also be found in the THP addendum.

The assessment area supports substantial numbers of deer. The climate is mild and deer can be observed in
this area all year. Therefore it is assumed that deer use the assessment area for fawning, summer and winter
range. Ripanan areas are limited to watercourses and springs. Heavy equipment operation is restncted in
these areas and they will not be significantly affected by the proposed timber operation.

For the purpose of ranking the presence of "late seral stage forest characteristics" the standard minimum
block size of 80 acres was used. 80 acre old growth forest stands with a maximum dispersal of one mile
were used for the purpose of ranking "continuity of late seral stage forests". Timber stands greater than 20
acres in size, within the proposed harvest area, do not meet the definition of "Late succession forest stands"
as it is defined in Title 14 CCR 895.1.

Based on my review of the records kept at the CDF office in Ukiah there have been 15 THP's located at
least partially within the terrestrial biological assessment during the past 10 years. These harvest permits
cover an acreage of approximately 2914 acres. These THP's specified tractor operations as the harvest
method. A variety of silvicultural methods were used including sheiterwood preparatory step harvesting,
sanitation salvage, shelterwood removal, transition, clearcut, selection and alternative prescription. A list
of these THP's and pertinent information conceming their nature is presented below for your review. Most
of the timbered portion of this terrestrial biological assessment area was harvested during the 1950's and
1960's, prior to the advent of a modemn Forest Practice Act. The area now appears to be generally well
vegetated and based on my observations a diverse and seemingly robust population of wildlife is present in
the Rancheria Creek drainage.
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Prior Harvest Historv Rancheria Creek Terrestrial Biological Assessment Area -

THP # Acres Harvest Method Silvicultural Method

1-87-436M 100 tractor sanitation salvage .

1-88-20IM 280 ' tractor shelterwood removal

1-38-252M 220 tractor shelterwood prep.

1-88-703M 410 tractor shelterwood prep.

1-89-057M 552* tractor . shelterwood removal

1-91-135M 90 tractor ' transition

1-91-444M 000*=* tractor transttion / shelterwood removal

1-92-225M plan adjacent but not considered to be within assessment area

1-93-319M 373 tractor Alt. Prescription

1-95-082M 102 tractor clear-cut, selection, seed tree removal
sanitation salvage, rehabilitation

1-95-261M 291 tractor/elicopter  seed tree seed step, selection, seed tree
removal, sanitation salvage, rehabilitation

1-95-339M 106* tractor/cable selection, group selection

1-95-496M 082 tractor selection, seed tree removal, rehabilitation

1-96-284M 171 tractor selection, seed tree, seed tree removal

1-97-086M 134 tractor seed tree removal, seed tree, clear-cut

* acreage within assessment area

** no substantial operations per completion report !

Total acres with harvest permits during the previous ten vears = 2914 ac.

I am aware one additional harvest which is being planned within the terrestrial biological assessment area
at this time. This.project will consist of approximately 20 acres of tractor harvesting utilizing selection and
seed tree removal silvicultural methods. When additional harvesting is conducted in the assessment area
this activity will undoubtedly be conducted according to the Forest Practice Act and therefore the
probability of significant adverse impacts will be minimized.

Recreational Resources J
The assessment area is the plan area and the area within three bundred feet of the plan boundary as

described in Technical Rule Addendum #2. No Recreational Special Treatment Areas have been designated
by the Board of Forestry in or adjacent to the plan area. Within the plan area itself there are no recreational
opportunities for the public or "significant numbers of people".

Visual Resources :

The assessment area is the portion of the plan area which could be visible to significant numbers of people .
who are no more than 3 miles away as described in Technical Rule Addendum #2. The plan area is visible
from the Elk Hom County Road. When viewed from public vantage pomts which are limited to the Elk
Hom County road, the plan area will maintain a substantially vegetated and forested appearance due to the
presence of advanced regeneration and the range of silvicultural methods proposed. The proposed harvest
will not be visually inconsistent with other harvests which occur routinely in this area and therefore an
adverse cumulative visual effect is not likely to occur. Slash reduction associated with fire protection zones

will reduce visual impacts when the harvest area is viewed from the County road.

Vehicular Impacts
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The cumulative vehicular impacts assessment area is the haul route which is shown onr the THP Haul Route
Map, and Elk Hom Road and Highway 128. This route was selected as the vehicular impacts assessment
area because it is the most feasible haul route from the plan area. The mapped haul route is routinely used
for the transportation of forest products. Highway 128 is a high standard two lane highway which are

routinely used for commercial transportation of all types. It is not likely that this short term low volume
timber operation could cause or contribute to a traffic congestion problem in this rural area.

List of references consulted during this cumulative effects analysis
D Water Quality Control Plan for the North Coast North Coast Regional Water

Quality Control Board; September 21, 1989.

2) California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection Guidelines for
Assessment of Cumulative Impacts; CDF; August 13, 1991.

3) Identifying Sensitive Watersheds; Frank Reichmuth; unpublished paper
presented to CLFA an 9/5/91.

4) Mean Annual Precipitation in the California Region; U.S. Department of
the Interior, Geological Survey, Water Resources Division ; 1972.

5 USFS, Chapter 20 - "Draﬁ;' Cumulative Off-site Watershed Effects
‘ Analysis U.S.F.S. Handbook.

6) Memorandum From the California Department of Fish and Game dated April 9,
1990. " Subject: Lists of and Reference to State and Federal Rare
_ Threatened and/or Endangered Animals and Plants in Sonoma and/or Mendocmo

Counties".
7 The Natural Diversity Data Base

8) A Guide to Wildlife Habitats of Califérnia ; published by California Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection; 1983.

9 Northern Spotted Owl Information; Published by California Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection; 8/2/90.

10)  Methods and Materials for Locating and Studying Spotted Owls; Eric
Forsman; 1983; Published by U.S. Forest Service (PNW-162)

11)  CDF Archives for THP Records; kaah CDF Office.

12) California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection Guidelines for Assessment of
Cumulative Impacts Appendix B:; CDF; 8/13/91.

13) Mendocino County Resource Inventory; USDA, SCS 1987
(watershed acreage’s) '

' 14) Soil Survey Report Mendocino County Western Part; USDA Soil Conservation Service;
(Preliminary) 1987.



15)

A Guide for Management of Landslide Prone Terrain
Columbia Ministry of Forests; 1994.

in the Pacific Northwest: British
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APPENDIX A

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION CONCERNING THE

NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL
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TO: California Departmer: of Foresm v and Fire Protection
From: California Deparmmer: of Fish and Game
Subject: No Take Certification for the northerm spotied owi.

f "“‘,3 Szt e w2 AR e -
I/on =/a88/% 72 [surveved the Sl timmsns’ i o oroderty oF

of  EZAKyiin  r0adin  Prtesimms s Ceounty. “The provosed pian
consists of about /20 acres. This zcea is oot unlized by northern spotted owls for the
following reasons:

Urbanized Area

Flat or refatively flat zround/ lack Of :opogranhy
Proximiry to ocean ‘
v Past cailing records for NSOs '
' Insufficient canopy cover —_ -
2 Non comriguous forest cover of Cowe v s n . oot
No avaiiable water : F o &

Other; described as _-Asen. &40 % - e R it g

Past calling records are locared iz the files for the following adjacent or nearcv Timber
= - P -

Harvesting Plans: N - 4t
vg w—t )‘? ,ﬁ? ; 2 4 T~}”.-;’.‘ .
A et ““'.“\"—"i"'\'f:vr\zé"" { I

7

Based upon my personal knowiedge of the zrez and the above information it is my best
professional judgment that the plan as presently prososed is not likely tc resuit in the taie
of a northern spotted owi.

0 . ¢
et e 4/,.4 l"- . ;A Es B r
s s F ol @ e La e
Z gt L, L T s
i

Theodores W. Wooster
Envircnmental Specialist [




NORTHERN SPCTTED OWIL DATABASE
Recorded Obscrvation Information Request
(One plun only per cach request)

TO: Caiifornia Depariment of Forestry and Fire Protection
P.O. Box 670
Santa Rosa, CA 95401

At Forest Practice

REQUESTER:

Naine: L.g¢ Susan
Address: 16575 Franklin Road .

Fort Bragp, CA 95437

Phone: (707) 964-4566

Location:
«  Plan Namc: Hial #6
Cownty (5): Mendocing

Legal Description of Plan Arca
Tnshp_12N, Rng 13W, Sctu(s) 23,
Tnshp 12N, Rng 12W, Scin(s) 30,
Tushp J2N; Rng 12W, Scin(s) 3L,
Toshp cRng ___..Scin(e) .

Legal Description of Sections within 1.3 miles of Plan Area
Tnshp 12N, Rng _13W, Sctn (s) 13: 14: 23:24: 25: 26: 35,
Tnshp_12N, Rog 13W, Sctn (s) 36; R
Tnshp 12N, Rag 12W, Sctn (s) 18: 19, 20,29 30: 31; 32
Toshp 1IN, Rng 13W, Setn (s) 1s R
Tnshp_LIN, Rog A2V, Sctn(s) 68 o & 5 ¢
jsgs 7.5

Map: Altached is 8 map showing the location of potential operations taken from the U
minute topographic Quadrangle(s) _Gube Mountain, Ombaun, Yorkviile, Bi foat Mountain,

SIGNITURE: %&% . RPF# 2 =7

CDF Use Ouly

-yt

S1ey PRGN
s g

DATE RESPONSE MAILED: y

REQUEST ID NUMEER; = ]
INSORQST.4M

DATE RECEIVED:
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A )




RPF: LEE

RQST. NO.:

REPORT #1

REPORT OF

COUNTY

‘‘‘‘‘

MD
MD
MD
MD
MD
MD
MD
MD
MD
MD
MD
MD
MD
MD
MD .
MD
MD
MD

NOTE:

SUSAN
=

=N

California “epartment of Fish and Game
California Department of Forestry and Fire Pro

Y

NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL DATABASE MANAGEMENT SYST
Version 2.0
JANUARY 16, 19

AREAS SEARCHED

TOWNSHIP

44444444

aaaaaaaa

11N
11N
11N
12N
12N
12N
12N
12N
12N
. 12N
12N
12N
12N
12N
12N
12N
12N
12N

RANGE

44444

adaaa

12w
12W
13W
12W
12w
12W
12W
12w
12W
12w
13W
13W
13W
13W
13W
13W
13W
13W

SECTI

aaaaa

aadaa

5
6
1
18
19
20

29

30
31
32
13
14
23
24
25
26
35

36

DATA

87

ON TERRITORY

,,,,,,,,,

aa ddaaaaaaa

* %
* %
* %
* %
%* %
* %
%
* %
* %
* %

* %
* %
* %
* %
**
* %k
B2

THREE SEPERATE REPORTS ARE GENERATED
RECORDS ARE KNOWN FROM THE REQUESTED AREA.

NO
NO
NO
NO
NO
NO
NOC
-NO
NO
NO

OWLS
OWLS
OWLS
OWLS
OWLS
OWLS
OWLS
OWLS
CWLS
OWLS

MD21s6

NO
NO
NO
NO
NO
NO
NO

CWLS
OWLS
OWLS
OWLS
OWLS
OWLS
OWLS

KNOWN
KNOWN
KNOWN
KNOWN
KNOWN
KNOWN
KNOWN
KNOWN
KNOWN
KNOWN

KNOWN
KNOWN
KNOWN
KNOWN
KNOWN
KNOWN
KNOWN

k%
* %
* %
k%
* %
* %
* %
* %
2]
* %

*%
* %
* %k
%%
* %k
%

* %

ot

=

tection

IF NORTHIRN SPOTTED OWL

THE

REPORTS WILL NOT PRINT IF OBSERVATIONS RECORDS ARE NOT FOUND.

[

SECOND AND THIRD



RPF: LEE SUSAN Froo2127 07/17.

RQST. NO.: e ‘ oe
{ZA
California Department of Fish and Game
California Department of Forestry and rire Protection
NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL DATABASE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
Version 2.0 e
JANUARY 15, 1997 ECHE A
REFPORT #2 DATA PR
£0B 85
REPORT OF TERRITORIES FOUND
OWNER YEAR TEZERR. NEST/v¥G
LOCALE TWN RNG SECT 1/4 1/186 1/64 TYPE OWNER VERIFIED XNOwIT
4883345554444548584 345 aaa 4848 344 3343 a3a3 33334 283388 8543845855 28454344
TERRITORY: MD21s
RANCHERIA CR 12N 13W 3 SW NE ovT e1 - P

NOTE: FOR AN EXPLANATION OF THE DATA COLUMNS, USE A "DATABASE REPORT
EXPLANTATION SHEET" DATED AFTER JANUARY 1, 1994.

L)




RPF: LEE SUSAN 7 2127

RQST. NO.: 13%3
AN

California Department of Fish and Came
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protecticn

NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL DATABASE MANAGEMENT SVYSTEM
Version 2.0 o

JANUARY 16, 1597 e

REPORT #3 DATA I

REPORT OF SIGHTINGS REPORTED FOR TERRITORIES FOUND

b
2

1y O

N b
CTOM
[3TIN ]
g
hod O
>

fn
ST 1D

NO.

DATE TIME OF AGE-
TWN RNG 1/4 1/16 1/64 SEEN SEEN OBSERVER OWLS SEX
a4 aaa éééé 844 4484 3443 34334844 43483 antasasdaaaacasad aaza aaac
TERRITORY: MD216
12N 13W 3 11/29/90 0 WOOSTER 0
12N 13W 3 12/01/90 0 WOOSTER 0
12N 13w 3 12/28/90 0 WOOSTER 0
12N 13W 3 SW NE 04/22/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUT
12N 13W 3 sSW NE E 05/01/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF
12N 13W 3 SW NE E 05/15/91 0 WOOSTER 1 UM
12N 13W 3 SW NE E 05/22/91 0 WOOSTER+ 1 M
12N 13W 3 SW NE 05/22/91 0 WOOSTER+ 2 UTMUF
12N 13W 3 06/01/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF
12N 13W 3 SE NW 06/04/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF
12N 13W 3 06/07/21 0 WOOSTER 1 UF
12N 13W 3 07/03/91 0 WOOSTER 0
12N 13W 3 SwW NE 07/17/91 0 WQOSTER 2 UMUF
12N 13W 3 07/26/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF
12N 13W 3 Sw NE 09/27/91 0 WOOSTER 1 UC
12N 13W 13 10/22/91 0 WOOSTER 1w
12N 13W 3 sSw NE 11/05/91 0 WOOSTER 1 UF
12N 13W 3 12/13/91 0 WOOSTER 0
12N 13W 3 SW NE 12/26/91 0 WOOCSTER 1 UM
12N 13W 3 03/27/92 0 WOOSTER 0

oyeBeNeoReoNeoNeoNecNoNoNsNoNoNONONG NN W)

NOTE: FOR AN EXPLANATION OF THE DATA COLUMNS, USE A "DATABASE REPCRT
EXPLANTATION SHEET" DATED AFTER JANUARY 1, 1994.

Lo



APPENDIX B

CONFIDENTIAL

ARCHAEOLOGICAL ADDENDUM

Galbreath
Hiatt #6
1997

Yorkville

Not for Public Distribution As Per Title 14 CCR 929.1(a)(2)
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NOTE

Information concerning archeological sites has been removed from

this THp, 1-97-328 MEN in accordance
with the policy of The Office of Historic Preservation as adopted

by the State Historical Resources Commission under the authority of

public Resources Code 5020.4.

Copies of the information have been sent to the following locations
to facilitate review of the project:

1. CDF field unit - Willits (Howard Forest)

The original copy of this material is maintained in a confidential

file at CDF Region I Headquarters, 135 Ridgway Avenue, Santa Rosa,
CA 95401. Contact Mark Gary, CDF Archeologist.

Pages 61 - 73
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Summit Forestry

Lee Susan

16575 Franklin Road
Fort Bragg, CA 95437
(707) 964-43566

07/23/97

Mr. Fred Galbreath
PO Box 138
Kentfield, CA 94904

Dear Mr. Galbreath,

Pursuant to item "13 2" of the THP which [ have prepared for your property, I am Writing to explain some
of the obligations a landowner incurs when they harvest timber on their property.

1) The California Code of Regulations Title 14 CCR 1035 specifies plan submitter responsibilities

pertinent to the harvesting of timber. A copy of Title 14 CCR 1035 has been enclosed for your reference.
2) The State of California has certain minimum stocking requirements for timberland which must be
mamtained or re-established following harvesting. These stocking requirements are specified in Title 14
CCR 912.7 which I have enclosed for your reference. .

3) The State of Califomia requures that erosion control structures be maintained. Primanly, this would
include kesping waterbars operational and keeping culverts open to the unrestricted flow of water. Current

regulations require that erosion control features be maintaied for up to three years after the THP has been
completed.

If you have any questions concerning what is required please feel free to call me at any time.

Sincerely yours,

Lee Susan
Forester #2127

encl.

A - e v
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Title 14 Deparunent of Forsstry §912.7
year and support aquatic vegewtian. grasses and fords as thar imnvipal (B Old Highway 101 from Triudad north o Patick” s Pont Siate Park enwrance

calive cover.
LTE Authorily crled: Sections 4526, 4551, 4551.5 and 4553, Pubue Hesouress
Jode. Reference: Sections 4526 and 4561, Public Resouress Code,
HisTory
1. Amendmentof NOTE filed 2-21-79 as procedural and vrzanizatiaial sllective
upen filing Regusier 79. No. 9.

2. Amendmient liled 7-2-79; ¢ffccuve dinueth day werealier (Regswr 790 N
2.
3. Amendment filed 7-9=81; cftective hurticth day tierealter (Rezisicr 81, No.

28).,

4. Amendment liled 9%~9-88; operative [0-9-R8 (ch.mur 8K, No. MR

. Change withoul regulatory etfect (Register 89, No. 20

. Adopuion of subsection ~Marbeletmunclet Hab:at™ nl..d (:—27-“1 £ ancer-

gency: operauve 6=27-91 (Regster 91, No. d11. A Certilicae ol Compliance

must be transmitied 1o OAL by 10-24=91 or emnerzency languaie will be re-
pezaled by operauon of law on the following day.

7. Amendment of “Commercial species™ w include Pacific Yew (iled i-21-93 as
an emergency: operative |-21-93 (Register 93, No. 4). A Ceruiicaic of Com-
pliance must be vansmitied 10 OAL 5=21-91 cr emergency lanpuage will be
repealed by operation of law on the following day.

8. Repealer of “Co—dominant,” “Dominant™ ~“Lzke.,” “Logging Arca.” “Seed
Tree,” *Skidding or Yarding.” ~Skid trails.” “Tractor roads™ and "W alerbreak™
filed [=7-94: operative 3=1-94 (Register 94. No. ).

9. Pacific Yew unuer “Commercial species™ repealed by operauca of Govemns
ment Code secuon 11346.1 Register 94, No. 201,

O~‘J\

! All Coastal Commission Special Treatument Arcas were adopied by the Coastal
Commission on Juiy 5. 1977, and they include several specially identified areas,
buffer zones adjacent o designated highways within Coasial Scenic View Corrie
dors, and buffer zones adjacent W publicly owned preserves and recrzation areas.
Maps or designations of Coastal Commission Special Treztment Arcas are on file
in department offices m the Coast Forest District. Coastal Commission Special
Treatnent Areas have been designaied according o the following crieria:

. Scenic View Corridors
d. Sites of significant scenic value
C. Wetands, lagoons, streams. cswarics, and miariae cavreaments
D. Significant animal and plant habitat arcas
E. Recreation arcas

The Coastal Commission has also set forth in its designations special mmanage-
ment objctives considered essential by the Coasta! Commission {ur the protec-
ton of public values within the Coastal Zone.

The following is a listing of the Coastal Commission Special Treaunent Ascas.
in parentheses following the name of cach area arc capital letiers ndicaung the
specific criteria as lisied above. The leuers referencing the criteria are Lsied in or-
der of priocity of the significance of the various criteria applicable w the area.

(a) Del Norte County. Elk Creek Valley (Q). Sitka Spruce Grove (D.A). False
Klamath Cove (B.A), Klamath River (B.A.C).

(b) Humboldt County. Freshwater Lagoon (B.C.E), Swne Lagoon (A.B.CE).
BigLagoon (A.C.B). Big Lagoon Bog (B.C.E). Agate Beach Blutf (B.A). Mauoic
River (B.C). The King Range National Conservation Area forestlands that paral.
lel the beach: All private inholdings that are within view of the beach wuil thatare
in the recreational zoned western slopes.

(¢) Mendocino County. Usal Creek (A.C). Rockpurt Beach (B, Hardy Creek
Kanoll (B), Westport (B). Ten Mile River (B.C). Noyo River (A.B.C). Casparand
Doyie Crecks (A), Big River (A.B.CE1. Alhion River (A.B.C.D). Navarro River
(g g.A). Navarro to Irish Beach Temrace (A.B). Elk Creek (C.B). Gualala River
(8.

(d) Sonoma County. Gunhh River (B.C), Sea Ranch Area (A). Stewznis Pownt
Arca (A), Horseshoe Cove Area (C.B.E). Swockoll Creek and Kolner Gulkch
(B.C.D), Fort Ross (AB). Mill Gulch (A.B). Timber Culch (A.B). Russian Gulch
(A), Sawmill Gulch (A), Sheephouse Creek (A.C.D). Duncan Mills Marsh
(A.C.D). South Side of the Russuan River (A.B.C.D.E), Willow Creck Headwa-
ters (C.D), Jenner Guleh (C.D), Slaughterhouse Gulch (A.D). Furlong Guich
(A.D). Scotty Creek (C.D), Rough Creek (C.D).

(¢} San Mateo County. San Pedro Valley (A). Scuth Montara Mountam (A1,
Buuno Panorama (B.E). Ano Nuevo Uplands (A.BE).

9 Santa Cruz County. Ano Nuevo Uplands (A.B.E). Waddell Creex
i\C.E). Bonny Doon Bounic Area (B.D). Moline Creek (A.B).

(g) Buffer Zones within Coastal Scenic View Corridors in DelNorte, Humbold:
and Mendecino Counties.

(1) Del Norte County. Highway 101 from Crescent City w0 Smith River wwa
along the west side of the hughway.
(2) Humboldt County.

(A) Highway 101 from the Moonstone=Westhaven Exit o B Lagovn Budee
along both sides of the highway. ‘

dlong both sides vl e toud.

() Mendocno County. Highway | trom Ten Mile River w Sunumn County
line along both sides of the highway.

(hy BBulfer Zones sdjacent w all publicly owned preserves and recreaton areas.
including nauonal. sate. regional, county. and municipal parks.

4 912.5. Procedure for Estimating Surfnce Soil Erosion
Hazard Rating.
A proposed plan shall show the estimaled crosion hazard ratings of the

< plan arca, by arcas, down 0 20 acres (8.1 ha) if such a breakdown will

change the estimated erosion hazard of individual areas. The plan shall
show high and extreme erosion hazard ratings. by areas. down o 10 acres
(4.047 ha) il such a breakdown will change the erosion hazard of the indi-
vidualareas. Specific erosion hazard arcas not fitting the above minimum
win be considered independently and proteetive measures commensu-
rate with the problem applied. These measures are covered in Chapter 4.
Subchapter 4 of the California Code of Regulations.

To estumate the erosion hazard rating of any plan or portion thercof,
the forester (RPF) shall follow the procedures and requirements con-
ained in Board Technical Rule Addendum #1. dated February 1, 1990.
Appropriate weights for the factors in the Estimated Surface Soil Erosion
Hazard. Form L in the Addendum, shall be calculated and the factors shall
be summed to give therating. A copy of the caleulations from Form Ishall
be attached o the timber harvesting plan. A copy of the Board Technical
Rule Addendum #1 can be obwined from the State Board of Forestry at
the Resources Building, 1416 9th Schct Room 1506-14. Sacramento.
CA 95814.

NoTE: Authority cited: Scctions 4551 and 4562.5, Public Resources Code. Refer-
ence: Scction 4562.5. Public Resources Code.

History

1. New NOTE filed 2-21-79 as procedural and organizational: effective upon fil-
ing (Register 79, No. 9.

i };:p;nlc:;nd new section filed 7-2-82: designated effective 1-1-83 Register
- iNO. adl)e
3. Am:ndmc:)u filed 12—4-89: operative 2-1-90 (Register 89, No. 50).
§ 912.7. Resource Conservation Standards for Minlmum
Stocking.

The following resoyrce conservation standards constitute minimum
acceptable stocking tn the Coast Forest District after timber operations
have been completed.

(a) Rock outcroppings. meadows. wet arcas. or other arcas not normal-
ly bearing commercial species shall not be considered asrequiring stock-
ing and are exempt from such provisions.

(b) An arca on which Umber operations have taken place shall be clas-
sified as acceplably stocked if cither of the standards set forth in (1) or
(2) below are met within five (5) years after compiction of timber opera-
tions unless otherwise specified in the rules.

(1) An area contains an average point count of 300 per acre on Site L
11 and IO lands or 150 on Site TV and V lands to be computed as follows:

(A) Each countable tree (Ref. CCR. Title 14, Scetion 895.1) which is
not more than 4 inches d.b.h. counts | point.

(B) Each countable tree over 4 inches but less than {2 inches d.bh.
counts 3 points.

(C) Each countable tree over 12 inches d.bh. counts as 6 pounts.

(D) Root crown sprouts will be counted using the average sump diam-
eter 12 inches above average ground level of the original stump (rom
which the sprouts originate, counting one sprout for cach foot of smwmp
diameter to a maximum of 6 per sturmp.

(2) The average residual basal area. measured in stems | ioch or larger
m diameter. is at least 85 square feet peracre on Site I lands. and 50 square
{eet per acre on lands of Site O classification or lower. Site classification
shall be determined by the RPF who prepared the plan.

(¢) The resource conservation standards of the rules may be met with
Group A and/or B commercial species. The percentage of te stocking
requirements met with Group A species shall be no less than the percent-
age of the stand basal area they comprised before harvestng. The site oc-
cunancy arovided hv Grann A crerise chall not ki crcdiand salaiiva i
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" Title 14

woe N species. When considenay, site occupandy. e Director B
e potential fong werm effects of relative sie S UGHIRT

. Aspecies versus Group B species as a result of harvest, [ Griup

- species will likely recapture the site alter harvest, Group B species do
atneed to be reduced. The time frames for recapturinyg e site shal! be

sasistent with achieving MSP. The Dircctor may projibit e use of

iroup A and/or B comimercial specics which are nen=indigenous or ae
ot physiologically suited 10 the area involved. Exceptions may be -
roved by the Director i the THP provides tic follow ing information wid
r0se exceptions arc agreed o by the limberland ovaer:

(1) Explain and justil'y with clear and convineing evidence how usine
roup A nonindigenous. or Group B species 1o meet Gie resaurce cons
ation sandards will mieet the intent of te Forest Practice Acl zs de-
zribed in PRC Scction 4513. The discussion shali include at feans:

(A) the management objectives of the posi-harvest siaad:

(B) a deseription of tic current stand, ncluding species composiion
d current stocking levels within the arca of Group B species. The ;.er-
alage can be measured by using point—coust, baszl ares. stocked gt
r other method agreed 10 by the Dircctor.

(C) the pereentage of the post—harvest stocking o be et with Gioup

species. Post harves: percentages will be detemmiinned on tie basis of
ocked plots. Caly the metheds provided by 14 CCR 1070-i075 shall
c-used in determining if the standards of PRC Section 4551 have been
et

D) a description of what will consttle a counabic e, as defined
¥y PRC Scction 4528 [ora Group B specics and hew such a tree will fiee
i€ management objectives of the posi-harvest stand.

The Director, after zn inigal nspection pursuant 10 PRC Scction 4534,
1all approve use of Group B specics. as exceplicns 1o Wie pre=harvest
357 "a percentage standard. if in his judgement the inteat of tic Act

-el and there will not be an immediate signilicant and long—torm
© the nawral resources of the stle.
JTE: Authority cited: Sccuons 4551, 4553 and =561.1. Public Resources Cude.
cferencs: Sections 4561 and <561.1. Public Resources Code.
History
New NOTE filed 2-21-79 a5 proczdural and wrpanizationzl o lective upe i
mng (Register 79, No. 9).

-

Zditorial correction fijed {2-2-82 (Register 82, No. 97,

Zditorial correction fijed 8-29-84: eticetive thuueth day thereafier (Re
34.No. 35).

Amendment filed 9~9-83: operative 10-0-18 (Regusier 88. No. 338).
T L -

Amendment of subsection (¢} and (©3(1) filed 1~7-94: operatve 3— {24 (Reg-
ster 94, No. 1),

Amendment of subsecuon (¢ liled S—16-94: eperauve S—16~94 (Rewister 94,
No. 20). -

912.8. Progeny, Clonal, or Provenancs Testing Stocking
Standard Exemption.

Pursuantto PRC 4561.7. the following standards shall apply to e re-
1est for an exemption from the stocking sundards of the Act for proge-
/. clonal. or provenance lestng.

(2) Any THP submitted pursuant to Scction 4561.7 of the Public Re-
urces Code shall inciude the followin sinformatien. in addition 1 othier
quircments of the rules of the Board. -

(1) A specific request for aa exemplion from stocking standards: and

() A deseription of the testing 10 be conducted on the site.

a *exemption from stocking shall beceme cffective upon the Di-

» determinatica tat e timber harvesti gplan is in conformance
» the rules and regulations of the Board,
JTE Authority cited: Secuons <551 and 2561 7. Puble Resouress Cods. Refer-
cz: Sccuons 4561.7 and 453275, Publie Resourees Code.
Histoay
New section filed 1241 1 =i6: zfiecuve Surneth day Qereatter (Repster 3o N

S0). S

—

$+912.9. Cumulative Impacts Assessment Checklist.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
BOARD OF FORESTRY
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS ASSESS MENT

(1) Do e assessment area(s) of resources that may be alfected by the
propused project conlain any past. present. or reasonably foresceable
probable luture projects?

Yes___ No__

Il the answer is yes, identify the project(s) and affecied resource sub-
jeeus).

(2) Are diere any continuing. significant adverse impacts [Tom past
land use activities that may add w the impacts of the proposed project?

Yes No

I the answer is ves, identily the activities and afTected resource sub-
ject(s).

(3) Will the proposed project. as presented. in combination with past.
preseat. and reasonably foresceable probable future projects identified in
items (1) and (2} above. have areasonable potential o cause oradd to sig-
nificant cumulative impacts in any of the following resource subjects?

No reasonably

potental
Yes alter No after significant
mitgation {a) mitgaton (b) effects (¢)
l. Watershed
1. Soil Productivity
3. Biological
4. Recreation
5. Visual
6. Traffic
7. Other

a2} Yes. means that potential significant adverse impacts are left after
application of the forest practice rules and mitgations or alicmatives pro-
posed by the plan submitter.

b) Noafler mitigation means that any potential for the proposed timber
operation to cause significant adverse impacts has been substantially re-
duced or avoided by mitigation measures or altematives proposed in the
THP and applicaticn of the forest pracice rules.

¢) No reasonably potential. significant effects means that the opera-
tions proposed under the THP do not have 2 reasonable potential to join
with the impacts of any other project to cause cumulatve impacts.

() If column (a) is checked in (3)above deseribe why the expected im-
pacts cannot be feasibly mitigated or avoided and what mitigation mea-
sures or alternatives were considered to reach this determination. If col-
umn (b) is checked in (3) above deseribe what mitigation measures have
been selected which wil] substantially reduce oravoid reasonably poten-
tial significant cumulative impacts except for those mitigation measures
or aliematives mandated by application of the rules of the Board of For-
esury. )

(5) Provide a brie description of the assessment area uscd for cachre-
source subject.

(6) Listandbriclly describe the individuals. organizations. and records
censulted in the assessment of cumulative impacts for cach resource sub-
Ject. Records of the information used in the assessment shall be provided
to the Director upon request.

BOARD OF FORESTRY
TECHNICAL RULE ADDENDUM NO. 2
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS ASSESSMENT

[ntroduction

The purpose of this addendum s 1o suide the assessment of cumulative
impacts as required in 14 CCR $98 and 1034 that may oceur as a result
of proposed timber operations. This assessment shall include evaluation
of both on-site and off-site interactions of proposcd project actvitics
with the impacts of past and reasonably foreseeable future projects.

In conducting an assessment the RPF must distin guish between on-
ste mpacts hatare mitizated by application of the Forest Practice Rules
and the mteractons ol proposcd activites (which mavy not be significant




Summit Forestry
Lee Susan

16575 Franklin Road

Fort Bragg, CA 93437

(707) 964-4566

05,/23/97

Charlie [Hiatt
P.O. Box 595
Boonville, CA 93413

Decar Charlic,

Pursuant to item 13a oi the THP which | have prepared for yvou on the Galbreath ranch, I am writing to
explain some of the obiigations a plan submiticr incurs when they harvest timber on their property. Title
14 CCR 1035 is the section of the Forest Practice Act which specifies what a THP plan submitters
responsibilitics are. A copy ol this code section is enclosed tor vour review and reference.

[f you have any questions concerning wiat is required please feel (ree to call me at any time.

Sincercly yours,

e Hse _

Lee Susan
Forester #2127



0332

BARCLAY S CALIFORMA CODE OF REGULATIONS

Title 14

Hinros
henmg and sendment of Section o | g, Suvcien UYL
- cllecuve thnueth day thereatter (Repiate

1034.2. Professional Judgment.

Where the rules or tiese regulations grovice for e CACIaISe Ol prolen-
-aal judgment by the forester (RPF; or the Diredior, tae partios.

Wil

questof cither party shall conler on g slanarca durur 2 e auliad e -
srestinspection provided for by law o reach Qweemneni f possable on
< conditions and standards (0 be nciude
<L Authonty ciled: Sections 4551 and 4352, Public denasors Cule. Reler-
-2z Secuons 4582.7 and SSKLTS. Public Renrers O

i the ol

1038, Plan Submitter Responsitility.

The plan submitier. or successor i micrest, shali:

fa) Ensure hatan RPE conduets anyv acuvities swhen Tequire an M

{b) Provide the RPIY preparing te plis or wmes o with coanglew
i correet informuation regarding pertinest fegai righis . inteiesis .
< respoasibilities for lund. tmber. and wecess o tese 2 Teot the pian-
sz and conduct of timber operations.

() Sign the THP cenifying hnowledze of Gie phu contents and e re-
arements of this section.

(d) Within five (5) working days of chanpr i RPF reyzoas
HP implementation or substitution of wotier RPE.
7 a notice which states the RPF's nanie 2nd re
“ess. and subsequent responsibilities for wiy RPF reguine
nendment preparation. or operation s neceision. Corporations need ot
¢ notification because the RPF of record on each dovumient s die re-
~casible person.

(c) Provide a copy of the approved THY uid Aoy approved operativinal
nendments (o the LTO.

2 plan submitter shall notify tie Zirecior prio o cotunencenent
Jreparation operations. Receipt o a Suming pemnitis suffic
Jace.

R
AL

with the Diree-

cal
OTE: Authority euted: Sections 4551 and <352, Public Resourees Code. Reter-
1c2: Secuons 4582 and 4582.5, Public Rsources Code,

Histcery
Repealerand new section (Hed 9-26-54. . B
<0). For prior history. see Register 88, Ny, |
New subscction (f) filed [2—i=89:

e LU= 2y

craive 2-1-90 (Reganier 89, No. 3o,

1035.1. Registered Professionzal Forestor Rzgponsibiilty.
Upon submission of a THP. t:c Registered Professional Forester

PE) who prepares and signs o plaz oespensibic fo e aceurae vl
pleteness of its conlents. The RPF prepuring e plan shall:

(a) Stale in the THP the work whick wili he perfurmaed by e RP¥ pian
sparer (beyond preparation of the THP and aitending e pre-hasvest
spection if requested by the Directoss. and any acditicnal work require
§an RPF which the plan preparer dees not intendd <o per

¢lude. butis not limited to. field work in identi!

K¢ protection zones or special Ceatiient i eas, SATRIETL ees, or ather
tvities. The RPF is caly responsisie for tie activites set fort in die
zn when emploved for that purpase. or requized by Gie rules of the
Jard. )

(0) In writing, inform the plan submitier(s) of their responsibility pur-
antto Section 1035 of this Article. and the tbertund owner(s) of Uierr
sponsibility for compliance with tie mmquirements of Gie Actand where
‘plicable. Board rules regardin g sile preparation, stocin g, and mainte-
ace of roads. landings. and crosicn coniro; lacilities.

STE: Authority cited: Scctions 4551 and 2552
e S~cuons 4583.2 and 4583.5. Public &
Histexs

seslerand new secton liled Y=20-54 peratne H0=20ms Revinter 89, N
=V For prior fustory. see Registers 85, 50, SURE

fom. This may

Lercounss and

bhie Rescerces Cude. Reler-
5 Code,

Tand TYUNL L

1035.2. Interaction Between 2PFand LTO.

From: the start of the plan preparaion process but helore commenve-

satol aperations. tie responsible {0757 - SUPCTVisEed desanee Taniar
sher e [TV

Son-suiteconditions, shall meet w BN TUperved de

Hnee whowill be on tie ground and directly réspeaisible o the harvest.-
s opentton, The meetng shall be onse requested by either the RPY
ot LTO M any amendiment s neorporaied to the pia by an RPF after the
nrstacetny, the RI2YK shal) comply with tie mtent of tins secton byex
pluamzg refevant changes o e LTO 0 requesicd by cither the RPE or
LTO. anotier on=site meeting shall uke piace.

The ntent of any such meeling is jo assure Gat e 1T0O-

t Isadvised ol any sensitve ou=site conditions fequiring special care
Juning operatons,

(byls advised regarding tie intent and applicable provisions of the ap-
proved plan inciuding amendments,

NOM: Authority cited: Sccuons 4551 and 4552, Public Resourees Code. Reler-
sicer Sections 4581 and 4582, Pubbe Resources Code,

Histoxy
o Repeaier snd new secuon filed U=20~HY: operative | (=26-KY (Register 89, N,

405 Foe prior luswory. see Registers 88 No. 32 and 79, Nu. 44,
$1035.3. Llcensed Timber Operatar Responsibilities.

Lach Licensed Timber Operator shalls

{a) Inform the responsible RPI or plan submitter, cither in writing or
orally. of any site conditions which in the LTO s opirion prevent imple-
meniation of Uie approved plan including amendzieats.

(b) BBe responsible for the work of his or her empioyees and lamiliarize
all eziployees with the intent and dewils of the operational and protection
measures of the plan and amendments that apply lo their work.

(c) Keep a copy of the applicable approved pian and amendments
available for reference at the site of active limber operations.

() Comply with all provisions of the Act. Board mules and regulations.
the applicable approved plan and any approved amendments to the plan.

NOTE: Authority cited: Sections 455 1. 4552 and 4571. Public Resources Code.
Relerence: Secuons 4528.5 and 4571, Public Resources Code.

History
L. New section tiled 9-20-39: operatve [0-26-89 (Remsswer 59, No. 40).

§1035.4. Notification of Commencement of Operations.
Each calendar year, within fificen days before. znd not later than the
dayof the startupof a imber operation. e Timber Harvesting Plan Sub-
mitter. unless the THP identifics another person 3s responsible. shall
notfy CDF of the stant of umber operatens. The notification. by tele-
phone or by mail. shall be directed to the appropriate CDF Ranger Unit
Headguarters. Forest Practice Inspector. or other designated personnel.

NOTE. Authority cited: Seeuons 4551 .4551.5. 4553 and 4604, Public Resources
Cude. Reference: 4551, 4551.5 and 4582, Public Resouices Code.

Hutory
Lo New secton liled 7-25-85: operative 5=27-88 {Regisier S8, No. 32,

§$ 1086. Deviations.

(&) "Minor deviations™ means any change. minor i scope. in a plan
which can reasonably be presumed not to make a significant change in
the conduct of timber operations and which can rezsonably be expected
nottesignificantly adversely alfeet timberdand productivity or values re-
lating w soil. water quality, watershed. wildlife. fisheries. range and for-
age. recrealon. and aesthetic en joyment.

(b} All other changes are presumed 1o be substantial deviations be-
cause they could significantly affect the conduct of timber operations and
potestially could have a significant adverse afTeet on imber productivity
or vitues relating W soil. water quality, watershed, wildlife. fisheries,
ranxe and forage. reereation. and aesthetic enjoyment. Such actions in-
zlude. but are not limited to: '

(11 Change in location of Umber harvesting operations or ealargement
of Uiz area 1o be cut.

(2) Change in the silviculwral method and cutung sysien on any por-
Gon of the play area,

L3 Change i type or location of foegmy (vardig) syslem or basie
Uy of equipment.

i~y Change in location. nature or increase i fen izt of proposed log-
g roads meorporating one of more of the following eriteria:

.

PR ARy road mthe Stream Protectiog Zone or w, ddecast will ey

wto the Stream Motedtion Zone




NOTICE OF INTENT TO HARVEST TIMBER Pea 8
YA,

A timber Harvesting Plan or an amendment 10 an existing plan that may be of interest to you has been submitted to the
California Department of Forestry & Fire Protection. The Department will be reviewing the proposed timber operation for

compliance with'various laws and rules. This review requires the addressing of any concerns you may have with what is being
proposed. The following briefly describes the proposed operation and where and how to get more information.

The review times given to the Department to review the proposed timber operation are variable in length. but limited. To ensure
the Department receives vour comments please read the following.

efz) ./-’m .

The earliest possible date the Department may approve the plan or amendment is:

NOTE:. THIS DATE IS PROBABLY NOT THE ACTUAL APPROVAL DATE AND CLOSE OF PUBLIC
COMMENT. Normally a much longer period of time is available for preparation of comments. Please
check with the Department, prior to the above listed date. 10 determine the date the actual public comment
period closes.

. 1 /
The plan or amendment was submitted to the Department on: 5/ 5 / /7 7
Questions about the proposed timber operations or laws and rules governing timber operations should be directed to:

California Departmeant of Forestry & Fire Protection
Forest Practice Program
135 Ridgeway Avenue (PO Box 670)
Santa Rosa. CA 95402
(707) 576-2275

The public may review the plan or amendment at the above Department office or purchase a copy of the plan or amendment.
The cost to obtain a copy is 12.5 cents for each page. $2.50 minimum per request. (To be completed by the Department upon

Receipt. The cost to obtain a copy of the plan or amendment is: .
+

Information about the plan or amendment follows:
1. Timber land owner where the timber operation is to occur:_Ered Galbreath

2. Registered Professional Forester who prepared the plan or amendment: _ Lee Susan RPF#2127

3. Nameof the individual who submitted the plan or amendment:___ Charlie Hiatt

4 Location of the proposed timber operation (county, legal description, approximate location & approximate distance of the
timber operation from the nearest community or well-known landmark):

Portion of Section 25. T12N. R13W. & Sections 30 & 31. TI2N R12 W. MDB&M. Mendocino Countv.
The plan area is approximatelv 4.5 miles south of Yoriville

5. The name and distance from the nearest perennial stream and major watercourse flowing through or downstream from the
timber operation:

Rancheria Creek is adiacent to the plan area.

6. Acres proposed to be harvested: 104

7. The regeneration methods and/or intermediate treatments to be used:

Clear-cut. seed tree seed step. seed tree removal, and Selection.

8. Is thers a known overhead power line, except lines ffom transformers or service panels , within the plan area?
Yes____ no XX.

A map is attached to help in locating where the proposed timber operation is to occur.

FOR DEPARTMENT USE ONLY
TIMBER HARVESTING PLAN NO. ___ DATE OF RECEIPT

Januarv 1. 1996 (Coast)

W0

,.
e
P



MAP TO ACCOMPANY T e el

TIMBER HARVESTING PLAN

Galbreath Ranch

1997

TIZN

North

LEGEND:
Plan Area Boundary oo @

Existing Seasonal Truck Rouds == — ——= — =— —
Scasonal Road New Construction 1 = 1
Permanent Appurtenant Road e e = e e w— —
Watercourses:

Class 1 - - -

Class 2 . -

Class 3 = e e e e e e - —_

Map Seale is 1" = 1000

Permanent Culvert Installations:

Cl=24", C2=18",C3=24"
Springs .....S1, S2. S3
Special Road Reconstruction Point ...R1
Temporary Watercourse Crossings ...T and TA
Defined Skidding Pattern ....... R
WLPZ Skid Trail ....W1 and W3
WLPZ Road Segment ... W2




ADJACENT OWNER INFORMATION IN MAILING LABEL FORMAT

Bridges, Floyed T % et al c/o Carl Moerdyke Lawson, William TTEE

PO Box 449 PO Box 235

Palo Alto, CA 94302 Yorkville, CA 95494

Bickell, Thomas E. Foppiano, Louis & Della TTEES et all
32320 Obayley DR. P.O. Box 606

Fort Bragg, CA 95437 Healdsburg, CA 95448

207

()



“ PROCE OF PUBL ATION This spaceis: e County Clerk's Filing Stamp

7;/ (20155 C.C.P)

7 STATE OF CALIFORNIA SN A
SOUNTY OF MENDOCINO T

I'am a citizan of the United Statas and a resident of the

County aforesaid; | am over the age of eighteen years, and

naot a party to or interestad in the above- entitled matter. | . Proof of Publication of:

am the principal clerk of the printer of the Ukiah Daily PUBUC NOTICE

Journal, a newspaper of general circulation, printad and

published daily éxcept Saturday in the City of Ukiah,

County of Mendocine and which newspaper has been —

adjudged a nNewspaper of general circulation by the PUBLIC NOTICE "

Superior Court of the County of Mendocino, Stats of 550-97 7_27/9;3
A timber harvest plan is :

California, under the date of September 22, 1952, Case being prepared on private

property which is located
in the Rancheria Creek

Number 9287; that the notice, of which the annexead isa Drainage. The legal de-
. ) scription for the area

printed copy (set in type not smaller than non-pareil), has where timber harvest s to..
. off:cusr is as follows: portion
: ; P ; ] ection 25, T12N,

been published in each regular and entira issua of said R13W, and Sections 30 2
31, T12N.R12W, MDBM.

newspaper and not in any supplement thereof on the Information is being re-:r

Quested concerning the

. . presence of domestic wa-7
following dates, to wit: tar supplies which use this

- ’ watarcourse as thair
sourca. Pleasef provide
any pertinent in; ormation?%
JULY 27 within 10 days from the |
date of this pubiication to: :
Summit Forestry, “18575 _
Frankiin Road, Fort Bragg,
CA 95437, ’ _ i

all in the year 1997,

| certify (or declare) under, penalty of perjury that the

foregoing is true and correct.

Dated at Ukiah, California, this A 7 day of
Qe L, , 1997,
J J

/oy 4 %%’1//%#

Legal Clerk V

PROOF OF PUBLICATION
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Summit Forestry RS

I -
FoG § 5407

b OV |

M
i

16575 Franklin Road
Fort Bragg, CA 95437
(707) 964-4566

~ July 16, 1997

Lawson, William TTEE
PO Box 235 -
Yorkville, CA 95494

Dear Neighbor,

A timber harvest plan is being prepared on private property which is located in the
Rancheria creek drainage. Iam requesting information concerning domestic water
supplies which use this stream as their source. If you know of any such domestic
water supplies please contact me within 10 days of the date on which this letter
was postmarked. The legal description for the area where timber harvest is td
occur is as follows: portion of Section 25, T12N, R13W, and Sections 30 & 31,
T12N, R12W, M.D.B.M. A preliminary map of the proposed harvest area is
enclosed for your reference. This notice is being sent to you because you are listed
as a landowner within 1000' downstream or down slope from the proposed harvest
area. Thank you for your cooperation.

Sincerely yours,
&m‘w %A@

Curtis Tyler
Forester
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