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TIMBER OWNER(S) OF RECORD: Name Mr. Freq Galbreath

Addres  PQ Box 188
s

City Kemfield , /7 > State CA Zip 04904  Phone  707-394-5676
Signature WW/\/& pate Lz, Zr JGFE
7

NOTE: The timber owner is responsibie for payment of a yield tax. Timber Yield Tax information may be obtained at the Timber
Tax Division, State Board of Equaiization, P.0. Box 942873, Sacramento, Califarnia 94279-0001.
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s /
City Boomnville-”/ ,*  _— T State Ca Zip 95415 Phone  707-305-2403
Signature s /”:// e \ — Date - 7. -H 2
PLAN SUBMITTER(S): Name  Same as £ 3 Above
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City - State.” Zip Phone

If subsnitter is not 1. 2, or 3 above heishe must sign below and provide explanation of authority.
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5. a) If LTO is not present on-site, ust person to contact on-site who is responsibie for the conduct of the operation and
represents the interests of the LTO.

Name Will be amended into the plan later if it is someone other than Charles Hiatt

Address
City ‘ State Zip Phone

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

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

The Timber Operator

8. a) Expected commencement date of timber operations:
[X] date of conformance, or [ ] (date)
b} Expected date of compietion of timber operations:

[X] 3 years from date of conformance, or [ ] (date)

7. The timber operations will occur within the:
[X] COAST FOREST DISTRICT , [ 1 The Tahce Regionai Planning Authority Jurisdiction
{ ] Southern Subdistrict of the Coast F. D. [ 1 A county with Speciai Regulations, identify:
[ ] SOUTHERN FOREST DISTRICT [ ] Special Treatment Area(s), identify:
[ ] High use subdistrict of the Socuthern F. D,

[ ] NORTHERN FOREST DISTRICT [ ] Cther
8. Location of the timber operation by legal description:
Base and Meridian: - [ x ] Mount Diabie [ ]Humboidt { ] San Bernardino
Secticn Township Range Acreage County Assessors Parcel Number*
~T12N RISW -7 Mendocino

HTTE

TOTAL ACREAGE __ 7 {Logging Area Only) * Optional
Planning Watershed(s) (Optional) _113. 50013 Mapie Creek & 113.50012 Adams Creek

9. [ IYes [X] No Has a timberiand conversion permit been submitted? If yes, list expected approval date or permit
numbper and expiration date if aiready approved:
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10. [ lYes[X]No s there an approved Sustained Yield Plan for this property? ; Date app.

- Number
[ JYes I No Has a Sustained Yieid Plan been sﬁbm itted but not approved? ; Date sub.
Number
M. [ JYes[X]No Isthere a THP or NTMP on file with CODF for any portion of the pian area for which a report of

satisfactory stocking has not been issued by CDF?
" If yes identify the THP or NTMP number(s):

12. [ IYes {X] No Is a Notice of Intent necessary for this THP?
[ IYes [X] No if yes was the Notice of Intent posted as required by 14 CCR 1032.7 (g)?

13. RPF preparing the THP: Kenneth Wood - RPF Number #920
Name : .
Address 1021 Lake Mendocino Drive
City  Ukizh State CA  Zip 95482 Phone (707) 462-4142
a) [XIYes [ 1No | have notified the plan submitter(s). in writing, of their responsibilities pursuant to Title 14 CCR

1035 of the Forest Practice Ruies.

(XIYes [ ]No I have notified the timber owner and the timberiand owner of their responsibilities for compiiance
with the Forest Practice Act and ruie. specifically the stocking requirements of the rules and the
maintenance of erosion control structures of the ruies.

b} [XI¥es {] No | will provide the timber operator with a copy of the portions of the approved THP as listed in 14 CCR
1035(e). If “no”, who will provide the LTO a copy of the approved THP?

| or my supervised designee wiil meet with the LTO prior to commencament of operations to advise
‘of sensitive conditions and provisions of the pian pursuant to Title 14 CCR 1035.2.

c) I have the following authority and responsibiiities for preparation or administration of the THP and timber operation
{Include both work compieted and work remaining tc be done):
*i¥ personal responsibility is limited to activites necessary to obtain approval of the timber harvest plan. which
includes developing the silviculmure prescriptions, performing and/or supervising warercourse ciassification. sampie
“mber marking, and flagging as required by the forest practce rules. I will respond to the review team
“zcommendations and attend the preharvest Inspection. ’

d) Additional required work requiring an RPF which | do not have the authority or méonsibility to perform:

[ do not have responsibility for the survey of property boundaries. Property boundaries indicared on maps are as
represented by the timber operator / plan submitter. I do not have direct responsibility for conducting timber
operations, nor do I have direct responsibility for supervising timber operations.

e} After considering the rules of the Board of Forestry and the mitigation measures, | have determined that the timber
opersation:

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

(X1 will nat have a significant adverse impact on the environment.
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Registered Professional Forester: | certify that |, or my supervised designee, personally inspected the THP area, and
the pian compiies with the Forest Practice Act, the Forest Practice Rules and the Professional Foresters Law. [f this
is a Modified THP, | also, certify that: 1) the conditicns or facts stated in 14 CCR 1051 (a) (1) - (16) exist on the THP
area at the time of submission, preparation, mitigation, and analysis of the THP and no identified potential significant
effects remain undisclosed; and 2) |, or my supervised designee will meet with the LTO at the THP site, before timber
operations commence, to review and discuss the contents and impiementation of the Modified THP.

Signature: //Lgymcht / _2%\(1 - Date /// ’417/' / 7"?
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SECTION Il - PLAN OF TIMBER OPERATIONS

NOTE: If a provision of this THP is proposed that is different from the standard rule, the expianation and justification
required must be inciuded in Section |l of the THP.

a. Check the Silvicuiturai methods or treatments aillowed by the rules that are to be appiied under this THP. Specify
the option chosen to demonstrate Maximum Sustained Preduction (MSP) according to 14 CCR 913.11 (833.11,
353.11).

if more than one methed or treatment wiil be used show toundaries on map and list approximate acreage for each.

[X] Clearcutting 7 ac. [ ] Sheiterwood Prep. Step ac. [ ] Seed Tree Seed Step ac.
[ ] Sheitervood Seed Step ac. [ ] Seed Tree Removai Step ac.
[ ] Sheiterwocod Removal Step ac.

[ ] Setection ac. [ ] Group Selection ac. . [ ]}Transition ac.
[ ] Cocmmercial Thinning ac. [ ] Sanitation Saivage ' ac.
[ ] Special Treatment Area ac. [ ] Rehab. Of Understccked ac. [ ] Fueibreak . ac.
Area
[ ] Aiternative ac. { ] Conversion ac. [ ] Non-Timberiand ac.
Area

Totai 7 ac. (Explain if total is different from that listed in 8.) MSP Option Chosen (a)[] (B)[ ] (¢} [x]
acreage

The siznd age is at least 65 yezrs old

b. If Selection, Group Selecticn, Commercial Thinning, Sanitation Salvage or Aiternative methods are selected the
post harvest stocking levels (differentiated by site if applicable) must be-stated. Note mapping requirements of 1034
(x) (12).

c. [1Yes [X] No Will evenage regeneration step units be larger than those specified in the rules (20 acre tracior.
30 acre cable)? If yes, provide substantial evidence that the THP contains measures to accomplish any of
subsections (A) - (E) of 14 CCR 913 (233, 9583).1(a) (2) in Section ill of the THP. List below any instructions io the -
LTQ necessary to meet (A) - (E) not found elsewhere in the THP. These units must te designated on map and listed
by size.

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

Specify how the trees will be marked.
A small sample mark of the trees to de harvested wiil be done before the pre-harvest.
Trees to be harvested shall be marked with flagging at breast heighr and a spot at the base of the stump.
The owner lives on the property and does not wanrt to put raint on the trees above the stump.
Twe trees cn the top of the plan arsa are tagged with yeilew NC CUT wildlife tags.

[ 1Yes [X]No Is awaiver of marking by the RPF requirement requestad? [f yes, how will LTO determine which
irees will be harvested or retained? [f yes and more than one silvicuiture methcd. or Group Selection is to te used.
hcw will LTO determine boundaries of different methods cr groups?

All o1 the comifer Area is one sivicuiture. ( See Map=12)

e. Fcrest Products to be Harvested:  Sawlogs. fuelwood logs. sulpwood logs and firewood.
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UNIT,FG,WwQ
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17. Erosion Hazard Rating: Indicate Erosion Hazard Ratings present on THP. (Must match EHR worksheets)
Low T[] 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).

Please see Map #5: Soils & EHR

- 18. Soil Stabilization:

In addition to the standard waterbreak requirements describe soil stabilization measures or additionai erosion control
measures fo be implemented and the !oca'non of their application. See requirements of 316 (936, 956).7.

General Road Use Restrictions: Activities on any roadway within the THP area shall be limited to dry,
rainless periods when soils are not saturated or until such time thar vehicle passage does not create
depressmns on the road surface that channe] water or noticeably deform the road prism. To minimize
erosion at the ends of tractor roads, the LTO shall drain tractor roads so that the end is free-draining into
vegetative cover.

Specific Provisions to Prevent Impacts to Coho Habitar:

From April 1% until May 1% erosion control facilities shall be installed on all constructed skid trails, tractor
roads, and logging roads prior to the end of the day if the U.S. Weather Service forecast is a “chance”
(30% or more) of rain for the next day, and prior to weekend or other shutdown penods The LTO shall
be responsible for obtaining the forecast information.

From May 1% until June 15® erosion control facilities shall be installed on all skid trails, landings, if the
foref‘ast is for significant rainfall. For this time period significant rainfall shall be defined as 0.5 inches in
a 2+ hour period. The LTO shall be responsibie for obtaining the forecast information.

From June 16™ until September 15% erosion control facilities shall be installed on all skid trails, landings.
if <he forecast is for significant rainfall. For this time period significant rainfall shall be defined as 1.0
inches in a 24 hour period. The LTO shall be responsible for obtaining the forecast information.

From September 16® until October 15% erosion control facilities shall be installed on all skid trails,
landings. if the forecast is for significant rainfall. For this time period significant rainfall shall be defined
as 0.5 inches in a 24 hour period. The LTO shall be responsible for obtaining the forecast information.
LTO may check the National Weather Service information on the Internet.
Chail -

From Ocrober 16" until November 15% erosion control facilities shall be installed on all skid trails,
tractor roads. and logging roads prior to the end of the day if the U.S. Weather Service forecast is a

“chance™ (30% or more) of rain for the next day, and prior to weekend or other shutdown periods. All
erosion control facilities shail be installed concurrent with operations, and temporary Crossings not
covered by a 1606 agreement removed prior to this period. The LTO shall be 1 responsible for obraining
the forecast information. LTO Shall check the National Weather Service informarion on the Internet.




f. {]1Yes [X]No Aregroup B species proposed for management?
[]1Yes [X] No Aregroup B cr non-indigenous A species to be used to meet stocking standards?
[IYes [X]Ne Will group B species need to be reduced to maintain reiative site occupancy of A species?
If any answer is yes, list the species, describe treatment, and provide the LTO with necessary felling

guidance.

g. Other instructions to LTO concerning felling operations.

During falling operations on the pian area, timber fallers shall fall trees away from existing regeneration and
towards hardwood thickets where possible. Trees with nests in them shall not be harvested or knocked

down.

h. [x] Yes [ 1No Will artificiai regeneration be required to meet stocking standards?

Sesitem # 14 in Secton I

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

J. i the rehabiiitation method is chosen provide a regeneration pian as required by 14 CCR 913(934, 354).4(b).

PESTS

15. a. [x]Yes [ ] No Is this THP within an area that the Board of Forestry has deciared a zone of infestation or infection
pursuant to PRC 471247187 If yes identify feasibie measures being taken to mitigate adverse infestation or infection

impacts from the timber operation. See 917(937, 957).9a).

The plan area is located within the Coastal Pitch Canker Zone of Infestation. The majority of the timber on the
olan areais Dougias-fir. At present there are no observed trees within the plan area that show the symptoms of
oirch canker disease. Since there appears to be no infected trees within the plan area, no mitigation measures
siall be necessary 1o control the spread of Coastal Pitch Canker.

b. [ ]Yes [x] No If cutside a deciared zone, are there any insect, disease or pest problems of significance in the THP
area? |f yes, describe the proposed measures to improve the heaith, vigor and productivity of the stand(s).

HARVESTING 2RACTICES

16.  Indicate type of yarding systems and equipment to be used:

GROUND BASED" CABLE SPECIAL
a) [X] Tractor, including endflong lining  d) [ ] Cable, ground lead g) [ ] Animai
b) [X] Rubber tired skidder, Forwarder e} [ ] Cable, high lead h) [ ] Helicopter
c) [X] Feiler buncher f) [ ] Cable, Skyline i} [ ] Other:

* Al tractor operations restrictions apply to ground based equipment.

-



Sidecast or fill material extending more than 20 feer in siope distance from the outside edge of roadbeds or
landings thar have access to a WLPZ shall be grass seeded ar a rate of 25 Ibs./acre, and mulched with straw or
slash to a depth of 2 dry inches and $0% coverage at time of application. This treatment shall be completed at
the conclusion of harvest operations but no later than October 15® of the year they are utilized.

Where mineral soil has been exposed by timber operations on approaches to warercourse crossings of Class IIT
“aters, if an ELZ is required. the disturbed area shail be stabilized to the extent necessary to prevent the
d:scharge of soil into watercourses in amounts deleterious to the quality and beneficial uses of warer.

Aay roadway segments within the THP area where road runnmg surface wetness exists that cannot be drained
'Cy culvert, small PVC drain, “French drain”, or sub-drain) shall be stabilized with comperent rock or geotextile
‘abric to mitigare potential transport of sediment into adjacent watercourses.

“Vhile still allowing for truck passage. oursioping of roadways, removing berms, constructng rolling dips, and

>pening and maintzining drainage ditches shall take place at the same roads are opened for harvest operarions.

vwhen feasible the LTO shall construct erosion controis immediately after completion of using a particular ractor
">ad and/or tractor road system. '

I drafting from Class I warercourses for dust abarement occurs, the rate of drafting shall be reduced or cease as
eCessary to assure that no visible drop in the warer surface occurs downstream of the intake and/cr diversion
»oint. To protecr fish during drafting operations. should dratting occur, the intake for drafting shall be screened
*v a2 3/32 inch screenrand flow 1o the inrake shall not excaed 0 3 fesr per second.

. [ JYes [X] No Aretracter or skidder constructed layouts to be used? If yes. specify the location and extant of usa:

Q. [ IYes [X] No Will ground based equipment be used within the area(s) designated for catle 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) [ 17es XINo Unstabie soiis or slice areas? Qnly ailowed if unavoidatie.

) [ IYes [X]No Sicpes aver 55%7

<} { ]Yes [X] No Sioces over 50% with high or extreme ZHR? .

d) [ 1Yes [X]No Slopes between 50% and 65% with moderate ENR where heavy equipment use wiil ncr ta
restricted to the limits described in 14 CCR 914 (934, 854).2(8(2)(1) or (ii)?

e} [ 1Y2s X]Nec Slopes over 50% which lead without flattening to a Class | or Class il watarcoursa or

lake?
If a. is yes provice site scecific measures to minimize effect of operations on slope stability and provide expianation
and justification as required per 14 CCR 914 (934. 954).2(d). CDF requests the RPF cconsider flagging tractor road
locations if a) is yes. Ifb..c..d. ore. is yes: 1) the location of tractor roads must be flagged on the ground pricr to
the PHI or start of operations if 3 PHI is not required, and 2} you must clearly expiain the proposed excegtion and
justify why the standard  rule is not feasible or would not comply with 914(934, 354).
The location of heavy equipment operation on unstabie areas or any use beyond the limitations of the standard rules

must be shown on the map. List specific instructions to the LTO below. (b)
There are some steep slopes over 65 % in the North part of this plan. The areas where tractor operarions
are restricted under Irems # 21 b) ¢} d} & o) will be Hagged. and tractors will nort skid in these areas.
These areas will be harvested by pulling line from the permanent road on the east. or from a skid trail on
the ridge on the west side of the T acre plar Harvest boundary
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the ridge on the west side of the 7 acre plan Harvest boundary. >R
CCAST AREA OFFICS
AESCURCE MANAGEMENMT

22. [ ]Yes [X] No Are any aiternative practices to the standard harvesting or erosion controi rules proposed for this
plan? It yes, provide all the information as required by 14 CCR 914 (934, 954).9 in Section . List

specific instructions to the LTO below.
WINTER OPERATICNS

23. a. [X]Yes [ ]No Will timber operations occur during the winter pericd? If yes, complete ¢) or d). State in space
provided if exempt because yarding method will be cablie, helicopter, or bailcon.
b. [ JYes [X] No Will mechanicai site preparation be conducted during the winter period. If yes, compiete d).
¢. [X] Ichoose the in-lieu option as ailowed in 14 CCR 914 (934, 954).7(c). Specify beiow the
procedures listed in subsections (1) and (2), and list the site specific measures for operations in
the WLPZ and unstable areas as required by subsection (3), if there will be nc winter cperations

in these areas, so state.
{ Seeltem #23 in Section I }

d. [ ] |choose to prepare a winter operating plan per 14 CCR 914 (934, 954).7(b).

NOTE: All water breaks and rolling dips must be instailed by October 15 or as prescribed above. For the purposes
of installing drainage faciiities and structures, waterbreaks, and roiling dips, the winter period is from Qctober 15 to

May 1.
RCADS AND LANDINGS

24.  Wili any roads be constructed? [ [Yes [X] No, or reconstructed? [ JYes [X] No If yes, check items a through g.
Will any landings be constructed? [ JYes [X] No, or reconstructed? If yes, check items h through k:

a. [ IYes [ ] No Will new or reconstructed roads be wider than single lane with turnouts?

b. [ Ives[ ] No Are logging roads proposed in areas of unstabie scils or known slide-prone areas?

c. [ ]Yes [ ] No Wiil new roads exceed a grade of 15% or have pitches of 20% for distance greater -
than 500 feet? Map must identify any new or reconstructed road segments that exceed an
average 15% grade for over 200 feet.

d. [ IYes[ ] No Are roads to be constructed or reconstructed, other than crossings, within the WLPZ of
a watercourse? If yes, compietion of THP item 27a. will satisfy required documentation.

e [ IYes[ ] No  Will roads be located across more than 100 feet of lineal distanca on slopes over 65%, or on
siopes over 50% which are within 100 feet of the boundary of 3 WLPZ?

f. [ IYes [X] No Wil any roads or watercourse crossings be abandoned?

g. { JYes[ ] No Are exceptions proposed for flagging or ctherwise identifying the location of roads to be
constructed?

h. [ IYes [X] No? Will any landings exceed one haif acre in size? If any landing exceeds one quarter écre in
size or requires substantial excavation the location must be shown on the map.

R [ JYes[ ] No? Are any landing proposed in areas of unstable soils or known siide prone areas?

Je [ IYes [ ] No? Will any landings be located on siopes over 65% or on slopes over 50% which are within 100
feet of the boundary of 3 WLPZ?

k. [ ]JYes [X] No? Will any landings be abandoned?

25. if any section in item 24 is answered yes, specify site-specific measures to reduce adverse impacts and
listany additional or speciai information concerning the construction, maintenance and/or abandonment of roadsor
landings as required by 14 CCR Article 12. Inciude required expianation and justification in THP Section IIl.
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23. WINTER OPERATIONS
(1) Tractor yarding or the use of tractors for constructing layvouts. firebreaks or other tractor roads shai] be done
only during dry. rainless periods where soils are not saturated. :

(2) Erosion control structures shail be instailed on all constructed skid traiis and tractor roads prior 1o the end of
the day if the U.S. Weather Service forecast is a “chance™ (30% or more) of rain before the next day, and
prior to weekend or other shurdown periods.

(3) There are no unstable areas. or WLPZ °s in the pian. or near the plan area that need winter operation
measures.

(4) There is a permanent rocked road form the State Highway through the plan area. ( See Map #3)

19.01




WATERCOURSE AND LAKE PROTECTION ZONE (WLPZ) AND DOMESTIC WATER SUPPLY PROTECTION MEASURES

Are there any watercourse or lakes which contain Class | through |V waters on or adjacent to the
plan area? If yes, list the class, WLPZ width, and protective measures determined from Tabie !
and/or 14 CCR 916.4 (c) [936.4 (c), 956.4 (c}] of the WLPZ rules for each watercourse.

b. [ ]JYes [X] No Arethere any watercourse crossings that require mapping per 14 CCR 1034 (x)(7)?

¢c. [ JYes [X]No Will tractor road watercourse crossings invcive the use of a culvert? If yes state minimum
diameter for each cuivert {may be shown on map).

26. a. [XlYes[ ] No

Watercourses on the plan area are shown on Map #4. The centeriines of Class III watercourses on the plan area
have been flagged with blue flagging to guide the LTO.

Specific Protection Measures by Watercourses (See Map #4): ELZ zone widths are based on watercourse
classification and side slope adjacent to the watercourse as determined from Table I (14 CCR $36.4.) Protective
measures are determined from said table with additional measures added to mirigate the potential effects of
timber harvesting on Coho salmon habitat.

Classification Zone Type Side Slope Width (feet) Protective Measure
I No-—- | Class I Watercourses—--
o No — | Class O Watercourses—--
I E1Z 0-29% 25 See Below
m E1LZ 30% or 50 See Below
greater

Class ITI E1.Zs - All Class IIT watercourses on the plan area will have a 25-foot equipment limitation zone
(ELZ) observed where sideslope steepness is less than 30% and a 50-foot ELZ observed where sidesiope
steepness is 30% or greater. No hardwoods shall be harvested from within the Class IIT ELZ. Tractor use in the
ELZ within 25 feet of the watercourse shall be limited to existing logging road crossings and tractor road
crossings. All skid trail use within the ELZ shall be flagged prior to the start of operations by the RPF or the
RPF’s supervised designee. Skid trails and crossings shall be selected to minimize the chance of sediment yield
and channel! disturbance. Soil deposited into Class IIT watercourses during timber operations, other than at
temporary crossings, shall be removed and debris deposited during timber operations shall be removed or
stabilized berore the conclusion of timber operations or before October 15. All tractor crossings are temporary
and watercourses shall be re-channeled with the approaches sloped to prevent back cutting of the stream bank
upon the completion of operations and before October 15 of the operating season. All Class III skid crossings
shall be grass seeded ar a rate of 25 Ibs/acre, and mulched with straw, slash or other suitable material to a depth
of 2 dry inches and 90% coverage at time of application. This treatment shall be completed prior to October 15
of the operating season. Temporary crossings may remain in place after October 15 if extended by DF&G in a

written 1606 agreement.
The existing skid trail crossing at point 1 on the watercourse map # 4 will be dipped out when operations are
completed. Water is running down the skid trail and has downcur at some locations, this part of the trail will not
be used. Waterbreaks in the skid trail at this location will be used to keep the overland flow of water in a
watercourse {ocation that will not downcut. There will only be a crossing of the ELZ and not operations in the
ELZ of this class III watercourse. :
| \\
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27.

28.

Are site specific practices proposed in-lieu of the foilowing standard WLPZ practices?

a. [ ]JYes [X] No

b. [ JYes [x] No
c. [ JYes [x] No

d. [ JYes [x] No

e. [ JYes [x] No

Prohibition of the construction or reconstruction of roads, construction or use of tractor roads or
landings in Class |, If, I}, or IV watercourses, WLPZs, marshes, wet meadows, and other wet areas
except as follows: '

(1) At prepared tractor road crossings.

(2) Crossings of Class lll watercourses which are dry at time of timber operations.
(3) At existing road crossings. '

{4) At new tractor and road crossings approved by Department of Fish and Game.

Retention of noncommercial vegetation bordering and covering meadows and wet areas?

Directional felling of trees within the WLPZ away from the watercourse or lake?
Increase or decrease of width(s) of the WLPZ(s)?

Protection of watercourses which conduct ciass [V waters?

f. [ ]Yes [X] No Exclusion of heavy equipment from the WLPZ except as follows:

g. [ IYes [x] No
h. [ IYes [x] ;\lo
i. [ IYes[x] No‘

Jo [ ITYes [x] No

(1) At prepared tractor road crossings.

{(2) Crossings of Class Ill watercourses which are dry at time of timber operations.
(3) At existing road crossings.

(4) At new tractor and road crossings approved by Department of Fish and Game.

Establishment of ELZ for Class !l watercourses unless sidesiopes are <30% and EHR is low?
Retention of 50% of the overstory canopy in the WLPZ?

Retention of 50% of the understory in the WLPZ?

Are any additional in-lieu or any afternative practices proposed for watercourse or iake protection?

NOTE: A yes answer to any of items a. through j. constitutes an in-lieu practice. If any
item is answered yes, refer to 14 CCR 916 (936, 958).1 and address the following for each item
checked yes: 1. The RPF shail state the standard rule, 2. Expiain and describe each proposed
practice; 3. Explain how the proposed practice differs from the standard practice: 4. The specific
location where is shall be appiied, see map requirements of 14 CCR 1034 (x)(15) and (16); 5.
Provide in THP Section Ill exptanation and justification as to how the protection provided is equal
tc the standard rule and provides for the protection of the beneficial uses of water per 14 CCR 818
(936, 956).1(a). Reference the indieu and location to the specific watercourse to which it wiil be
applied.

a. [ ]JYes[X] No Are there any landowners within 1000 feet downstream of the THP boundary whose ownership

b. [ JYes[ INo

c. [ IYes [x] No

adjoins or includes a class |, !l, or IV watercourse(s) which receives surface drainage from the
proposed timber operations? If yes, the requirements of 14 CCR 1032.10 apply. Proof of notice
by letter and newspaper shouid be inciuded in THP Section V. If No, 28b. need not be answered.

Is an exemption requested of the nctification requirements of 1032.107? If yes, explanation and
justification for the exemption must appear in THP Section IIl. Specify if requesting an exemption
from the letter, the newspaper notice or both.

Was any information received on domestic water supplies that required additionai mitigation
beyond that required by standard Watercourse and Lake Protection rules? if yes. list site specific
measures to be impiemented by the LTO.

12




29. [ ]Yes [X] No Is any 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 cr mitigation that will be
used to protect the resources identified at risk?

HAZARD REDUCTION

30. a. [ ]Yes[x]No Are there roads or improvements which require siash treatment adjacent to them? If yes, specify
the type of improvement, treatment distance, and treatment methed.

b. [ ]Yes [x] No Are any aiternatives to the rules for siash treatment aiong roads and within 200 feet of structures
requested? If yes, RFF must expiain and justify how aiternative provides equali fire protection.
Inciude a description of the alternative and where it wiil be utilized below.

31, [ ]Yes [X] No Will piling and burning te used for hazard reduction? See 14 CCR 917 (937, 957).1-11 for specific
requirements. Note: LTO is responsibie for siash dispesal. This responsibility cannct be
transferred.

EIOLOGICAL AND CULTURAL RESQURCES

22 a. [xjYes[ 1 No Are any piant cr animal species. inciuding their habitat. which are listad as rare, threatened
or endangered under federal cr state law, or sensitive species by the Board, asscciated with
. the THP area? If yes, identify the species and provisions to be taken for the protection of the
species.

2 ald Ea
Salmon restrictions zader Item 18 above. If any threatened. rare. endangered species or species of special
concem. inciuding xav habitat areas, are discovered during operations. operations will be halted in the vicinity of
the sighting. and the Department of Fish & Game and California Department of Forestry & Fire Protection will
te conracted 1o derarmine the appropriate protective measures.

Ea g.e information and Northern Spotted Owl Dara Base Inquiry in THP section V., and Coho

b. [ JYes[x] No Arethere any non-listed species which will te significantly impacted by the operation? If yes,
identify the scecies and the provisions to te taken for the protections of the species.

23. [ IYes [X]Nc¢ Are<here any snags which must be feiled for fire protection cr safety reasons? If yes, describe
which snags are going o be felled and why. .

1 snags wiil be rezzined except as required in 14 CCR 939.1(b). where federal and state satery laws and
raguiations require = felling of snags.

24, [ IYes [XI Nc¢  Are any Late Succassion Ferest Stands proposed for harvest? If yes, describe the measures to be
impiemented by the LTO that avcid leng-term significant adverse effects on fish, wildlifa and listad
species known to be primarily associated with Iate succession forests.

33. [ {Yes [X] No Are any other provisions for wildlife protection required by the rules? If yes. describe.
Additional Information Concerning THP Item 32. ’3



36. 3. [x]Yes[ ]No Hasan archaeologicai survey been made of the THP area?

b. [x]Yes[ ] No Hasan archaeoiogicai records check been conducted for the THP area?

c. [ ]Yes [x] No Are there any archaeologicai or histericai sites located in the THP area?
Specific site locations and protection measures are contained in the
Confidentiai Archaeoiogicai Addendum in Section VI of the THP, which is
not available for generai public review.

37. [ JYes[X]Ne Hasany inventory or growth and yield informaticn designated “trade secret” been
submitted in a separate confidentiai enveiope in Section VI of this THP?

3s. Describe any special instructions or constraints which are not listed eisewhere in Section 11

DIRECTOR OF FORESTRY AND FIRE PROTECTION

This Timber Harvesting Plan conforms to the/ rutes and regulations of the Board of Forestry and with the Forest Practice

Act.
/"t"/‘/ ’ .////
By: e . Tl
( Sigriature ) : f\ (Date)” ~“
. Y - o) —
‘ O AT L L maein

( Printed Name )
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GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF PLAN AREA

PROJECT LOCATION

The proposed Timber Harvesting Plan (THP) is located approximately nine miles South East of
Boonville, Califormia. The legal description of the plan area is portions of section 14, TIZN RI3W
MDB&M. ’

SOILS AND TOPOGRAPHY

The Soil Survey of the Western Part of Mendocino County indicates the presence of two soil complex
on the plan area. The soils on the plan area are # 272, the Hopland-Wohly and # 251, Yorkwville-
Squaw Rock- Witherell complexs.

The Hopiand-Wohly complex is formed from sandstone and is moderately deep and well drained. It
supports Dougias-fir, but results in Douglas-fir of poor commercial value. The Wohly part of the
complex, about 20 %, is well drained, bur has rapid surface runoff. The Yorkwille- Squaw Rock-
Witherell complex is a deep well drained soil. The Yorkville is a clay loam, and the Squaw Rock is a
gravel loam. This soil usually does not support imber stands. The gravel loam found on slopes like the
THP area can aiso grow timber of poor commercial value.

'

The majority of the plan is locared on East facing slopes. Slopes on the plan area range Tom 0-63 %%.
The average slope on the plan grea is approximately 45%. Elevation on the plan area ranges from 880
to 1040 feet above sea level.

WATERSHED AND STREAM CONDITIONS
The pian area fails within the Maple Creek =113.30015 and the Adams Creek # 11330012
wartersheds. Tae overland flow of warer will low into Rancheria Creek. There are two class III
watercourses on the plan area. All of the warercourses on the plan area are in good concizion.
VEGETATION AND STAND CONDITION

A Dceuglas-fir -Hardwood forest covers the pian area. Most of the Hardwood component found on the

plan area consist of small Pacific madrone. Overall species mix varies depending on elevaiion. aspect.
proxdmity to warercourses. and stand history.  Timberland site classification on the plan area is Site III.



ELABORATION ON ITEMS IN SECTION I

14. Silviculture

The forest and stand types on the plan area are discussed above. The relative density and exact make-
up of the stands varies depending on stand history, aspect, elevarion and Proximity to watercourses
across the plan area. One silvicultural prescription will be used on the plan area.

Clear-Cut Prescription 7 Acres

A Clear-Cut Prescription will be used to treat 7 acres of the plan area, which are compased of stands
of mixed Douglas fir, and hardwoods. Under this method many of the larger defective trees will be
removed individuaily to provide for the establishment of younger age classes of pianted trees and narural

seeding. Good growing, good size trees, around 18 inches, will be retained. Retaining sufficient trees
of seed bearing age will encourage narural reproduction within this prescripuon area

Some of the trees in the unirt are growing well. but many of the larger size trees are defective or
are not growing as well as they should be. Trees with stem damage.or dead or flartened tops will be
harvested. Good growing trees with pointed tops, and any advanced regeneration will be retained.

This method is being used to remove most all of the poor growing larger Doug-fir trees from this 7 acre
plan area. The soil in this plan area is not a good umberiand soil. This harvest will berter allow vounger
Doug-fir trees to use this poor soil for improved growth and yield for this area. This kind of a harvest
will also promote natural reproduction.

A small sampie mark in the Clear-Cut area using the gbove guideiines will be completed prior to the preharvest

Imspecdon.
Trearment Guidelines for All Areas

Torougnowt this THP area the priority is to maintain and emnance the productivity of the tmberiand The harves:
is based on leaving healthy, vigorous conifer tress. which will benefir m increased growth from the operation.
Good growing Dougias fir with enough room to grow will gt be cut. Uncut tress and clumps will be bemer
spaced so ey can increase in growth. '

This harvest will cut slow growing . defective tress thar would otherwise be lost to mortality and decay. The
overall stand after the harvest will be made up of planted trzes. This harvest will improve the heaith of the stand
along with the sustainabie growth.

Because the owner’s management objective is to grow as many trees as possible, the THP will be planted to levels
that exceed State stocking standards.

The objectve of this harvest is to provide for furure continuous timber growth on timberlands. which where
feasible. will be at or near the productive capacrty of the land for the forest-products desired censidering the soil.

timber sie. and species to be regenerated.

22




23. WINTER OPERATIONS
(1) Tractor yarding or the use of tractors for constructing layouts. firebreaks or other tractor roads shall be done
only during dry. rainless periods where soils are not saturated.

(2) Erosion control structures shall be instailed on all constructed skid trails and tractor roads prior to the end of
the day if the U.S. Weather Service forecast is a “chance” (30% or more) of rain before the next day. and
prior to weekend or other shutdown periods.

(3) There are no unstable areas. or WLPZ ‘s in the plan. or near the pian area that need winter operation
measures.

(4) There is a permanent rocked road form the State Highway through the plan area. ( See Map # 3)

2>



SECTION IV
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA BOARD OF FORESTRY
CUMULATIVE IMPACTS ASSESSMENT

(1) Do the assessment area(sj of resources that may be affected by the
proposed project contain any past, present, or reasonably forseeable probable

future projects?
' Yes X No

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

The plan falls in the Maple Creek (Cal #113.50013 - 6,986 acres) and the Adams Creek

( Cal # 113.50012 — 3,909 acres ) watersheds. Recent timber harvesting activities within the
warersheds are listed below. Harvest activities within the biological assessment watershed area
are listed also. This small 7 acre plan will be used to remove over mature, poor growing
Doug-Fir trees. Not all of the trees on this area will be harvested, the area will not have the
effects of , or look like a traditional clear-cut type harvest. ( See item 14 in Section I )

Mabple Creek Watershed #113.50013
Timber harvest activities within the last 10 years.
Silvicultural Methods: ‘

SEL - Selection SWP - Shelterwood Prep Step

GS - Group Selection SWS - Shelterwood Seed Step
ALT - Alternative Prescription SWR - Shelterwood Removal Step
CT - Commercial Thinning STS - Seed Tree; Seed Tree Step
STA - Special Treatment Area CC - Clearcut '

RHB - Rehabilitation STR - Seed Tree Removal Step

SS - Sanitation Salvage

Logging Method:

T - Tractor C - Cable H - Helicopter FB - Feller Buncher
THP# Acres Silvicultural Logging
Method Method
1-38-252 MEN 220 SWP T
(2) | 1-88-703 MEN 410 SWP T
(®) | 1-89-38 MEN 233 SWR T
(4)| 1-89-39 MEN 233 SWR T
()| 1-39-57 MEN 332 SWR T
@) 192223 MEN
@ 1-95-261 MEN 251 STS.SEL.STR. T&H
' SS.RHB
[-97-333 VMEN 133 § SEL.STR T&C
g 97-38 NTMP 688 | CT.SEL.GS T&C
Total 2760 | L — - -
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Adams Creek Watershed #113.50012

Timber harvest activities within the last 10 years, not listed above, in this warershed that are near
the Maple Creek Watershed and might affect the watershed and the biclogical assessmenr areas
of this THP.

Silvicultural Methods:

SEL - Selection

GS - Group Selection

ALT - Alternative Prescription
CT - Commercial Thinning
STA - Special Treatment Area
RHB - Rehabiliration

SS - Sanitation Salvage

SWP - Shelterwood Prep Step
SWS - Sheiterwood Seed Step
SWR - Shelterwood Removal Step
STS - Seed Tree; Seed Tree Step
CC - Clearcut :
STR - Seed Tree Removal Step

Logaing Method:

T - Tractor C - Cable H - Helicoprer FB - Feiler Buncher
, THP# Acres Silvicuiturai Logging
i Method ‘Method !
| 1-93-319 MEN 375 ALT T
| 1-95496 MEN 2 SEL.STR.RHB T
. _1-97-36 MEN 134 | _CCSTRSTS | T |
i 1-95-82MEN 102 CC.STR.SEL,SS T
RHB
_1-98-415MEN 50 | SELRHBALT | T
| 98-NTMP-035 | i “ ‘
. _TOTAL l 741 l

Furure Activiries:

The majority of the land in the Mapie Cresk and Adams Creek watersheds |5 dedicated to timber 7
management and is zoned for timber production. Future projects on the Galbreath property will
be related to the commitment to good timber and ranch management. Some of the property next
to the Galbreath propertv is used for growing christmas tress.

The landowner plans to have a number of harvest entries in both these watersheds. The
timetable for THP entries will balazce the timber marker with the needs of wildlife and the
watershed needs. The potential disturbance to the watersheds will be balanced by using
silvicultural treatments necessary to move towards the timber stands that the owner wants for the
best property management. Many of the Douglas-Fir trees around the meadow areas around the
main ranch house are in bad shape and the tops are dying back at an alarming rate. The
mitigaticns incorporated into this pian should insure that no significant adverse impacts from
timber harvest occur within the warershed assessment areas. - = 7 = -
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The Rancheria Creek watershed is a large watershed on the South side of Anderson Valley. Our
watershed evaluation for this plan will use all of the Maple Creek Watershed and parts of the
Adams Creek Watershed that drain into Ranscheria Creek near the THP area. See the Watershed
Map # 6 This area covers all of the projects on both sides of Rancheria Creek below the plan
and projects on a large enough area above the plan to result in a good watershed assessment.
This plan is small, and there are large flat ranch fieid areas between it and Rancheria Creek.

(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 project(s) and affected resource subject(s).

Past logging in the 1950’s has typically impacted the watercourses in the two watersheds. Most
of the impacted areas are in a state of recovery. Many of these past impacted areas are
associated with tractor roads, truck roads, and landings placed in watercourses or poor
watercourse crossings. Harvest plan mitigations over the last 25 years have reduced many of the
1950’s type timber harvest impacts. Most of these kinds of areas in the two watersheds have
stopped downcutting and they are covered with vegetation. Tractor roads have had proper
drainage facilities installed on them and most remain in good condition. Riparian corridors, that
experienced major reductions in shade canopy due to heavy logging, are recovering. The same is
true with upslope areas. Fewer tractor roads are visible on present aerial photos than were on
past photos due to reoccupation by young conifers and hardwoods. The class II and III
watercourses are slowly flushing their stored sediment downstream, thus contimuing to recover
from past impacts. There are no significant continuing past land use impacts in the watersheds
that, when combined with the impacts from the proposed project, would be a problem.

(3) Will the proposed project as presented, in combination with past, present, and reasonable
forseeable 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 reasonablv
potential
Yes after . No after significant
mitigation (a) mitigation (b) effects (c)
1. Watershed X
2. Soil Productivity X
3. Biological X
4. Recreation X
3. Visual X
5. Traffic X
7. Other

27



a) . Ye;, means that potendal significant adverse Impacts are left after
application of the forest practice rules and mitigations or alternatives proposed
by the plan submitter.

D)  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.

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

ASSESSMENT AREA DESCRIPTIONS

1. Watershed: The plan falls in the Maple Creek and Adams Creek watersheds. This ares s
shown on Map #6. The boundary for these CWE assessment areas has been chosen based on
the guidelines set down in Appendix A, part B of the August 13, 1991 Cumularive Impacts
Guidelines, so as to account for all effects from activities that could interact with the effects
of this THP, which may cause adverse cumulative impacts on this watershed. ( See Furure
Activites on pages 26 & 27) :

2. Soil Productivitv: The soil productiviry assessment area is the THP area (ses Map #1), as
suggested in the August 13, 1991 Cumulative Impacts Guidelines, page 10. The THP are is the
logical assessment area because ground-disturbing activities will be limited to the plan area, and
factors outside of the THP area will not affect soil productvity. '

3. Biological: The biological assessment area is the area within 1.5 miles of the THP boundary
(see Map #6 ) The biological assessment area conrains a wide variety of wildlife habitars. The
described assessment area is large enough to account for any effects that this THP may cause on
wildlife habitat.

+. Recrearional; The recreational assessment area will be the THP area (see Map #1)
surrounded by a 500-foot burfer. This area was chosen because the Galbreath property is gared
and recreational access is limited. :

5. Visual: The visual assessment area is the same as the CWE assessment area (see Map #6.)
The watershed assessment area falls within an area bordered by ridge-tops and includes most
locations from which one may view the plan area. Topography and private access limits the
view of the plan from most outside locations. The area can be seen from peaks and ridges on
private property on the East side of Highway 128 about 4 miles away.

6. Traffic: The timber from this plan will be hauled out on private roads to Stare Highway 128
(see Map #6). The traffic assessment area will be from a point where the privare road leaves the
logged area to the intersection of State Highway 128 and Highway 128 toward the towns of
Ukiah, Cloverdale and Fort Bragg. 2 8 L )
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A. WATERSHED ASSESSMENT AREA:
1) Mapie Creek Watershed (#113.50013) Impact Assessment:

Adverse impacts affect the watershed resources in the Maple Creek watershed all of which is
downstream from the plan area. Part of the plan in the Adams Creek watershed drains into the
Maple Creek watershed. The beneficial uses of water, which could be affected by this project,
are designated in the Water Quality Control Plan for the North Coast region (Section 2, Table 4)

as:

Potenrial Municipal Supply Recreation | and 2
Cold Freshwater Habitat Fish Spawning
Agricultural Supply Fish Migration

" Industrial Service Supply Wildlife Habirat

Increases in the following watershed elements would detrimentally affect the beneficial uses of
warer in the Maple Creek watershed: water temperature, sediment, organic debris, chemical
contamination, and peak flows. .

Water Temperature

Occularly estimated shade canopy on the class III watercourses in the THP area is between 40%
and 30% where they flow through forested areas. There will be no harvest of hardwoods in the
class ITI 25 foot ELZ areas. The class III draws on this plan are steep areas thar flow only when
it rains very hard and there is a high degree of overland water flow. Water moving through the
pian area moves downhill and through the plan area fast. This fast lowing water moving
through the plan in the winter will not have an impact on water temperature.

Sediment

Sediment sourcss in the Maple Creek Watershed come in the form of mass wasted material and
fill siaced in streams from past activities. Sediment movement in the Rancheria Creek, and the
Navarro Watershed is a concern. The EPA lists the Navarro River as an impaired watershed
with regards to excessive sediment. This small 7 acre plan is not near any class [ or class II
watercourses. This plan area drains onto a large flat ranch field area before the overland water
flow would enter the Rancheria Creek watershed. Sediment from soil disturbances in the plan
“arez have a large buffer area before they can reach Rancheria Creek. Re-using existing truck and
skid roads. proper installation of drainage facilities and structures. rocking of sections of road
and strict adherence to the Forest Practice rules governing falling and varding watercourses
shouid mitigate the detrimental effects thar sedimentation may have on the watershed as a result

of :is pian. 9



Woody Debris

Large woody debris is present in small to large quantities in the Class II watercourse E1.Z areas.
Potennial recruits of down material for large woody debris exist in more than adequate quantities
along the slopes above the watercourses of the plan area. Some of the smaller woody debris in
the Class II watercourses on the plan area contributes to instream stored sediment, but this does
Ot present a great problem.

Chemical Contamination

There are 00 known chemical contamination sires on the pian area. There will be no expecred
chemical contamination at any location of this plan, because equipment operators will be
required 0 do any maintenance outside of WLP7Z and ELZ areas and away from any warercourse

Crossings.

Peak Flows

Peak flows on the coastal area of the state are generally not a problem on these kinds of sreams
that are not associated with snowmelt.

Organic Debris
Increased amounts of small organic debris in any warercourses on this plan. cue to the activities
proposec. are not expected because the BOF rules require removing organic debris placed in

class I & class I watercourses. Organic debris in class [T draws can be left if it is in 2 stable
lecation :ad will help slow the movement of sediment.

Loslope Watercourse Condition

The TEP zrea is located upsiope from Rancheria Creek on the North side of a large far fieid.
The plan zrea is on a slope at the end of the flar area, and extends up to a ridge. The smaller
watercourses on the plan area are in fair to good condition. These watercourses are very small in
size. The condition of the smaller watercourses on the pian area varies, with some of them
containing notable amounts of organic debris that has trapped sediment. The propeosed harvest
operations will use the existing tractor road systermn, which avoids watercourses wherever

- possible. Potential erosion problems will be corrected whenever possible as they are
encountered on the plan area. Examples of the type of problems that may be corrected are,
tractor roads without proper drainage structures. tractor roads with perched fill in the stream
channel and. improper road drainage. There is a small skid trail erosion problem. on the west
side of the plan area, that will need additional waterbreaks.
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Specific Mirigation Practices:

These specific practices will further minimize increased sediment input into the watercourse as
part of the proposed plan:

1. Parts of the class ITT watercourse ELZ within the plan area where there are good growing trees
and hardwoods will not be harvested. This no—cut will constitute a sediment filtering buffer
since it will be untouched during timber harvest operations. ' .

-~

. No hardwoods shall be harvested within the ELZs of ciass [II watercourses.

3. ELZs of 25 feet along all class [T watercourses will reduce the potential for soil and other
debris 2nrering the watercourses. This will also protect water temperatures.

6. Dics will be installed where necessary at watercourse crossings t0 prevent siream flow from
being directed away from its narural channel.

As a whole dmber operations have not heavily impacted the wartercourses on the plan area. The
Skid :rails. landings, and the roads are in place and well maintained.

This sroposed project combined with perceived furure projects will not result in notable adverse
impacts to the Maple Creek watershed.

B. SOIL PRODUCTIVITY ASSESSMENT AREA

PAST DPRESENT AND FUTURE ACTIVITIES

Past Projects
Thers 1as a0t been any timber removed from this area using a THP . some of ke umber in the
area s harvested and used on the ranch a number of vears ago.

Future Projects

There are no future projects planned. except this THP, within the Soil Productivity Assessment
area “vithin the next five-year period. The Soil Assessment Area is the THP area. Trere are
other THP's planned in the Watershed Assessment Area.

-

The sossitie impacts to soil productivity include the following: growing space loss 2ue to road
and cr sractor road construction, soil comnaction resuiting from operation of eguiprant on
growing sites: surtace soil loss due 1o erosion; organic marter loss resulting from ercsion or fire:
and sutrent loss trom biomass removal. 33



Growing space losses: Existing roads provide good access to the timber harvest plan area. New
construction of tractor roads wiil be minimal, as existing stable tractor roads will be used
wherever possible in order to minimize growing space losses.

Compaction losses: Operation of equipment during high soil moisture periods could result in
notable productivity losses due to compaction. The soils on the plan area are generally good
timberiand soils and are not subject to soil compaction except under extreme conditions.

Mitigation: The winter operations will be restricted to work that can undertaken off of the main
rocked road along the bottom of the plan.

Surface soil losses due to erosion: Erosion of topsoil can cause severe reduction in site
productivity because most of a soil’s nurrients are stored in the top few inches.

Mitigation: The displacement of some soil is unavoidable, though proper installation and
maintenance of erosion control structures can mitigate it. Maintenance of these structures will
insure proper fiunctioning throughour the recovery period. Use of existing tractor roads
whenever possible will minimize the amount of new soil that is displaced. The landowner has
properly replaced numerous watercourse crossings on the property for many years.

Nutrient loss due to erosion or fire: As discussed above, the loss of nutrients through erosion
can cause stte productivity to decline notably. Proper installation and maintenance of erosion
control structures, minimal tractor road construction. combined with operations during dry
periods will decrease the impacts of the proposed actvities.

The heat of fire can convert nutrients o a gaseous form, which subsequently evaporates. The
risk of wildfire on this unit is low to moderate. Fire will not likely have a significant impact.

The well-mainrained roads within the. harvest area. and on the ranch will ease suppression of

wildfires if they occur. :

Nutrient loss from biomass removal: As most qurrients are contained in the top layer of soil
and the foiiage of existing vegetation, they are not likely to be effected bv the proposed harvest.
Most current logging practices do not contmibute to organic marter loss. Instead. most pracrices
that do ~ot involve site preparation by burning add considerable amounts of organic matter to the
soil surtace. Most of the THP area is to be logged under methods which will rerain slash. cull
material and 50% or more of the original protective vegertative cover after logging. This will
retain most of the organic matter on site to provide for long-term soil fertility and to provide a
habitat for soil fauna and microorganisms critical to nutrient cycling and uptake.

This timber harvest plan will likely have a moderate impact on soil resources.
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C. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES ASSESSMENT AREA:

Biological Resources

The biological resources are the vertebrate species that inhabit the biological assessment area durmg all or
part of the year. Species of concem identified in the area are those identified as known Rare, Threatened
or Endangered listed (US & CA) species and Sensitive Species (BOF). The Natural Diversity DataBase
(NDDB) of the California Deparment of Fish and Game (DFG) and various wildlife biciogists were
consulted for occurrences of special plants, animals, and natural communities on the biological
assessment area. Tom Daugherty, Ted Wooster, and Jeff Longcrier were consuited about wildlife
concems during casual conversations about timber harvests in the Rancheria Creek and Navarro
watershed. [have asked Tom if there were any fishery problems, particularly Coho or Steethead,
associated with Rancheria Creek or the Navarro Watershed. [ have also talked to Jeff on several
occasions about plants and animals that might have been of special concem as relates to this plan and the
Navarro watershed. [ have also taiked with Ted Wooster about many of the concemns related to wild life
in the Navarro watershed.

Past Land Use Activities that Mav Add to the Impacts of the Proposed Project:

The activities that have impacted the biological assessment area are those that have directly and indirectly
affected its biological resources. Individuals and populations of species that are killed or injured due to
human activity are the biological resources that are affected directly.

The indirect effects caused by the removal or alteration of habitat by human activities such as road
building, timber harvesting and extensive human presence are of greater concern. Changes in important
habrtat conditions detrimentally affect the biological resource in the assessment area.

Road building and logging activities occurred in the 1940°s & 1950s into the early 1960s. These
acuvities were not conducted under the provisions of the Z'berg Nejedly Forest Practice Act of 1973,
Consaquently, some practices were used then that would not occur today. These practices again caused
significant decraases in forest cover, multistory canopy, and degradation of aquatic and stream zone
habitat. [n the period from the 1960s to 1980 timber harvesting projects started the recovery of forest
cover, multistory canopy. and recovery of aquatic and stream zone habitat.

Biological Habrar Condition

There is a wide diversity of large vertebrate wildlife on the biological assessment area, which impiies a
healthy. diverss habitat. Populations of deer. covote. bobcat. mountain lion. pig, and bear are evident. .
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Aquatic and near-water habirat conditions

1) Pools and Riffles : These habitats are not found in the class III watercourses on this plan.

2) Large Woody Debris: Large woody debris in the class III watercourses across the pian area
varies from low to none.

3) Near-Water Vegetation: There is adequate near-water vegetation to shade and buffer the
class I watercourses on this plan.

Terrestial habirat conditions

1) Snags, den and nest trees: There is a moderate to small amount of snags and green culls in
the THP area.

Hardwoods showing signs of use by wildlife will be retained.
Forest Stand Diversity — Hardwood Rerention

The Galbreath Ranch objective is to retain a natural level of the hardwood component in conifer
stands in order 1o provide cover. structure and food for terrestrial wildlife species. The
hardwood component will continue through all stages of forest regeneration. The silvicultural
systems prescribed for current stands will encompass all existing vegetarion with the ultimate
goal of returning these stands to a condition more closely resembling the narural composition.
Where hardwood-dominared commercial forest lands are suited to conifer production. they will
be converted to conifer unless they are narural hardwood and shrub/ garass vegerative
communities. Many of the areas thar were burned on the ranch in the past to produce grass for
sheep are now coming back to Douglas fir conifer stands. Those hardwood species, which have
a less intra-specific competition with conifer production. will be favored for rerantion.
Hardweods will be retained either singly or in parches. Where possibie, patches’of retained
hardwoods will be located on poor or marginal conifer production sites. The rerention of
hardwoods will seek to maintain a mix of age and size classes in order to provide sustained mass
production. vertical diversity. and recruitment.

2) Downed large woody debris: There is a moderate amount of large woodyv debris on the
THP area. All slash and cull logs will remain on site on the THP area. Overall the harvest
operation will add to the woody debris already on site. and the slash will enhance spotted owl
prey habitat.

3) Multistory Canopy : There is multistorv canopy on the west part of the plan area. Harvest
in this area will maintain the multistory nature of these stands. The forest type on the plan area is
a mixed Douglas-fir-hardwood forest. Overal] species mix varies depending on eievarion.
aspect. proximity to watercourses, and stand history. The east part of the plan will look more
like a clear-cut after the area is harvested.
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4) Road density: There are approximately 1600 feet of existing road on the south flat part of the
plan area. The road is not open to the public for any use. The presence of this road will have
little or no detrimental effect on wildlife in or near the plan area..

5) Hardwood cover: Skid trails will be placed through areas of brush and tanoak thickets,
whenever possible, in the west part of the plan. This will not happen in areas that would
damage existing advanced regeneration. After the harvest is completed this disturbed brush and
tanoak will provide small areas that can be planted. This planting will increase the stocking in .
these areas above that required by the rules. Pacific madrone, California bay, black oak, big leaf
maple, live oak, and white oak will be left for the maintenance of biological habitat. Tanoaks
showing signs of use by wildlife will be retained wherever possible. In order to maintain
suitable wildlife habitat as provided by hardwoods, hardwood retention will be in the form of
clusters that will provide more suitable wildlife habitat than evenly spaced hardwoods on every
acre. When possible these hardwood clusters will be associated with live conifer culls and

existing snags.

6) Late Seral (Mature) Forest: Many of the poor growing Doug-Fir trees that will be
harvested are mature trees. Currently however, there is no late seral stage (LSS) forest on the
THP area. The presence of snags, green culls and down logs in the forest provides many of the
animals that use LSS forest, elements that enable them to inhabit the THP area.

Specific Mitigation Vieasures

All non-merchantable snags will be left standing except where they threaten safety.

In order to maintain suitable wildlife habitat as provided by hardwoods, all large individually
occurring tanoaks (equal to or greater than 16-inches DBH) showing signs of wildlife use, Le.
presence of avian platform nests, active nests of any species or exhibiting a wide-branching
“wolfv” form or decadent condition, wil] not be harvested within the THP area, except where
removal is necessarv to facilitate construction objectives (i.e. roads, landings, and tractor roads.)
All hardwoods other than tanoak shall not be harvested. except to facilitate the above mentioned
construction objectives. No hardwoods of any species will be harvested within the ELZ ofa '
class [II watercourse.

With the mitigations mentioned above, this project will not significantly add to negative
cumulative effects within the assessment area. The Northern Spotted Owl Data Base Inquiry and
the No - Take will be provided before the 2 nd reviw of this THP. See the Coho Salmon
Information in Section II.

RARE. ENDANGERED. THREATENED. AND SPECIES OF SPECIAL CONCERN

During the THP preparation the area was inspected for the presence of rare. threatened. endangered or sensitive

species. Thesc inspections were conducted by myself . this work was done during the preparation of the pian. [fanv
threatened. rare. cndangered specics or specics of special concern. including key habitat arcas. arc discovered dunng
operations. operations will be halted in the viciy of the sighung and the California Department of Forestrv & Fire
Protection and the Department of Fish und Game will be contacted to determine the appropriate protective meusures.
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D. RECREATION ASSESSMENT AREA

Past and Future Activities

Past activities and future activities that have affected the recreation assessment area are the same
as those listed above under soil productivity assessment area (see Map #1))

Recreational Resources

The Galbreath ownership is private property. In the past recreational use has been limited to smail
numbers of people. The property is gated and recreational access will continue to be limited. The
principal recreational use is from people staving on the Galbreath property.

Since the area is not open to public use and is gared and posted against trespassers, this project will have
an insignificant effect on the public recreational resources assessment area.
E. VISUAL ASSESSMENT AREA

The visual assessment area is the same as the CWE assessment areas (see Map #6.) The plan is
surrounded by privately owned timberiand.

Past and Future Aetivities

Past and furure activities thar have affacrad the visual assessment area are the same as those listed above
under watershed assessment areas.

Visual Resourcss

The Galbreath ownership is private preperty. Pans of the THP area are visible to the general public from
Highway 128 and from people that mught be using Rancheria Crask below the high water line. Verv lirtle
of the THP area can be viewed from Highway 128. burt it can be seen from private property above the
north side ot highway 128. There arz no Special Treatment Arazs designated by the Board of Forestry for ‘
their “1sual values within the THP assessment area. No reasonadly potential significant effects will occur
to visual gualities from the harvest of this small 7 acra remore THP..

F. TRAFFIC ASSESSMENT AREA

Past and Future Acriviries

Past and firture activirties that have affectad the traffic assessment area are the same as those listed above
under watershed assessment area.

Vehicular Traffic Impacts

The public and privare appurtenant roads to the landowner’s property can be used bv the Galbreath
property and have been used historically for timber haul roads. The public county road. and State
Highway 128 have been used historically as a timber haul routes. Log traffic from this THP is not
expected to increase traffic above normal. This operation will not netably affect the amount of traffic on

the public roads of Mendocino Councy




The following sources of information or persons were consulted for preparation of the Cumulative Impact
Assessment.
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Watershed Resources:

Water Quality Control Plan for the North Coast Region; North Coast Regional Water Quality
Control Board; September 21, 1989.

Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act; Stare Water Resources Conrtrol Board, June
1992.

CDF Archives for THP Records; Howard Forest CDF Office.

Ormbaun Valley 7.5 min quadrangle map.

Soil Productivity:

Soil Vegetation Map and Tables prepared by the U.S. Geological Survey, 1947 and 1978.
Mendocino Forest Soils Erosion Hazard Guide prepared by the Mendocino County Resource
Conversation District, 1988.

Soil Survey Report, Mendocino County, Westemn Part and Soil Survey Report, Mendocino
County, Eastern Part and Trinity County, Southeastern Part; USDA Scil Conservation
Service, April 1987

¥

Biological Resources:

Theodore Wooster, Environmental Services Supervisor, Dept of Fish and Game, Region 3,
Spotted Owl Consultation.

Jeff Longcrier, Wildlife Biologist, 890 Hazel St. Ukiah Ca. 954382 707-462-2313

Tom Daugherty, Fisheries Biologist, 491 N. Oak. Ukiah Ca. 954892 707-462-3234

Spotted Owl Data Base Check, CDF and CDF&G.

Endangered, Threatened, and Rare Plants of California. California Department of Fish and
Game, Natural Heritage Division, Plant Conservation Program. July 1967

"California's Wildlife", volumes I, II and III published by the Department of Fish and Game,
Mav 1988, Nov. 1990, and April 1990.

Endangered and Threatened Animals of California. California Department of Fish and Game.
Natural Heritage Division. Plant Conservation Program. July 1997,

Special Plants List. California Department of Fish and Game, Natural Heritage Division,
Plant Conservation Program. April 1997.

Recreation Values, Visual Qualities, Traffic. and General Resource Information:

Ornbaun Valley 7.5 min quadrangle map.

California Dept, of Forestry and Fire Protection Guidelines for Assessment ot Cumulative
[mpacts: CDF. August 13. 1991,

Cumulative Impacts Assessment Workshop Binder: CLFA. Redding, Ca.. September 1991.
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Section V: Confidential Documents

Archeological Report

Northern Spotted Owl Data Base Query and Response

The Northern Spotted Owl Consultation Checklist

Bald Eagle Information
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REVISED PAGES 39,43,46,50,50.1,50.2,51 SUBMITTED 2/22/8%9
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Qffice of Historic Preservation as adopted by the State Hiscorizal
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NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL DATABASE
Record Observation Information Request
(one pian oniy per request)

TO: Caiifom{a Denartment of Forestry & Fire Protection
P.O. Bax 670
Santa Rosa, CA 95401

REQUESTER:
Name Ken Woad

Address:_ __1021 Lake Mendocino Orive

Ukiah, CA 95482

Phone: (707) 462-4142
LOCATION: <

Plan Name:_GALBREATH €

County(s):__Mendgcing

Lzgal Description of Plan Ares
Tnshp_12 Rng 13 W Scan(s)_14

Tnshp Rng Sctn(s),
Tnshp Rng Sctn(s)
Tnshp Rng Sctn(s)
Tnshp Rng__ Scn(s)
Tnshp Rng Sctn(s)

Lagai Cescription of Sections within 1.5 miles of Plan Arez
Tnshp_12 % _Rng 13 w. _ Scn(s) 10.11.12.13.14.15.22 .23 24.25 g 32

Tmsjp 128 Rng 12w __ Sctn(s) _7.18 % 19

Tnshp Rng Sctn(s)
Tnshp Rng__ Scn(s)
Tnshp Rng Sctn(s)
rnshp Rng Sctn(s)
MAP: Attached is a map showing the location of potential Operations taken

From the USGS 7.5 minute topographic quadrangies.

Signature \(L wv\}-_\L U)c:zg\ RPF#__ 020

CDF Use Only
// ! i
DATE RESPONSE MAILED_ / /27 ¢

REQUEST ID NUMBER 225

RECEIVED
JAN 2 01933

COAST ARE: QFFICE 53

. N
=ZIOURCE 2R GEMENT




GALBREATH SECTION 14 East

Secton 14 T12N R13W MDB.&M. -
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Approximate Scale 1™ = 1000° -

Contour Intervali = 40° ﬁ

Map # 1 Base Map /({,
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RPF: WOOD,X #: 920 01/25/99
RQST. NO.: 2286 Pg: 1

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

NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL DATABASE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
Version 2.0
FEBRUARY 1, 1998
REPORT #1 DATA

REPORT OF AREAS SEARCHED

COUNTY TOWNSHIP RANGE SECTION TERRITORY

PP B S S

d3asaa 84443448354 33343 FEEEEEE 4834345455

MD 12N 12w 7 *% NO OWLS KNOWN *=
MD 12N 12W 18 ** NO OWLS KNOWN **
MD 12N 12w 19 *%* NO OWLS RNOWN *=
MD 12N 13W 10 ** NO OWLS RKNOWN *=*
MD 12N 13W 11 *%* NO OWLS KNOWN *=*
MD 12N 13w 12 *%* NO OWLS RKNOWN **
MD 12N 13W *13 MD216

MD 12N 13w 14 *% NO OWLS KNOWN #*%*
MD 12N 13W 15 *% NO QWLS KNOWN #*=%
MD 12N . 13W 22 *% NO OWLS KNOWN #*x*
MD 12N 13W 23 *% NO OWLS RNOWN *=*
MD 12N 13w 24 *% NO OWLS RNOWN *%*
MD 12N 13W 25 *% NO OWLS KNOWN *#*
MD 12N 13W 26 *% NO OWLS KNOWN *%*

NOTE: THREZI 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: WCOD,K A #: 920 01/25/99
RQST. NO.: 2286 Pg: 1
California Department of Fish and Game
california Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL DATABASE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
Version 2.0
FEBRUARY 1, 1998

REPORT #2 DATA
REPORT CF TERRITORIES FQUND

OWNER YEAR TERR. NEST/YNG
LOCALE TWN RNG SECT 1/4 1/16 1/64 TYPE OWNER VERIFIED KNOWN
SAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA 444 AA4 AAAA 434 3444 4444 44AA4 44444 4344533443 asaaaaas
TERRITORY: MD216
RANCHERIA CR 12N 13W 3 SW NE PVT 91 - P -

NOTE: FOR AN EXPLANATION OF THE DATA COLUMNS, USE A "DATABASE REPORT
EXPLANTATION SHEET" DATED AFTER JANUARY 1, 1994.
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PF: wooD, K #: 920
20QST. NO.: 2286 '
california Department of Fish and Game
california Department of Forestry and Fire protection
NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL DATABASE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
Version 2.0
FEBRUARY 1, 1998
REPORT #3 DATA
REPORT OQF SIGHTINGS REPORTED FOR TERRITORIES FOUND
NO.
DATE TIME ' OF AGE-
TWN RNG SECT 1/4 1/16 1/64 SEEN SEEN OBSERVER OWLS SEX
i34 aaa aaaa 444 aaaa daaa Az3aA3as aadaaa éééééééé&éééééé 45as aasa
TERRITORY: MD216 \
12N 13W 3 11/29/90 0 WOCSTER 0
12N 13W 3 12/01/90 0 WOOSTER 0
12N 13W 3 12/28/90 0 WOQSTER Q
12N 13W 3 SW NE 04/22/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMCF
12N 13W J sw NE E 05/01/91 Q0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF
12N 13W 7 sw NE E 05/15/91 0 WOOSTER 1 UM
12N 13W 3 SW NE E 05/22/°1 0 WOOSTER+ 1 ™
12N 13W 3 SW NE 05/22/91 0 WOOSTER+ 2 UMUF
12N 13W 3 06/01/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF
12N 13W 3 SE NW cw 06/04/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF
12N 13W 3 06/07/°91 0 WOOSTER 1 UF
12N 13W 3 07/03/°1 0 WOOSTER 0]
12N 13W 3 SW NE E Q7/17/°1 0 WOOSTER 2 UMCT
12N 13W 3 07/26/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUT
12N 13W 3 SW NE 09/27/91 0 WOOSTER 1 UU
1oN 13w 13 10/22/91 0 WOOSTER 1 UM
12N 13W 3 SW NE 11/05/°21 0 WOOSTER 1 UT
12N 13W 3 12/13/91 0 WOOSTER 0
12N 13W 3 SW NE 12/26/91 0 WOOSTER 1
12N 13W 3 03/27/92 0 WOQSTER 0

\JOTE: FOR AN EXPLANATION OF THE DATA COLUMNS, USE A
EXPLANTATION SHEET" DATED AFTER JANUARY 1, 1994.
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Bald Eagle Information

There is a historicaily used Bald Eagle nest approximately one half
mile from this plan area. The nest will not be affected by the
timber harvest on this THP.

The eagles have not been observed using the trees in the plan
area. The top of this plan area, along the ridge, has a good view
of Rancheria Creek and the lake that is sometimes put in during the
summer ( see the Ornbaun Valley 7.5 Quad ) . There will be
several large Douglas-fir, left as perch tress, along the ridge on the
top of the pian area. These trees will be marked with wildlife tree
tags before the PHI.
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Section 6

Altermatives

Landowner responsibilities letter

Erosion Hazard Rating Worksheet

Newspaper Domestic Water Notice.
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ALTERNATIVES

Purpose:

The purpose of the landowner in proposing this plan is to achieve an economic return ffom the property
while i;nproving the health and condition of the stand.

There is nothing unique Of special about the THP area under consideration in terms of historic use and
suitability for logging.

Need:

The needs for this project, considering the policies in the Forest Practice Act, include maintaining the
flow of high quality timber products t0 the economy, avoiding waste of timber resources and
maintaining forest health. :

Potential Alternatves:

1. The Project Proposal: This THP presents the project as proposed and would fuifill the Purpose and
Needs for proposing this plan.

.

No Project: This alternative involves no timber harvesting at this time. Iftr§ing to achieve an
economic return from the property while improving the health and condition of the stand, a no
harvest alternative would fail. First, if no harvesting of the resources takes place there will be no
economic return from the property. Secondly, Most of the stand is in a declining stare in terms of
growth, health. and overall stand vigor and timber conditions. The conifer stands need to e opened
up with some soil disturbance to gt good natural seeding and to allow areas to be planted.

In some areas of the plan there are tractor roads that are in, Of alongside of, the class I

watercourses. These trails are often associated with past operations in the bottom of the

Warercourse at watercourse crossing areas. Some of these areas are downcutting and placing

_sedimeat in the watercourse. Operations under the proposed THP would upgrade the areas and put
them in compliance with the New Forest Practice Rules.

Accordingly, the No Project Alternarive is inconsistent with the purposé of the project and does not
address the need for the project. Itisnot environmentally superior to the project as described in the
THP. Ifimplemented. the No Project Alternative would likely result in significant adverse economic
and environmental impacts. '

Alternative Land Use: The only other current land use in the area. other than timber production, [
cartle and sheep grazing. While this use would provide for some economic refurm. It would not
provide the timber management needed for the larger porton of the ranch. Also, this alternative
would not maintain the flow of high quality timber products to the economy Of maintain forest
health.
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The other main alternative land yge is t0 sub divide the property and sell parcels. The owner does

Gl



P .

Timper ' " ~est Plans L] Taxes L] Loggir ““onsuitation

<EN WOOD

1021 LAKE MENDOCINQO DRIVE
UKIAH, CALIFORNIA 95482

(707) 462-4142 -

FORESTRY SERVICZ
Mr. Fred Galbreath December 19, 1998
P.O. Box 188

Kentfield, Calif 94904
Dear Mr. Galbreath;

This lerter is to inform you of the filing of the “Section 14 East” Timber Harvesting Plan.
In accordance with Item 13(a) of the THP, this letter is in regards to your responsibilities
as the umberfand owner. Your responsibilities are as follows:

1. You must ensure thar an RPF conduct any activities which require an RPF.

2. You must provide the RPF preparing the plan or amendments with complete and
correct information regarding pertinent legal rights to, interests in, and responsibilities
for land, timber, and access as these affect the planning and conduct of timber
operauons.

3. Sign the THP certifying knowledge of the plan contents and the requirements of this
section. .

4. The Clear-Cut silviculture prescription will meet the following stocking ;

A. The Area wiil be planted with Redwood and Douglas-Fir seedlings and wiil
meet Stocking in five years.

(V]

[tis vour i’esponsibility as the timberland owner to mainrain-all erosion control devices
on 12 plan area after the LTO has filed a completion report.

[f you have any questions regarding your responsibilities pertaining to the Timber Harvest
Plan piease do not hesitate to call me.

Sincereiv,

[dmit] LJ-%&

Kenneth Wood RPF # 920

@2




ESTIMATED SURFACE SOIL ER™ RION HAZARD

~TATE OF CALIFORNIA
_OARD OF FORESTRY

RM-87 (4/84)
251 Yarkville-Squaw Rock-Witherell FACTOR RATING
[. SOIL FACTORS 272 Hoplad Wehly . BY AREA Galbreath
A. SOIL TEXTURE Fine Medium Coarse 27212511272 Saerion 14 East
|. DETATCHABILITY Low Moderate High
| Rating 1-9 10-18 19-30 15 | 18 13
2. PERMABLLITY Slow Moderate Rapid
Rating 54 3-2 1 3| 5 3
B. DEPTH TO RESTRICTIVE BEDROCK
Shallow Moderate Deep
115" 20"-39" 40"60"
Rating 15-9 84 3-1 4 ! 4
C. PERCENTSURFACE 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
Raring 106 5.3 2. g | 4| oy
SUBTOTAL —»=if 26 |25 | 28
{1 SLOPE FACTOR
Siope 3-15% 16-30% 31-0% 1-30% 31-70% 71-80%
Rzcng 1-3 4-6 7-10 [1-13 16-25 26-35 16 | 24 | 24
{ PROTECTAVE VEGETATIVE COVER REMAINING AFTER DISTURBANCE
Low Moderzaie High
(-) 30-39 41-80% §1-100%
Rating 15-8 74 3-1 g | 1212
1v. TWO-YEAR ONE HOUR RAINFALL INTENSITY (Hundredths [nch)
Low Modemate High Exzeame
{-} 30-38 4Q-38 60-689 70-80 . +)
Raung 1-3 -7 8-11 12-12 P2 12 12
TOTAL SUMOFFACTORS  —*1 85 | 73 | 7
EROSION HAZARD RATING
<50 50-63 66-78 >75
LOW (L) MODERATE (M) HIGH (K EXTREME (T}
T DETERMINATIONTS M [ |7

I°EX

7540-130-0435
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(2015.5C.C.P)

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF MENDOCINO

I 'am a citizen of the Unitad States and a resigent of the

County afaresaid: | am aver the age of eigntzen years, and

not & gany 19 or interested in the above- entitted matter. | Proof of Publication of:

am the principal clerk of the printer of the Ukian Daily PUBUC NOTICE

Journal. a newspaper of general circulartion, printad and

Putlished daily except Saturday in the City of Ukiah,

County of Mendacine and which newspager has been

adjucged a newspaper of general circuiation by the

. Chadas HMiatt is plammgto
* submit a Tunber Harvest
Plan in- the Mapie Creek
(Cal #113.50013), and
- Adams Craek (Cai #
113 50012) watarshads.
The proposed operations
|.are located in a n of:
- Sections 14, Township "
besn publisned in each reguiar and asntra ‘ssue of said : ;‘%’é&sagg:m;;“érezg
and the Navamo River ra-
newsoaper and not in any supplement tizrzef on the " ceive drainage from the
" proposed timbar opera-‘
tions.

feilewing dates. 0 wit: it you have Keowledge o f
. any domestic watar supply
_whosa sourcg is in the
- ! above watercourses, or
that may be affected by’
the proposed operations,
: pleasa contact the follow- '
! ing person in wr;t:r&g’ v;gh-
. in ten (10) days e date
JANUARY 7 : cfmls(nouce at the follow-
- ing address: Ken Woad, .

=, 31021 Lake Hondocmo,'

Lz <4 Dnva. Uknh, Callfornu ™

all in ihe year 1998, ' Y 2 ; .

Sucerior Court of the County of Mendceine, State of

Califcrnia. under the date of September 22. 1852, Case

Nurmmzer 9257; that the notice, of which the znnexed is a

printza copy (set in type not smatler than acn-careil), has

R

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

foregoing is true and correct.

B
Oated at Ukiah, California. this J day of

2 o oy 1988.

D & Foard | o4

LEGAL CLERK
PRQOF OF PUBLICATION




ADJACENT LANDOWNERS
Galbreath Section 14 East THP

There are no adjacent landowners within 300 feet of this THP or
within 1000 fest downstream.

This plan was still-published in the Ukiah paper to see if there
was any Domestic Water interest in this portion of Rancheria
Creek. There was no reply to the public notice.



FOR ADMIN. USE ONLY

Amendments-date & S or M TIMBER HARVESTING PLAN FOR ADMIN. USE ONLY
STATE OF CALIFORNIA THP No. 1-99-160 MEN

1. 7. DEPARTMENT OF FORESTRY

5 8 AND FARE(S!;ROTECTION Dates Rec’d _MAY 04 1959

- . M-63 (1/98)

3. 9. -

4 10. - Galbreath Section 14 Horth THP Date Filed 4 1999

5 11 Date Approved JON_ 14 19

6 12 If this is a Modified THP, check box Date Expires 13 2002

[] Extensions 1) [] 2) [1

rules. See separate instructions for information on compieting this form. NOTE: The form must be printed legibly in ink or typewritten, The THP
is divided into six sections. If more spdce 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. Please distinguish answers from questions by font change, boid or

underiine.
SECTION | - GENERAL INFORMATION

This THP conforms to my/our pian and upon approval, lwe 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 empioyees, to enter the premises to inspect timber operations for compiiance
with the Forest Practice Act and Forest Practice Rules.

1. TIMBER OWNER(S) OF RECORD: Name  (hares Hiar
/
Address PQ Box 595 7/

cty Boonile/ / _ _x_ / sme ca Zp o545 eheme 0% 0m 00n
Signature’ 77 .7 {—:’L?'ﬁv' Date < - 77~

NOTE: The timber owner is responsible for payment of a yleid tax. ThnberYIeldTathonmﬂonmy be obtained at the Timber
Tax Division, State Board of Equalization, P.O. Box 942879, Sacramento, California $4273-0001.

2 TIMBERLAND OWNER(S) OF RECORD: Name Mr. Fred Galbreath -,
Address P O Box 188

City Kemfield .~ —/ state ca zZp 94904 Phone _ 707- 894- 5676
A  Signature /&//;//:CA,-L Lt Lg‘\ y Date Zi./’?/% — JZ L7
3. LICENSED TIMBER OPERATOR(S): Name Charles Hiatt : Lic. No.  A- 7493 ~/
Address PO Box 595 / /

City _Boonwile) . 7 state ca zZp 95415 Phone _707-395-2403
Vs / g . .
5‘9"3’“1._’9;?/4‘?/ Z I : Date &= 2. D2
4, PLAN SUBMITTER(S): Name Charles Hiart
Address P O Box 595 ./
/S S
City _Boonville} . State Ca Zip 95415 Phone  707- 895- 2403
' // é/she musf’s -
lfsuhlmmri,smon or,  re/she m Mmdprovidauphnaﬂmofaum«ity.
7 LA ;/4/ ~ L

g
Signature / 7 ——

Date &/~ &7~ O3 o>

-

S==CEIVED
' MAY 0 4 teza

COAST AREA OFFiCE
RESCURCE MANAGEMENT




5. a) If LTO is not present on-site, lIst persen to contact on-site who is responsible for the conduct of the cperation and
represents the interests of the LTO.

Name Will be amended into the plan later if it is someone other than Charles Hiatt
Address
City State Zip Phone

b) [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 responsiblie for ercsion control maintenance after timber operations have ceased and until
certification of the Work Compietion Report?

The Timber Operator

6. a) Expected commencemaent date of timber operations:
[X] date of conformance, or { ] (date)
b) Expected date of compietion of timber operations:

[X] 3 years from date of conformance, or [ ] (dats)

7. The timber operations will occur within the:
[X] COAST FOREST DISTRICT [ ] The Tahoe Regional Planning Authority Jurisdiction
[ ] Southern Subdistrict of the Coast F. D. [ 1 A county with Special Regulations, identify:
[ ] SOUTHERN FOREST DISTRICT [ ] Special Treatment Area(s), identify:

[ ] High use subdistrict of the Southern F. D.

[ ] NORTHERN FdREST DISTRICT [ ] Cther
8. Location of the timber operation by legal description:

Base and Meridian: [ x ] Mount Diablo [ JHumboldt [ ]San Bernardino
Section Township Range Acreage County Assessors Parce! Number*
11 —TI2N RI3W -6 Mendocino
_la T12N RIW _22 _Mendocing

TOTAL ACREAGE __ 73  (Logging Area Oniy) * Optional

Planning Watershed(s) (Optional) _113. 50013 Maple Creek

9. [ JYes [X] No Has a timberiand conversion permit been submitted? If yes, list expected approval date or permit
number and expiration date if aiready approved:

2



10. []Yes[X]No s there an approved Sustained Yield Plan for this property? ; Date app.
Number

—*—_h

[ JYes[X]No  Has a Sustained Yield Plan been submitted but not approved? ; Date sub.,
Number ,

1. [ IYes[X]No Isthere a THP or NTMP on file with CDF for any pertion of the pian area for which a report of
satisfactory stocking has not been issued by CDF?

If yes identify the THP or NTMP num ber(s):

12 [X]Yes [ ]No Is a Notice of Intent necessary for this THP? .
[XIYes [ ] No if yes was the Notice of Intent posted as required by 14 CCR 1032.7 (9)?

13. RPF preparing the THP: Kenneth Wood RPF Number #9020
Name
Address 1021 Lake Mendocino Drive
City Ukiah State CA Zp 095432 Phone (707) 462-4142

a) [XIYes [ ] No | have notified the plan submitter(s), in writing, of their responsibilities pursuant to Title 14 CCR
1035 of the Forest Practice Rules.
[X]Yes [ ] No 1 have notified the timber owner and the timberiand owner of their responsibilities for compiiance
with the Forest Practice Act and tule, specificaily the stocking requirements of the ruies and the
maintenance of ercsion control structures of the rujes.

b) [XIYes [] No | will provide the timber operator with a copy of the portions of the approved THP as listed in 14 CCR
, 1035(e). If “no*, who will provide the LTO a copy of the approved THP?

c) | have the following authority and responsibilities for preparation or administration of the THP and timber operation
(Inciude bcth work compietad and work remaining to be done):

My personal responsibility is limited to activities necessary to obtain approval of the timber harvest plan, which
includes developing the silviculture prescriptions, performing and/or supervising watercourse classification, sample
tumber marking, and flagging as required by the forest practice rules. I will respond to the review team

recommendations and attend the preharvest-inspection.
d) Additionai required work requiring an RPF which | do nct have the authority or responsibility to perform:

[ do not have responsibility for the survey of property boundaries. Property boundaries indicated on maps are as
represented by the timber operator / plan submitter. I do not have direct responsibility for conducting timber
operations, nor do I have direct responsibility for supervising timber operations.
e) After considering the ruies of the Board of Forestry and the mitigation measures, | have determined that the timber
operation: .
[ ] will have a significant adverse impact on the environment. (Statement of reasons for overriding considerations
contained in Section [iI)

(X1 will not have a significant adverse impact on the environment.

3




Registered Professionail Forester: | certify that |, or my supervised designee, personaily inspected the THP area, and
the plan compiies with the Forest Practics Act, the Forest Practice Rules and the Professionai Foresters Law. If this
is a Modifled THP, | aiso, certify that: 1) the conditions or facts stated in 14 CCR 1051 (a) (1) - (18) exist on the THP
area at the time of submission, preparation, mitigation, and analysis of the THP and no identified potentiai significant
effects remain undisciosed; and 2) |, or my supervised designes will meet with the LTO at the THP site, before timber
operations commencs, to review and discuss the contents and implementation of the Modifled THP.

Signature: M Le / 0!9-9\ le! 5; / / // 97




Section ||




14,

SECTION Il - PLAN OF TIMBER OPERATIONS

NOTE: If a provision of this THP is proposed that is different from the standard rule, the expianation and justification
required must be included in Section il of the THP.

a. Check the Silvicuitural methods or treatments allowed by the rules that are to be appiied under this THP. Specify
the option chosen to demonstrate Maximum Sustained Production (MSP) according to 14 CCR 913.11 (933.114,

853.11).

If more than one method or treatment will be used show boundaries on map and list approximate acreage for each.

[X] Clearcutting 16 ac. [ ] Sheiterwood Prep. Step ac. [ ]Seed Tree Seed Step ac.
[ ] Sheiterwood Seed Step - ac. [ ]Seed Tree Removal Step ac.
[ ] Sheiterwood Removal Step ac.

[X] Selection 10 ac. [ ] Group Selection ac. [ ] Transition ac.
[ ] Commercial Thinning ac. [X] Sanitation Salvage ( same 10 ac as 2 Ac.
Seiection area )
[ ] Special Treatment Area ac. [ ] Rehab. Of Understocked ac. [ ] Fuelbreak ac.
Area
[ ] Alternative ac. [ ] Conversion ac. [ ] Non-Timberiand ac.
Area
Total 28  ac. (Expiain if total is different from that listed in 8.) MSP Option Chosen (a)[] (b)[ ] (e} [x]
acreage

b. If Seiection, Group Selection, Commercial Thinning, Sanitation Saivage or Alternative methods are selected the
post harvest stocking leveis (differentiated by site if applicable) must be stated. Note mapping requirements of 1034

(x) (12).
The after harvest conifer stand in the selection area will contain 75 square feet of basal area per

acre.
The average stand age in trees that have the most volume is at least 65 years old.

The Sanitation-Salvage area will contain 50 square feet of basal area per acre.
The timber harvest plan area is, accordiong to the Soil Consérvation Service, Site Ili ground.

¢. []1Yes [X]No Wili evenage regeneration step units be larger than those specified in the rules (20 acre tracter,
30 acre cable)? If yes, provide substantiai evidence that the THP contains measures to accom plish any of
subsections (A) - (E) of 14 CCR 913 (833, 953).1(a) (2) in Section ill of the THP. List beiow any instructions to the
LTO necessary to meet (A) - (E) not found eisewhere in the THP. These units must be designated on map and listed

by size.

d. Trees to be harvestad or retained must be marked by or marked under the supervision of the RPF.

Specify how the trees will be marked.
Trees needing to be marked to be harvested, shall be marked with flagging at breast height and a spot at
the base of the stump. The owner lives on the property and does not want to put paint on the trees above
the stump.

[ ]1Yes [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? If yes and more than one silvicuiture methed, or Group Selection is to be used,
how will LTO determine boundaries of different methods or groups?

All of the conifer timber to be harvested from the plan area outside the Clear-Cut area shall be marked
prior to the start of operations by the RPF or his supervised designee. Therefore, it will not be necessary to
flag the silvicultural boundaries, except for the area of the Clear-Cut, for the LTO.

~



e. Forest Products to be Harvested:  Sawlogs, fiielwood logs, pulpwood logs and firewood.

f [I]Yes X]No Are group B species proposed for management?
[]Yes [X]No AregroupBor non-indigenous A species to be used to meet stocking standards?
[1Yes [X]No wii group B species need to be reduced to maintain reiative site ocTupancy of A species?
If any answer is yes, list the species, describe treatment, and provide the LTO with necessary feiling
guidance.

g. Other instructions to LTO concerning felling operations.

During falling operations on the plan area, timber fallers shal fall trees away from existing regeneration and
towards hardwood thickets where possible. Trees with nests in them shall not be harvested or knocked
down. The fence is the THP boundary on the west side, the rest of the boundary is flagged in white.

h. [x] Yes [ ]No Will artificiai regeneration be required to meet stocking standards?
Seeitem # 14 in Section I "

L [1Yes [x]No Wil site preparation be used to meat stocking standards?
If yes, provide the information required for a site preparation addendum.

J. If the rehabilitation method is chosen provide a regeneration pian as required by 14 CCR 913(934, 954).4(b).

PESTS

15. a. [x]Yes [ ] No Is this THP within an area that the Board of Forestry has deciared a zone of Infestation or infection
pursuant to PRC 471247187 If yes identify feasible measures being taken to mitigate adverse infestation or infection

impacts from the timber operation. See 917(937, 957).9(a).

HARVESTING PRACTICES
18.  Indicate type of yarding systams and equipment to be used:
GROUND BASED* ' CABLE SPECIAL
a) [X] Tractor, including endflong lining  d) [ ] Cable, ground iead 9) [ ] Animai
b) [X] Rubber tired skidder, Forwarder e) [ ] Cable, high iead h) [ ] Helicopter
c) [X] Feiler buncher n [ 1 Cable, Skyline ) [ ] Other:

* All tractor operations restrictions apply to ground based equipment.

7




17. Erosion Hazard Rating: indicate Erosion Hazard Ratings present on THP. (Must match EHR worksheets)

Low [X] Moderate [X] High [] Extreme [ ]

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

Please see Map #5 Soil & EHR

18. Saoil 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. See requirements of 918 (938, 956).7.

General Road Use Restrictions: Activities on any roadway within the THP area shall be limited to dry,
rainless periods when soils are not saturated or until such time that vehicle passage does not create
depressions on the road surface that channel water or noticeably deform the road prism. To minimize
erosion at the ends of tractor roads, the LTO shall drain tractor roads so that the end is free-draining into

vegetative cover.

Specific Provisions to Prevent Impacts to Coho and Steelhead Habitat:

1 From April 1* until May 1* erosion control facilities shall be installed on all constructed skid trails,
tractor roads, and logging roads prior to the end of the day if the U.S. Weather Service forecast is a
“chance” (30% or more) of rain for the area for the next day, and prior to weekend or other shutdown

periods. The LTO shall be responsible for obtaining the forecast information.

2 From May 1* until June 15" erosion control facilities shall be installed on all skid trails, landings, and
unrocked roads if the forecast is for significant rainfall that would move sediment into a watercourse.
The LTO shall be responsible for obtaining the forecast information.

3 From June 16 until September 15* erosion control facilities shall be installed on all skid trails,
landings, and unrocked roads if the forecast is for significant rainfall that would move sediment into a
watercourse. The LTO shall be responsible for obtaining the forecast information.

4 From September 16® until October 15* erosion control facilities shall be installed on all skid trails,
landings, and unrocked roads if the forecast is for significant rainfall that would move sediment into a
watercourse. The LTO shall be responsible for obtaining the forecast information.

5 From October 16® until November 15 erosion control facilities shail be installed on all skid trails,
tractor roads, and logging roads prior to the end of the day if the U.S. Weather Service forecast is a
“chance” (30% or more) of rain for the area for the next day, and prior to weekend or other shutdown
periods. When feasible all erosion control facilities shall be installed concurrent with operations, and
temporary crossings not covered by a 1606 agreement removed prior to this period. The LTO shall be
responsible for obtaining the forecast information.

_ RECEIVED
Revised 6/7/99 8
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18.

20.

21.

6 Sidecast or fill material extending more than 20 feet in slope distance from the ourside edge of
roadbeds or landings that have access to a WLPZ shall be grass seeded at a rate of 25 Ibs./acre, and
mulched with straw or slash to a depth of 2 dry inches and 90% coverage at time of application. This
treatment shall be completed at the conclusion of harvest operations but no later than October 15%of the
year they are utilized.

7 Where mineral soil has been exposed by timber operations on approaches to watercourse crossings of
Class III waters, the disturbed area shall be stabilized to prevent the discharge of soil into watercourses in
amounts deleterious to the quality and beneficial uses of water.

8 Any roadway segments within the THP area where road running surface wetness exists that cannot be
drained (by culvert, small PVC drain, “French drain”, or sub-drain) shall be stabilized with competent
rock or geotextile fabric and rock to mitigate potential transport of sediment into adjacent watercourses.

S While still allowing for truck passage, outsloping of roadways, removing berms, constructing rolling
dips, and opening and maintaining drainage ditches shall take place at the same time seasonal roads are

opened for harvest operations.

10 When feasible the LTO shall construct erosion controls immediately after completion of using a
particular tractor road and/or tractor road system.

11 If drafting from Class I watercourses for dust abatement occurs, the rate of drafting shall be reduced
Or cease as necessary to assure that no visible drop in the water surface occurs downstream of the intake
and/or diversion point. To protect fish during drafting operations, should drafting occur, the intake for
drafting shall be screened by a 5/32 inch screen and flow to the intake shall not exceed 0.3 feet per
second. The drafting location approaches will be rocked or stabilized to prevent erosion directly into
Coho and Steelhead Habitat. ‘

[ ]Yes [X] No Are tractor or skidder constructed layouts to be used? If yes, specify the location and éxtent of use:

[ JYes[X] No Will ground based equipment be used within the area(s) designated for cabie yarding? If yes, specify
the iccation 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? Only allowed if unavoidable.

b) [ ]Yes [X]No Siopes over 65%7

c) [ 1Yes [X]No Slopes over 50% with high or extreme EHR?

d) [ ]Yes [X]No Siopes between 50% and 65% with moderate EHR where heavy equipment use will not be

. restricted to the limits described in 14 CCR 914 (934, 954).2(f)(2)(i) or (ii)?

e) [ 1Yes [X]No Slopes over 50% which lead without flattening to a Class | or Class Il watercourse or
lake?

If a. is yes provide site specific measures to minimize effect of operations on siope stability and provide explanation
and justification as required per 14 CCR 914 (934, 954).2(d). CDF requests the RPF consider flagging tractor road
locations if a) is yes. Ifb., c., d. or e. is yes: 1) the location of tractor roads must be flagged on the ground prior to
the PHI or start of operations if a PHI is not required, and 2) you must clearly expiain the proposed exception and
justity why the standard rule is not feasibie or would not comply with 914({934, 954).

The location of heavy equipment operation on unstable areas or any use beyond the limitations of the standard ruies

must be shown on the map. List specific instructions to the LTO beiow. (b)

’




22. [ ]Yes [X] No Are any alternative practices to the standard harvesting or erosion control rules proposed for this
pian? !f yes, provide all the information as required by 14 CCR 914 (934, 954).9 in Section Ill. List

specific instructions to the LTO beiow,

WINTER OPERATIONS

23, a. [X] Yes[ ] No Will timber operations occur during the winter period? If yes, complete ¢) or d). State in space
provided if exempt because yarding method will be cabie, helicopter, or ballocon.

b. [ ]Yes [X] No Will mechanical site preparation be conducted during the winter period. If yes, complete d).

¢ [X] Ichoose the in-lieu option as allowed in 14 CCR 914 (934, 954).7(c). Specify below the
procedures listed in subsections (1) and (2), and list the site specific measures for operations in
the WLPZ and unstabie areas as required by subsection (3), if there will be no winter operations
in these areas, so state.

d. [ ] |choose to prepare a winter operating plan per 14 CCR 914 (934, 954).7(b).

WINTER OPERATIONS

(1) Tractor yarding or the use of tractors for constructing layouts, firebreaks or other tractor roads shall
be done only 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 the day if the U.S. Weather Service forecast is a “chance” (30% or more) of rain before the next
day, and prior to weekend or other shutdown periods.

(3) There are no unstable areas, or WLPZ ‘s in the plan, or near the plan area that need winter operation
measures.

NOTE: All water breaks and rolling dips must be installed by October 15 or as prescribed above. For the purposes
of installing drainage facilities and structures, waterbreaks, and rolling dips, the winter period is from October 15 to

May 1.

ROADS AND LANDINGS

24. Will any roads be constructad? [ JYes [X] No, or reconstructed? [ ]Yes [X] No If yes, check items a through g.
Will any landings be constructed? [ ]Yes [X] No, or reconstructed? ] Yes [X] No !f yes, check items h through k:

a. [ JYes[ ] No Will new or reconstructed roads be wider than singie lane with turnouts?

b. [ JYes[ ] No Arelogging roads proposed in areas of unstable soils or known siide-prone areas?

c. [ JYes[ ] No Will new roads exceed a grade of 15% or have pitches of 20% for distance greater

‘ than 500 feet? Map must identify any new or reconstructed road segments that exceed an
average 15% grade for over 200 feet.

d. [ JYes[ INo Arercads to be constructed or reconstructed, octher than crossings, within the WLPZ of
a watercourse? If yes, compietion of THP item 27a. will satisfy required documentation.

e [ JYes[ 1No  WiIli roads be located across more than 100 feet of lineal distance on siopes over 65%, or on
slopes over 50% which are within 100 feet of the boundary of a WLPZ?

1. [ JYes [X] No  Will any roads or watercourse crossings be abandoned?

g. [ JYes[ ] No Are exceptions proposed for flagging or otherwise identifying the location of roads to be

constructed? l o



h. [ IYes [X] No? Will any landings exceed one half acre in size? If any landing exceeds one quarter acre in
size or requires substantiai excavation the location must be shown on the map.

i [ IYes [X] No? Are any landing Proposed in areas of unstable soils or known siide prone areas?

J- [ IYes [X] No? will any landings be located on slopes over 65% or on slopes over 50% which are within 100
feet of the boundary of 3 WLPZ?

k [ ]Yes [X] No? Will any landings be abandoned?

25. If any section in item 24 is answered yes, specify site-specific measures to reduce adverse im pacts and list any

WATERCOURSE AND LAKE PROTECTION ZONE (W1 PZ) AND DOMESTIC WATER SUPPLY PROTECTION MEASURES

26. a [X]Yes[ ]No  Arethere any watercourse or lakes which contain Clags | through IV waters on or adjacent to the
Plan area? If yes, list the class, WLPZ width, and protective measures determined from Tabie |
and/or 14 CCR 918.4 (c) [936.4 (c), 958.4 (c)] of the WLPZ rules for each watercourse.

[ ]Yes[X] No Arethere any watercourse crossings that require mapping per 14 CCR 1034 (x}7)?

[ IYes [X]No  Will tractor road watercourse crossings invoive the use of a culvert? if yes state minimum

diameter for each cuivert (may be shown on map).

b.
c

Watercourses on the plan area are shown on Map #4. The centerlines of Class III watercourses on the plan area
have been flagged with blue flagging to guide the LTO. The Class III watercourse crossings are flagged.

Specific Protection Measures by Watercourses (See Map #4): ELZ zone widths are based on watercourse
classification and side slope adjacent to the watercourse as determined from Table I (14 CCR 916.5.) Protective
measures are determined from said table with additional measures added to mitigate the potential effects of
timber harvesting on Coho salmon habitat.

Classification Zone Type Side Slope Width (feet) Protective Measure
I No— | Class——— | I Watercourses—
I : No — | Class———— | I Watercourses—
m - ELZ 0-2%% 25 See Below
m ElZ 30% or 50 See Below
greater
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Class I ELZs - All Class III watercourses on the plan area will have a 25-foot equipment limitation zone

(ELZ) observed where sideslope steepness is less than 30% and a 50-foot ELZ observed where sideslope
steepness is 30% or greater. No hardwoods shall be harvested from within the Class III ELZ. Tractor use in the
ELZ within 25 feet of the watercourse shall be limited to exdsting logging road crossings and skid trail crossings.
All skid trail crossing use within the ELZ shall be flagged prior to the start of operations by the RPF or the RPF’s
supervised designee. Skid trails and crossings shall be selected to minimize the chance of sediment yield and
channel disturbance. Soil deposited into Class III watercourses during timber operations, other than at
temporary crossings, shall be removed and debris deposited during timber operations shall be removed or
stabilized before the conclusion of timber operations or before October 15. All tractor crossings are temporary
and watercourses shall be re-channeled with the approaches sloped to prevent back cutting of the stream bank
upon the completion of operations and before October 15 of the operating season. All Class III skid crossings
shall be grass seeded at a rate of 25 Ibs/acre, and muiched with straw, slash or other suitable material to a depth
of 2 dry inches and 90% coverage at time of application. This treatment shall be completed prior to October 15*
of the operating season. Temporary crossings may remain in place after October 15® if extended by DF&G in a
written 1606 agreement.

The existing skid trail crossing at point 1 on the watercourse map # 4 needs some large ( 6” To !12” ) Rock
placed on the downstream edge. Most of the crossing has backcut about 3 feet deep. This crossing will continue
to backcut up the channel if nothing is done at this location. The crossing will be moved to the West where there
is no backcutting. The crossing will use a temporary pipe, to handle the anticipated flow during the time of the
operations, if there is water flowing when the crossing is installed. Crossings will 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. The excavated material and any resuiting cut bank shall be sloped back from the channel and stabilized.

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

“a. [ IYes [X] No Prohibition of the constructicn or reconstruction of roads, construction or use of tractor roads or
landings in Class |, I, ill, or IV watercourses, WLPZs, marshes, wet meadows, and other wet areas
except as follows:

(1) At prepared tractor road crossings.

(2) Crossings of Class Il watercourses which are dry at time of timber operations.

(3) At existing road crossings.

(4) At new tractor and road crossings approved by Department of Fish and Game.
b. [ ]Yes [x] No Retenticn of non-commerciai vegetation bordering and covering meadows and wet areas?

¢ [ JYes [x] No Directional feiling of trees within the WLPZ away from the watercourse oria}xe?
o= ™

d FECEivVvEZ T
. [ ]Yes {x] No Increase or decrease of width(s) of the WLPZ(s)?

e. [ JYes [x] No Protection of watercourses which conduct ciass IV waters? - JUN D3
_ ion of ui the WLPZ (ows: COAST AREA SFEiaZ
t. [ ]Yes [X] No Exclusion of heavy equipment from the except as fol RESOURGCE MAMNAGEZ iz =

(1) At prepared tractor road crossings.
(2) Crossings of Class |l watercourses which are dry at time of timber operations.
{3) At existing road crossings.
) (4) At new tractor and road crossings approved by Department of Fish and Game.
g. [ ]Yes [x] No Estabiishment of ELZ for Class |ll watercourses uniess sidesiopes are <30% and EHR is low?

h. [ ]Yes [x] No Retention of 50% of the overstory canopy in the WLPZ?
. [ JYes [x] No Retention of 50% of the understory in the WLPZ?

j- [ IYes [x] No Are any additional in-lieu or any aiternative practices proposed for watercourse or lake protection?
Revised 6/7/99 THP 1-99-160 Men l z



NOTE: A yes answerto any of items a. through J- constitutes an in-liey practice. If any item is
answered yes, refer to 14 CCR 918 (936, 956).1 and address the following for each item checked
Yes: 1. The RPF shail state the standard rule, 2. Explain and describe each proposed practice; 3.
Expiain how the propcsed practice differs from the standard practice; 4. The specific location
where is shall be applied, see map requirements of 14 CCR 1034 (x)(15) and (18); 5. Provide in THP

rute and provides for the protection of the beneficial uses of water per 14 CCR 918 (938, 958).1(a).
Reference the in-lleu and location to the specific watercourse to which it will be appiied.

28. a [ ]Yes[X] No Arethere any landowners within 1000 feet downstream of the THP boundary whose ownership
adjoins or includes a ciass |, Ii, or IV watercourse(s) which receives surfacas drainage from the
proposed timber operations? If yes, the requirements of 14 CCR 1032.10 apply. Proot of notice
by letter and newspaper shouid be inciuded in THP Section V. If No, 28b. need not be answered.

b. [ JYes[ ]No Isan exemption requested of the notification requirements of 1032.107 If Yes, expianation and
Jjustification for the exemption must appear in THP Section Ill. Specity it requesting an exemption
from the letter, the newspaper notice or both.

¢ [ JYes[x]No Was any information recsived on domestic water supplies that required additionai mitigation

HAZARD REDUCTION

30. a [ ]Yes[x]No Are there roads or improvements which require siash treatment adjacent to them? It yes, specify
the type of improvement, treatment distance, and treatment method.

b. [ ]Yes [x] No Are any aiternatives to the ruies for siash trestment along roads and within 200 feet of structures
requested? If yes, RPF must explain and justify how aiternative provides equal fire protsction.
Include a description of the aiternative and where it will be utilized beiow.

31. [ JYes [X]No Wil piling and buming be used for hazard reduction? See 14 CCR 917 (937, 957).1-11 for specific
requirements. Note: LTO is responsible for siash disposal. This responsibility cannot be
transferred.

BIOLOGICAL AND CULTURAL RESOURCES

32 a [x]Yes[ ] No Are any plant or animal species, including their habitat, which are listed 2s rare, threatened
or endangered under federai or state law, or sensitive species by the Board, associated with
the THP area? If yes, identity the species and provisions to be taken for the protection of the

species,




Tom Daugherty and Jeff Longcrier were consulted with during casual conversations, about other THPs in the
Rancheria Creek and Navarro Watersheds. [ asked Tom if there were any fishery problems, particularly Coho or
Steelhead, associated with Rancheria Creek or the Navarro Watershed. I aiso talked to Jeff on several occasions
about plants and animals that might have been of special concern as relates to Rancheria Creek and the Navarro
Watershed. I have also talked with Theodore Wooster about the possibie habitat in the Biological Assessment
area for the Northern Goshawk, Golden Eagle, Bald Eagle, American Peregrine Falcon, Marbled Murrelet,
Northern Spotted Owl, and Red Tree Vole. These were casual discussions and did not result in the need for an

inspection or a survey.

Although forest affiliated special status species have been emphasized, this document considers listed species
and California Department of Fish and Game “Species of Special Concern” that are likely to inhabit the biological
assessment area. The plan has also considered the needs of non-listed species that are associated with the

assessment area.

The Assessment areas are within the range of the, Northern Goshawk, Great Blue Heron, Great Egret, Golden
Eagle, Baid Eagle, Osprey, American Peregrine Falcon, Marbled Murrelet, Northern Spotted Owl, Coopers

Hawk, Sharp Shinned Hawk, Vaux’s Swift, Purple Martin, Red Tree Vole, North Coast Semaphore Grass, Milo
Baker’s Lupine, and Roderick’s Frillary. These species have all received consideration and are described below:

Terrestrial Assessment
NORTHERN GOSHAWK (Accipiter gentalis)
Status: California Board of Forestry (BOF) “Sensitive Species”

- Key Habitat: Mature Douglas-fir stands with a scattered hardwood component appeared to be suitable habitat
for this species. Goshawk nests are found in dense single stage stands with a park-like understory, typical of
stand conditions commonly found in inland and eastern California. The density of nesting goshawks is
considerably less in the coast range mountains compared to that found in the Sierra-Nevada. The Goshawk
population is small in this region. Goshawks also appear to be associated with large contiguous blocks of
unmanaged timber. . '

Occurrance and Status Inside Assessment Area: Although a few Goshawks have been known to nest in redwood
forests on the Mendocino Coast in the vicinity of Fort Bragg, they are rare in stands with coastal influence.
Occasionally Goshawks have been reported in similar habitat in central Mendocino County, however concerns
over impacts to Goshawks as a result of this proposed THP, have been minimized for the following reasons:

(1) No Goshawks or likely Goshawk nests or whitewash under trees was observed during THP
preparation.

(2) No historical knowledge by the owner or the long time timber operator exists regarding this species
inside the assessment area. Part of the pian is on the top of a ridge, and while working on the plan
and going to and from the plan, I was able to see most of the assessment area.

(3) I disscussed this area to see if it fit Goshawk habitat with Fish and Game Environmental Specialist

. Theodore Wooster.

Mitigations: Since no individuals were observed, species specific mitigation is not applicable. No significant
impact to this species is expected as a result of this THP.
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GREAT BLUE HERON (Ardea herodias)

Status: California Board of Forestry (BOF) “Sensitive Species”

Mitigations: No applicable. No significant impacts to this species are expected as a result of this THP.
GREAT EGRET (Casmerodius albus)

Status: California Board of Forestry (BOF) “Sensitive Species”

Key Habitat: Feeds in shallow water and along shores of estuarjes, lakes, ditches and slow-moving streams.

Nests colonially, in large secluded trees that must be isolated from human disturbance, Sensitivity to forest
management is related to impact on rookery trees. : '

Mitigations: Not applicable. No significant impacts to this species are expected as a result of this THP.
GOLDEN EAGLE (Aquila chrysaetos)
Status: BOF “Sensitive Species.”

Key Habitat: Golden Eagles need open terrain for hunting. They need cliffs or large trees to nest in, and a
dependable food supply of medium to large mammals and birds.

Mitigations: The proposed snag retention and recruitment provisions may benefit Goiden Eagles. Proposed land
management activities are unlikely to negatively affect this species. No significant impact to this species is
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BALD EAGLE (Haliaeetus leucocephalus)
Status: State and Federally Endangered and BOF “Sensitive Species.”

Key Habitat: Bald Eagles are found around large bodies of water, or free-flowing rivers that contain abundant
fish. The area around these bodies of water need to contain snags or other perches.

Occurrence and Status Inside Assessment Area: See information in Section II of this THP.

Mitigations: Potential roosting and nesting habitat for Bald Eagles will be retained. No significant impact to this
species is expected as a result of this THP.

OSPREY (Pzndion halizetus)
Status: BOF “Sensitive Species.”
Key Habitat: Osprey usually nest on stick platforms at the top of large snags, dead-topped trees, or cliffs.

Occurrence and Status Inside Assessment Area: Osprey populations are rebounding and nesting Ospreys are
now a common sight throughout Northern California. No Osprey, or Osprey nests, were observed in the vicinity

of THP.

Mitigations: Potential roosting and nesting habitat for Ospreys will be retained. 'No significant impact to this
species is expected as a result of this THP.

AMERICAN PEREGRINE FALCON (Falco perearinus anatum)
Status: State and Federally Endangered and BOF “Sensitive Species.”

Key Habitat: The Peregrine Falcon in our area is usually found near high cliffs, near a good lake or river water
supply.

Occurrence and Status Inside Assessment area: This species was not seen in the assessment area, and no
potential cliff nest sites exist in the vicinity of the THP or in the assessment area. I also talked with Mr. Wooster
about possible Peregrine habitat on the Galbreath Ranch.

Mitigations: Not applicable. No significant impact to this species is expected as a result of this THP.
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MARBLED MURRELET (Brachyramphus marmoratus)
Status: Federally Threatened, State Endangered, and BOF “Sensitive Species”

Key Habitat: The only California alcid to breed infand, it has been detected up to 35 miles inland in California.
This bird apparently needs dense mature forests to breed in.

THP. Although surveys have not been conducted in this assessment area, murrelet presence in this drainage is
considered unlikely due to the absence of suitable habitat and the distance from the coast.

Mitigation: The plan area is not considered to contain suitable habitat for this species. No significant impact to
this species is expected as a result of this THP.

NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL (Strix occidentalis caurina)

Status: Federally Threatened and BOF “Sensitive Species”

Key Habitat: These birds require mature forest patches with permanent water and suitable nesting trees and
snags.

Mitigation: No significant impact to this species is expected as a result of this THP.
COOPER’S HAWK (Accipiter cooperi)

Status: CDF&G “Species of Special Concern” (breeding)

Key Habitat: These birds are usually found in open and mixed parts of deciduous forests. Cooper’s Hawks are
not usually found in the interior of dense contiguous stands. These birds nest in many different tree species and
habitat in California. :

on part of this plan.. ' 7




SHARP-SHINNED HAWK (Accipiter striatus)
Status: CDF&G “Species of Special Concern” (breeding)
Key Habitat: These birds occur in more open woodlands, forest edges and riparian corridors.

Occurrence and Status Inside Assessment Area: No Sharp-Shinned Hawks were encountered within the plan area
or the assessment area. Proposed land management activities are unlikely to negatively affect this species.

Mitigations: It is not believed that this plan will negatively impact the Sharp-Shinned Hawk.

VAUX’s SWIFT (Chaetura vauxi)
Status: CDF&G “Species of Special Concern”

Key Habitat: These birds are Northern California summer residents and nest in large hollow trees and snags.
They prefer Redwoods and Douglas-fir, especially tall and burned out stubs. Vaux Swifts are usually found in

old-growth stands with snags.

Occurrence and Status Inside Assessment Area: Very little information exists regarding the status of this species.
Although there are a few potential swift nesting trees inside the assessment area, the proposed THP area does

not contain any large burned out stubs or snags.

Mitigation: If any burned out stubs or snags are found on the THP area, they will not be harvested.

PURPLE MARTIN (Progne subis)
Status: CDF&G “Species of Special Concern”

Key Habitat: These birds are found in the lower elevation woodlands and coniferous forest of Douglas-fir
Ponderosa Pine, and Monterey pine. They nest mostly in old woodpecker cavities.

Occurrence and Status Inside Assessment Area: This species was not observed inside the assessment area and is
reportedly rare in this region.

Mitigations: Existing non-merchantable snags and some single large perch trees will be retained in the THP area.
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RED TREE VOLE (Phenacomys longicadus)
Status' CDF&G “Species of Special Concen™

Key Habitat: mRadTdeehfwndinmmdoduuMofDouﬂu&.RMamed
evergreen trees in the fog belt pear the coast.

Ocaurrence and Status Inside Assessment Area: Tbeﬂ!?andldjmmmimpeadfnriwof
this species during THP prep work. Although 00 nests ware sighted thers is a Emited fkefhood ther the
species may occur withia the plan area. lWMMme.mum.hdMoo
i mmmﬁufum&m«mwmmmwrmva
habrtat.

NORTH COAST SEMAPHORE GRASS: Found in marsh areas, oo elevations less than 1600 feet in
Redwoodyominthenn.hemmtheoumdnoﬂh«nmﬂm -

MILO BAKER™S LUPINE: waoo&udwhhnﬁzmwwm

RODERICK'S FRITILLARY: Tﬁsphmisfomdoumdopuin:hevﬂeyuﬂfoodﬂ lower
elevation grassland.

Mmhnding:,winpmvidetbepmucﬁouoeeddfcnhubowmm No significant
mmmmmwauwwedmmamemmummmm

Fiskerics RECEIVED
See¢ item # 18 above JUN 9 9 1999
Revised 677199 RS OUAFE L CTICE
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BALD EAGLE NEST INFORMATION

There is a historic Bald Eagle nest in a large old growth broken top redwood tree on the
east side of this THP area. The nest tree is just up the slope, on a wide ridge, above the
flat meadow area. The tree is in a conifer timber portion of the siope. Below the tree,
on the lower portion of the slope, and on the flat area out into the grass meadow is a
hardwood timber to grass transition stand. The tree has a commanding view of the
meadow valley and the ground down to Rancheria Creek over a mile off to the North.
The stand above the tree, is a conifer stand, of Redwood and Douglas-Fir trees with a
few hardwoods mixed into the stand.

The ranch around the nest tree has open meadow areas, a large pond, Rancheria Creek,
and at different times a small lake in Rancheria Creek, that shows on the Quad map.
The ranch is covered with areas the birds can use for feed. The eagies in this area have

a long history.

A few years ago some of the timber around the nest tree was harvested for ranch use.

Last year, the tree nest was studied by students at Humboldt State University and there
is still a rope in the tree.  These birds have used this area almost every year despite

the ongoing ranch use of the area around the Nest tree.

A 10 acre buffer area will be flagged around the nest tres, with the tree approximately in
the center of the buffer area.

The nest tree, perch trees, screening trees, and replacement trees will be left standing
and unharrned.}

A Selection Silviculture System of the trees in the buffer area will be used to harvest
some of the timber.

No timber operations will be conducted in the buffer zone if the nest is active from
January 15 until either August 15 or four weeks after fledgling as determined by a
qualified wildlife biologist.

This information about Bald Eagles is in the Forest Practice Rules under Section 919.2 &
919.3.

20
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Sublect: Galbreath Section 14 North, Timber Harvest Plan (THP)
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NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL DATABASE
Record Observation Information Request
(one pian oniy per request)

TO: California Department of Foreshy & Fire Protection

P.O. Bax 670

Santa Rosa, CA 95401
REQUESTER:

Name Ken Waod

Address:_ _ 1021 Lake Mendocino Drive

Ukiah, CA 95452

Phone: (707) 462-4142
LOCATION:

Plan Name: LBR;ATH N

County(s):_Mendocing

Legal Description of Plan Area

Tnshp_128 _ Rng 13w  Sdn(s) 11414

Tnshp, Rng Sam(s)
Tnsho Rng Sctn(s)
Tnshp Rng Scn(s).
Tnshp Rng San(s)
Tnshp Rng Sctn(s),

Legal Description of Sections within 1.5 miles of Plan Area

Trshp_128 Rng__13W ____ Scin(s)1.2,3.10.11.12,13.14,15.,22,23.8 24

Tmsip Rng Scin(s),
Tnshp Rng San(s)
Tnshp Rng Sctn(s)
Tnshp Rng Sctn(s),
Tnshp Rng Setn(s),
MAP: Attached Is a map showing the location of potential Operations taken

From the USGS 7.5 minute topographic quadrangies.

Signature w RPF#__ 320

CDF Use Only

* DATE RESPONSE MAILED //b(féi

REQUEST ID NUMBER

22




- GALBREATH SECTION 14 NORTH

Section 11& 14 T12N R13W M.D.B. & M.
9 Miles SE of Boonville

Approximate Scale 1* = 1000°

Contour Interval = 40°

Map # 1 Base Map

THP Boundary

Buidings &




920 01/25/9¢9

RPF: WCOD,K #:
Pg: 1

RQST. NO.: 2287

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

NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL DATABASE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
: Version 2.0

REPORT #1 : DATA
REPORT OF AREAS SEARCHED

COUNTY TOWNSHIP RANGE SECTION TERRITORY
444444 45444444 44444 4344444 48448448444

MD 12N 13W 1l ** NO OWLS KNOWN #**
MD 12N 13w 2 ** NO OWLS KNOWN *=*
MD 12N 13w 3 MD216

MD 12N 13W 10 *% NO OWLS KNOWN *%*
MD 12N 13w 11 ** NO OWLS KNOWN *=*
MD 12N 13W 12 ** NO OWLS KNOWN *=*
MD 12N 13w 13 MD216

MD 12N 13W 14 ** NO OWLS KNOWN *=*
MD 12N 13W 15 ** NO OWLS KNOWN =*=*
MD 12N 13w 22 © %% NO OWLS KNOWN **
MD 12N 13w 23 *%* NO OWLS KNOWN *%*
MD 12N 13W 24 ** 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: WOOD,K #: 920 01/25/99
RQST. NOQO.: 2287 Pq: 1

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

NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL DATABASE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
Version 2.0
FEBRUARY 1, 1998

REPORT #2 DATA

REPORT OF TERRITORIES FOUND

OWNER YEAR TERR. NEST/YNG
LOCALE TWN RNG SECT 1/4 1/16 1/64 TYPE OWNER VERIFIED KNOWN
84888488444834544854 544 433 54485 &&a 4844 3344 5453484 54484 5445555444 445845484844

TERRITORY: MD216
RANCHERIA CR 12N 13w 3 SW NE bPVT 91 - P -

NOTE: FOR AN EXPLANATION OF THE DATA COLUMNS, USE A "DATABASE REPORT
) EXPLANTATION SHEET" DATED AFTER JANUARY 1, 1994.
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520

01/25/9°%

RPF: WOOD,K
RQST. NO.: 2287 Pg: 1
California Department of Fish and Game
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
NORTHERN SPOTTED OWL DATABASE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
Version 2.0
FEBRUARY 1, 1998

REPORT #3 DATA
REPORT OF SIGHTINGS REPORTED FOR TERRITORIES FOUND

NO. NO.

DATE TIME oF AGE-~ OF

TWN RNG SECT 1/4 1/16 1/64 SEEN SEEN OBSERVER OWLS SEX PAIR YNG
434 484 5848 434 4444 5884 54844444 538344 5a835848884548848438 8334 s4aa naaa aaa
TERRITORY: MD216
12N 13W 3 11/29/90 0 WOOSTER 0 0
12N 13W 3 12/01/90 0 WOOSTER 0 0
12N 13W 3 12/28/90 0 WOOSTER 0 0
12N 13W 3 SW NE 04/22/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF Y o
12N 13W 3 SW NE E 05/01/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF Y 0
12N 13W 3 SW NE E 05/15/91 0 WOOSTER 1 M 0
12N 13W 3 SW NE E 05/22/91 0 WOOSTER+ 1 UM 0
12N 13W 3 SW NE 05/22/91 0 WOOSTER+ 2 UMUF Y 0
12N 13W 3 06/01/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF Y 0
12N 13W 3 SE NW CW 06/04/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF Y 0
12N 13W 3 06/07/91 0 WOOSTER 1 UF 0
12N 13W 3 07/03/9%91 0 WOOSTER o) 0
12N 13w 3 SW NE E 07/17/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF Y 0
12N 13W . 3 07/26/91 0 WOOSTER 2 UMUF Y 0
12N 13W 3 SW NE 09/27/91 0 WOOSTER 1 UU 0
12N 13W 13 10/22/91 0 WOOSTER 1 UM 0
12N 13W 3 SW NE 11/05/91 0 WOOSTER 1 UF 0
12N 13W 3 ' 12/13/%91 0 WOOSTER 0 0
12N 13W 3 SW NE 12/26/91 0 WOOSTER 1 0
12N 13W 3 03/27/92 0 WOOSTER 0 0

NOTE:

26
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FOR AN EXPLANATION OF THE DATA COLUMNS, USE A "DATABASE REPORT
EXPLANTATION SHEET" DATED AFTER JANUARY 1,



Date: %/ Z:/_ 7‘7

TO: California Department of Foresry and Fire Protecton

From: California Deparment of Fish and Game —

Subject: No Take Cerrification for the northern spotted owl. Lelledd de 7o /¥~
Y\:uzz

R rrnlO0 o PO
Flat or relatively flat ground/ 552 oF topography

_._:

Proximity to ocsan
Past cailing records for NSOs
“__:

ient canopy caver
Nen contiguous forest cover
No available water . o
s Other; described as A7 v ,(,7 MM\'M

Past cailing records are located in the files for the following adjacent or nearby Timber
Harvesting Plans: ) .

Based upon my personai knowiedge of the area and the abgve nformation it is my best
- professional judgmesr that the pian as preseatly proposed is not likely to resuit in the take
of 2 northern spottad owi. i

Theodore W. Wooster
- Eavironmental Speciaiist [V
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If any threatened, rare, endangered species or species of special concern, including key habitar areas, are
discovered during operations, operations will be halted in the vicinity of the sighting, and the Department of Fish
& Game and the Department of Forestry will be contacted to determine the appropriate protective measures.

b. [ ]Yes [x} N; Are there any non-isted species which will be significantly impacted by the operation? if yes,
identify the species and the provisions to be taken for the protections of the species.

33. [ JYes [X] No Are there any snags which must be felled for fire protection or safety reasons? Iif yes, describe
which snags are going to be felled and why.

All non- merchantable snags will be retained except as required in 14 CCR 919.1(b), where federal and state
safety laws and regulations require the felling of snags.

34, [ JYes [X] No Are any Late Succession Forest Stands proposed for harve::? If yas, describe the measures to be
impiemented 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.
35. [ JYes [X] No Are any other provisions for wildlife protection required by the ruies? If yes, describe.

36. a. [x]Yes[ ] No Has an archaeciogical survey been made of the THP area?

b. [x]Yes [ ] No Has an archaeological records check been conducted for the THP area?

¢. [ JYes [x] No Are there any archaeological or historical sites located in the THP area?

' Specific site locations and protection measures are contained in the
Confidential Archaeological Addendum in Section VI of the THP, which is
not availabie for general public review. -

37. [ JYes [X] No Has any inventory or growth and yield information designated “trade secret” been
submitted in a separate confidential envelope in Section Vi of this THP? )

38. Describe any special instructions or constraints which are not listed eisewhere in Section Il

See Bald Eagle information inthis Section

DIRECTOR OF FORESTRY AND FIRE PROTECTION

This Timber Harvesting Plan conforms to the rules and regulations of the Board of Forestry and with the Forest Practice
Act. S

By:
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Secion 11& 14 T12N R13 W M.DB. & M.
9 Miles SE of Boonville
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Map # 1 Base Map

THP Boundary

Buildings g8




GALBREAIH SECTION 14 NORTH

Section 11 & 14 T12N R13W MD.B. &M
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Approximate Scale 1" = 1000°

Contour. Interval =

40\

Silvi

Map # 2

Iviculture

THP Boundary

S

Selection
Sanitation-Salvage

Clear-Cut




e

L 7 A

XTI

Map # 3

Road Map
THP Boundary a

Permanent Appurtenant Existing Road
Existing Seasonal Road

GALBREATH SECTION 14 NORTH

Section 11 & 14 T12N R13W M.D.B. & M.
9 Miles SE of Boonville ,
Approximate Scle 1™ = 1000
Contour Interval = 40°

A ~ N §e




l 4 .‘ . : //\\\\ o t /[ ;
GALBREATH SECTION 14 NORTH

Section 11 & 14 T12N R 13 W M.D.B. & M.
g Miles SE of Boonville

Approximate Scale 1% = 1000° N
Contour Interval = 40°

Map # 4 Watercourses

THP Boundary g

Class [II Watercourse

Skid Trail Crossing ,o_/__,@




GALBREATH SECTION 14 NORTH

Section 11& 14 T12N R13 W M.D.B. & M.
9 Miles SE of Boonviile

Approximate Scale 1* = 1000°

Contour Interval = 40°

Map # 5 Soils & E.H.R.
Low EHR |

Moderate EHR ™M

All of the Area is Soil # 272 Hopiand - Wohly

sec. |l

SEC. |4




s
o
m
R
Z =
Yoz
= 9
0O
ST
n o~
i
mm_l
9w
Rl
9
mAum

9 Miles SE of Boonville

b
1y —
$

Approximate Scale 1" = 1 Mile

b

Appurtenant Road

’

Map # 6 Watersheds Map

Appurtenant Road (

"’

2
A

¥

TSR ).
g:’i} 31;.\\
e v

P

By »9
=R
Py N

iological Assessment Area
-

Snoek Mtm-




Section III

General Site Description

Elaboration of Section II Items

Item # 14 Pgs. 37-38

35




GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF PLAN AREA

PROJECT LOCATION

The proposed Timber Harvesting Plan (THP) is located approxlmately nine miles South East of
Boonville, California. The legal description of the pian area is portions of sections 1 1 & 14, TI2N

R13W MDB&M.
SOILS AND TOPOGRAPHY

The Soil Survey of the Western Part of Mendocino County indicates the presence of one soil complex
on the plan area. The soil on the plan area is # 272, the Hopland-Wohly complex.

The Hopland-Wohly complex is formed from sandstone and is moderately deep and well drained. It
supports Douglas-fir, but resuits in Douglas-fir of poor commercial value. The Wohly part of the
complex, about 20 %, is well drained, but has rapid surface runoff.

Slopes on the plan area range from 0-50 %. The average slope on the plan area is approximately 40%.
Elevation on the plan area ranges from 1000 to 1160 feet above sea level.

WATERSHED AND STREAM CONDITIONS

The plan area falls within the Maple Creek #113.50022 watershed. The overland flow of water will
flow into Rancheria Creek. There are several class III watercourses on the plan area. All of the
watercourses on the plan area are in good condition. :

VEGETATION AND STAND CONDITION

A mixed Redwood -Douglas-fir -Hardwood forest covers the plan area. Most of the Hardwood
component found on the plan area consist of small Pacific Madrone. Overall species mix varies

depending on elevation, aspect, proximity to watercourses, and stand history. Timberland site
classification on the plan area is Site [l The timber harvest stand is at least 65 years old.

JUN 0§ 1529

CCAST AREA OFFICE
RESQURCE MANAGEMENT

Revised 6/7/99
THP 1-99-160 M
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ELABORATION ON ITEMS IN SECTION 1§

14. Silviculture ,
The forest and stand types on the plan area are discussed above. The relative density and exact make-

up of the stands varies depending on stand history, aspect, elevation and proximity to watercourses
across the plan area. Due to the varying nature of the stands, three different silvicultural prescriptions

Selection 10 Acres

conifer stand after harvest, where trees are cut, will contain 75 square feet of basal area peracre. A
small 10 % sample mark will be completed prior to the pre-harvest inspection. The area will meet

stocking as soon as the area is harvested.

Sanitation Salvage 2 Acres

A Sanitation Salvage Prescription will be used to treat 2 acres. This2 acres is an area between the
Selection area and the large open grass area. This prescription will remove conifer trees used as seed

CCR 912.7(b)(1) wil} be met immediately upon compietion of operations. A sample mark of 10 %
representing the different parts of the stand will be completed before the pre-harvest mspection.
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Treatment Guidelines For All Areas

Throughout this THP area the priorty is to maintain and enhance the productivity of the timberland. The conifer
trees in the Selection & Sanitation - Salvage areas that will be harvested will be marked, using the guides of the
sample mark, before the trees are harvested.

This harvest will reduce the competition to the regeneration and utilize matenal that would ctherwise be lost to
mortality and decay. The conifer regeneration will experience a growth release as a result of this proposed
harvesting. The overall heaith of the stand will be improved along with the sustainable growth.

Because the owner’s management objective is to grow as many trees as possible, the stocking will be bolstered by
planting to levels that exceed State stocking standards. This increase in stocking in the understory will be a result
of planting and exceptional natural regeneration produced the last two years.

The objective of this harvest is to provide for future continuous timber growth on timberlands, which where
feasible, will be at or near the productive capacity of the land for the forest-products desired considering the soil,
timber site, and species to be regenerated.

Upon completion of operations the large healthy trees and the areas of advanced regeneration and the hardwoods
needed for wildlife left growing on the site will mamtain the forested appearance and aesthetic appeal of the
hillside. Overall there is not a major disease or pest problem within this stand but as in all timber stands there are
diseased and damaged trees. ‘

38



39

SECTION IV




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 forseeable probable future

projects?
Yes X No

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

The plan falls in the Maple Creek (Cal #113.50013 — 6,986 acres) watershed. Recent timber
harvesting activities within the watersheds are listed below. The plan area is in the south part of the
watershed. Part of the biological assessment area is in the Adams Creek ( Cal # 113.50012-.

3,909 acres ) watershed. Harvest activities within the biological assessment watershed area are

listed also.

Maple Creek Watershed #113.50013

Timber harvest activities within the last 10 years.
Silvicultural Methods:

SEL - Selection SWP - Shelterwood Prep Step

GS - Group Selection SWS - Shelterwood Seed Step
ALT - Alternative Prescription SWR - Shelterwood Removal Step
CT - Commercial Thinning STS - Seed Tree; Seed Tree Step
STA - Special Treatment Area CC - Clearcut

RHB - Rehabilitation STR - Seed Tree Removal Step

SS - Sanitation Salvage
Logging Method:

T - Tractor C - Cable H - Helicopter FB - Feller Buncher

THP# Acres Silvicuitural | Logging Method Location

' Method Sections T R
1-88-252 MEN 220 SWP T 13 12N 13W
1-88-703 MEN 410 SWP T 13,24,25 12N 13W
19,30 12N 12W
1-89-38 MEN 233 SWR T 2,3,10,11 12N 13W
1-89-39 MEN 233 SWR T 3,4 12N 13W
1-89-57 MEN 552 SWR T 10,11.14,15 12N 13W
1-95-261 MEN 291 STS,SEL,STR, T&H | 12,13,24 12N 13W
SS.RHB 19 12N 12W
1-97-335 MEN 133 SEL.STR T&C | 16,20.21 12N 12W
97-38 NTMP 688 CT,SEL,GS T&C | 11,12,17,20 12N 13W
98-035 NTMP In Review 3,4 12N 13W

Total 2760
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Adams Creek Watershed #113.50012

Timber harvest activities within the last 10 years, not listed above, in this watershed that might affect
the biological assessment area.

Silvicultura] Merhods:

SEL - Selection

GS - Group Selection

ALT - Alternative Prescription
CT - Commercial Thinning
STA - Special Treatment Area
RHB - Rehabilitation

SS - Sanitation Salvage

SWP - Sheiterwood Prep Step
SWS - Shelterwood Seed Step
SWR - Shelterwood Removal Step
STS - Seed Tree; Seed Tree Step
CC - Clearcut '

STR - Seed Tree Removal Step

Logging Method:

T - Tractor

C - Cable H - Helicopter FB - Feller Buncher
THP# Acres Silvicuitural | Logsing Method Location

Method : Sections T R

1-93-319 MEN 373 ALT T 13,14,1523,24 12N 13W

1-95496 MEN 82 SEL.STRRHB | T 14,1523 12N 13W

1-97-86 MEN 134 CCSTRSTS |T 23.24 12N 13W

1-95-32MEN 102 CC,STR,SEL,SS | T 13,1424 12N 13w

RHB '

1-98-415 MEN 50 SEL.RHB.ALT | T 15 . 12N 13W

98-NTMP-035 | In Review "~ 34 12N 13W
TOTAL 741

Future Activities:

The majority of the land in the Maple Creek and Adams Creek watersheds is dedicated to timber
management and is zoned for timber production. Future projects on the Gaibreath property will be
related to the commitment to good timber and ranch management. Some of the property next to the
Galbreath property is used for growing christmas trees.

The landowner plans to have a number of harvest entries in both these watersheds. The timetable for
THP entries will balance the timber market with the needs of wildlife and the watershed needs. The
potential disturbance to the watersheds will be balanced by using silvicultural treatments necessary
to move towards the timber stands that the owner wants for the best property management. Many of
the Douglas-Fir trees around the meadow areas around the main ranch house are in bad shape and
the tops are dying back at an alarming rate. The mitigations incorporated into this plan should insure
that no significant adverse impacts occur within the watershed assessment areas,

4|




The Rancheria Creek watershed is a large watershed on the South side of Anderson Valley. Our
watershed evaluation for this plan will use all of the Maple Creek Watershed and parts of the Adams
Creek Watershed that are in the biological assessment area. See the Watershed Map # 6  This plan
is small, and there are large flat ranch field areas between it and Rancheria Creek.

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

Yes _X  No____ TheEP.A. has listed the Navarro River a 303d Impaired
Watershed. The Watershed is in a state of Recovery, and this plan will
maintain the current watershed conditions. See comments below

If the answer is yes, identify the project(s) and affected resource subject(s). See Above.

Past logging in the 1950’s has typically impacted the watercourses in the two watersheds. Most of
the impacted areas are in a state of recovery. Many of these past impacted areas are associated with
tractor roads, truck roads, and landings placed in watercourses or associated with poor watercourse
crossings. Harvest plan mitigations over the last 25 years have reduced many of the 1950s type
timber harvest impacts. Most of these kinds of areas in the two watersheds have stopped
downcutting and they are covered with vegetation. Tractor roads have had proper drainage facilities
installed on them and most remain in good condition. Riparian corridors, that experienced major
reductions in shade canopy due to heavy logging, are recovering. The same is true with upsiope
areas. Fewer tractor roads are visible on present aerial photos than were on past photos due to
reoccupation by young conifers and hardwoods. The class LI and IIT watercourses are slowly
flushing their stored sediment downstream, thus continuing to recover from past impacts. The
landowner and the operator have provided crews on the ranch during the winter to clean inside
ditches, culverts, and maintain roads. They have spread straw and hand waterbared areas that are in
need of drainage. Work on watercourse crossings that stop present downcutting like at crossing 1
will improve watershed conditions. There are no significant continuing past land use impacts in the
watersheds that, when combined with the impacts from the proposed project, would be a problem.
See “Upslope Watercourse Conditions “ below on page 45. ,
(3) Will the proposed project as presented, in combination with past, present, and reasonable
forseeable 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 significant
mitigation (a) mitigation (b) effects (c)
1. Watershed X
2. Soil Productivity X
3. Biological X
4. Recreation X
S. Visual X
6. Traffic X
7. Other
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a) Yes, means that potential significant adverse impacts are left after application
of the forest practice rules and mitigations 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.

c) No reasonable potential significant effects means that the operations

suggested in the August 13, 1991 Cumulative Impacts Guidelines, page 10. The THP area is the
logical assessment area because ground-disturbing activities will be limited to the plan area, and
factors outside of the THP area will not affect soil productivity.

3. Biological: The biological assessment area is the area within 1.5 miles of the THP boundary (see
Map #6 ) The biological assessment area contains a wide variety of wildlife habitats, The described
assessment area is large enough to account for any effects that this THP may cause on wildlife

habitat.

4. Recreational: The recreational assessment area will be the THP area (see Map #1) surrounded by
a 300-foot buffer. This area was chosen because the Galbreath property is gated and recreational
access is limited.




A. WATERSHED ASSESSMENT AREA:
1) Maple Creek Watershed (#113.50013) Impact Assessment:

Adverse impacts affect the watershed resources in the Maple Creek watershed. The beneficial uses
of water, which could be affected by this project, are designated in the Water Quality Control Plan
for the North Coast region (Section 2, Table 4) as:

Potential Municipal Supply Recreation 1 and 2
Cold Freshwater Habitat Fish Spawning
Agricultural Supply Fish Migration
Industrial Service Supplv . Wildlife Habitat

Increases in the following watershed elements would detrimentally affect the beneficial uses of
water in the Maple Creek watershed: water temperature, sediment, organic debris, chemical
contamination, and peak flows.

Water Temperature

Occularly estimated shade canopy on the class III watercourses in the THP area is between 40% and
80% where they flow through forested areas. There will be no harvest of hardwoods in the class [II
25 foot ELZ areas. The class IT watercourse, below the plan area, has a shade canopy average of
70% where this watercourse is in the timber. Conifer trees in the class I ELZ areas that have
wildlife value will be retained. ( See item 14 in section III ) The no harvest of the hardwoods in the
Class IIT watercourses, will give adequate protection to water temperature on the plan area at this

time.

Sediment

Sediment sources in the Maple Creek Watershed come in the form of mass wasted material and fill
placed in streams from past activities. Re-using existing truck and skid roads when possible, proper
installation of drainage facilities, rocking of sections of road and strict adherence to the Forest
Practice rules governing falling and yarding near watercourses should mitigate the detrimental
effects that sedimentation may have on the watershed as a result of this plan.

"~ Woody Debris

Large woody debris is present in small to large quantities in the Class III watercourse ELZ areas.
Potential recruits of down material for large woody debris exist in more than adequate quantities
along the slopes above the watercourses of the plan area. Some of the smailer woody debris in the
Class [II watercourses on the plan area contributes to instream stored sediment, but this does not

present a great problem.



Chemical Contamination
There are no known chemical contaminarion sites on the pian area. There will be no expected

chemical contaminarion at any location of this plan, because equipment operators will be required to
do any maintenance outside ELZ areas and away from any watercourse crossings.

Peak Flows
Peak flows on the coastal area of the state are generally not a problem on these kinds of streams that

are not associated with snowmeit.

Organic Debris
Increased amounts of small organic debris in any watercourses on this plan, due to the activities

proposed, are not expected because the BOF rules require removing organic debris placed in class I

watercourses if the material is an unstable location.. Organic debris in class ITT draws can be left if it
is in a stable location and will help slow the movement of sediment.

Upslope Watercourse Condition

The THP area is located upslope from Rancheria Creek on a hillslope above large ranch fields. - A
Class I watercourse flows into Rancheria Creek from the plan area through the fields. The smaller
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Specific Mitigation Practices:

These specific practices will further minimize increased sediment input into the watercourse as part
of the proposed plan:

l. Parts of the class [II watercourse ELZ within the plan area where there are good growing trees,
will have conifer trees retained.

2. No hardwoods shall be harvested within the ELZs of class [TI watercourses.

3. ELZs of 25 or 50 feet along all class IIT watercourses will reduce the potential for soil and other
debris entering the watercourse. This will also protect water temperatures.

4. Dips will be installed where necessary at watercourse crossings to prevent stream flow from
being directed away from its natural channel.

As a whole, timber operations have not heavily impacted the watercourses on the plan area. The
Skid trails, landings, and the roads are in place and well maintained.

This proposed project combined with perceived future projects will not result in notable adverse
impacts to the Maple Creek watershed.

B. SOIL PRODUCTIVITY ASSESSMENT AREA
PA RESENT AND ACTIVITIE

Past Projects

There has not been any timber removed from this area using a THP , some of the timber in the area
was harvested and used on the ranch a number of years ago.

Future Projects

There are no future projects planned, except this THP, within the Soil Productmty Assessment area
within the next five-year period.

The possible impacts to soil productivity include the following: growing space loss due to skid trail
construction, soil compaction resuiting from operation of equipment on growing sites; surface soil
loss due to erosion; organic marter loss resuiting from erosion or fire; and nutrient loss from biomass
removal.
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Growing space losses: Existing roads provide good access to the timber harvest plan area. New
construction of tractor roads will be minimal, as existing stable tractor roads will be used
wherever possible in order to minimize growing space losses.

Compaction losses: Operation of equipment during high soil moisture periods could result in
notable productivity losses due to compaction. The soils on the plan area are generally good
umberland soils and are not subject to soil compaction except under extreme conditions,

Mitigation: The winter tractor operations proposed for this plan are restricted by the state rules.

Surface soil losses due to erosion: Erosion of topsoil can cause severe reduction in site
productivity because most of a soil’s nutrients are stored in the top few inches.

The heat of fire can convert mutrients to a gaseous form, which subsequently evaporates. The
risk of wildfire on this unit is low to moderate. Fire will not likely have a significant impact.
The well-maintained roads within the harvest area, and on the ranch will ease suppression of

wildfires if they occur.




C. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES ASSESSMENT AREA:
Biological Resources

The biological resources are the animal and plant species that inhabit the biclogical assessment area
during all or part of the year. Species of concem identified in the area are those identified as known Rare,
Threatened or Eddangered listed (US & CA) species and Sensitive Species (BOF). The Natural Diversity
DataBase (NDDB) of the California Department of Fish and Game (DFG) and various wildlife biologists
were consulted for occurrences of special plants, animals, and natural communities on the biological
assessment area. Tom Daugherty and Jeff Longcrier were consuited with during casual conversations,
about other THPs in the Rancheria Creek and Navarro Watersheds. [ asked Tom if there were any
fishery problems, particularly Coho or Steeihead, associated with Rancheria Creek or the Navarro
Watershed. [ also talked to Jeff on several occasions about plants and animals that might have been of
special concern as relates to Rancheria Creek and the Navarro Watershed. ( See Section I ) These were
casual discussions and did not result in the need for an inspection or a survey. Although forest affiliated
special status species have been emphasized, this document considers listed species and Califomia
Department of Fish and Game “Species of Special Cancern” that are likely to inhabit the biological
assessment area. The THP also addresses the concerns of all non-listed biological species in the
assessment area.

The Assessment areas are within the range of the, northern goshawk, great blue heron, great egret, golden
eagle, bald eagle, osprey, American peregrine faicon, marbled murrelet, northern spotted owl, Coopers
hawk, sharp shinned hawk, Vaux’s swift, purple martin, red tree vole, North Coast Semaphore Grass,
Milo Baker’s Lupine, and Roderick’s Friillary. These species have all received consideration and are
described in section II. -

Past Land Use Activities that May Add to the Impacts of the Proposed Project:

The activities that have impacted the biological assessment area are those that have directly and indirectly
affected its biological resources. Individuals and populations of species that are killed or injured due to
human activity are the biological resources that are affected directly. :

The indirect effects caused by the removal or alteration of habitat by human activities such as road
building, timber harvesting and extensive human presence are of greater concern. Changes in important
habitat conditions detrimentally affect the biological resource in the assessment area.

Road building and logging activities occurred in the 1940s & 1950s into the early 1960s. These
activities were not conducted under the provisions of the Z'berg Nejedly Forest Practice Act of 1973.
Consequently, some practices were used then that would not occur today. These practices again caused
significant decreases in forest cover, multistory canopy, and degradation of aquatic and stream zone
habiat. In the period from the 1960s to 1980 timber harvesting projects started the recovery of forest
cover, multistory canopy, and recovery of aquatic and stream zone habitat.

Biological Habitat Conditi
There is a wide diversity of plant and wildlife on the biological assessment area, which implies a heaithy,
diverse habitat. Populations of deer, coyote, bobcat, mountain lion, pig, and bear are evident.

Aguatic and near-water habitat conditions
1) Pools and riffles: These habitats are found in the one larger class Il watercourses on the plan area.

Pools are formed by interaction of the stream with topographic features and by the presence of woody
debris in the channels. The class Il watercourses contain varying amounts of woody debris. Many of the
sections of the Class III draws do not have any near-water habitat. Other sections of Class ITI draws have

dreas of femns and other aquatic habmat.



2) Large Woody Debris: Large woody debris in the class III watercourses across the plan area
varies from low to high, with a majonity of the class III watercourses containing moderate
amounts of large woody debris.

to 80% shade canopy. This shade canopy 1s not only provided by conifers adjacent to and within
the ELZ of the watercourses, but also by California Bay, Madrone, Tanoak and other
Hardwoods.

Terrestrial habitat conditions

1) Snags, den and nest trees: There is a moderate to small amount of snags and green culls in
the THP area. Hardwoods showing signs of use by wildlife will be retained.

elevation, aspect, proximity to watercourses, and stand history.

4) Road density: There are approximately 200 feet of existing roads on the plan area. The
plan will use about 1 mile of ranch roads to move timber to a county road . The roads are not

open to the public for hunting or any other use. The presence of these roads will have little or no
detrimental effect on wildlife. ‘

S) Hardwood cover: The THP area and the assessment area around the THP are a mixed forest
stand of conifer and hardwood. Operarions under this THP wil grow more conifer trees but still

associated with live conifer culls, existing snags, and will include Wolf type Tanoak with large
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6) Late Seral (Mature) Forest: Currently there is no late seral stage (LSS) forest on the THP
area or in the watershed assessment area. The presence of snags, green culls and down logs in
the forest provides many of the animals that use LSS forest, elements that enable them to inhabit

the THP area.

Specific Mitigation Measures
All non-merchantable snags will be left standing except where they threaten safety.

In order to maintain suitable wildlife habitat as provided by hardwoods, all large individually
occurring tanoaks (equal to or greater than 16-inches DBH) showing signs of wildlife use, i.e.
presence of avian platform nests, active nests of any species or exhibiting a wide-branching
“wolfy” form or decadent condition, will not be harvested within the THP area, except where
removal is necessary to facilitate construction objectives (i.e. roads, landings, and tractor roads.)
All hardwoods other than tanoak shall not be harvested, except to facilitate the above mentioned
construction objectives. No hardwoods of any species will be harvested within the ELZ of class

I watercourses. :

With the mitigations mentioned above, this project will not significantly add to negative
cumulative effects within the assessment area. See Northern Spotted Owl information, Coho
Salmon and Steelhead Information, and Bald Eagle information in section II.

RARE, ENDANGERED, THREATENED, AND SPECIES OF SPECIAL CONCERN

During the plan preparation the THP area and the assessment area was inspected for the
presence of rare, threatened, endangered or sensitive species. These inspections were conducted
by myself , this work was done during the preparation of the plan. If any threatened, rare,
endangered species or species of special concern, including key habitat areas, are discovered
during operations, operations will be halted in the vicinity of the sighting and the California
Department of Forestry & Fire Protection and the Department of Fish and Game will be
contacted to determine the appropriate protective measures.

D. RECREATION ASSESSMENT AREA
Past and Future Activities

Past activities and future activities that have affected the recreation assessment area are the same '
as those listed above under soil productivity assessment area (see Map #1.)

Recreational Resources

The Galbreath ownership is private property. I[n the past recreational use has been limited to small
numbers of people that visit the ranch. The property is gated and recreational access will continue to be
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The Galbreath ownership is private property. In the past recreational use has been limrted to small
numbers of people that visit the ranch. The property is gated and recreational access will continue to be

limited.

Since the area is not cpen to public use and is gated and posted against trespassers, this project will have
an insignificant effect on the public recreational resources assessment area.

E. VISUAL ASSESSMENT AREA

The visual assessment area is the same as the CWE assessment areas (see Map #6.) The plan is
surrounded by privately owned timberiand.

Pastand F Activiti

Past and firture activities that have affected the visual assessment area are the same as those listed above
under watershed assessment areas.

Visual Resoyrces

The Galbreath ownership is private property. Parts of the THP area are visible to the general public from
Highway 128 and from private property on the North side of Highway 128. Very little of the THP area
can be viewed from Highway 128. The silvicultural methods as proposed will provide sufficient residual
trees and vegetation, which will not be aesthetically dispieasing. There are no Special Treatment Areas
designated by the Board of Forestry for their visual values within the THP assessment area. No
reasonably potential significant effects will occur to visual qualities.

F. TRAFFIC ASSESSMENT AREA
Past and Future Activities

Past and furure activities that have affected the traffic assessment area are the same as those listed above
under watershed assessment area. ’

Vehicular Traffic Impacts

The private appurtanant roads to the landowner’s property can be used by the Galbreath property and
have been used historically for timber haul roads. The public road, State Highway 128 have also been

(5). The following sources of information or persons were consulted for preparation of the Cumulative
Impact Assessment.

A. Watershed Resources;
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Water Quality Control Plan for the North Coast Region; North Coast Regional Water Quality
Control Board,; September 21, 1989.

Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act; State Water Resources Control Board, June
1992.

CDF Archives for THP Records; Howard Forest CDF Office.

Ormbaun Valley 7.5 min quadrangle map.

Soil Productivity:

Soil Vegetation Map and Tables prepared by the U.S. Geologicai Survey, 1947 and 1978.

Mendocino Forest Soils Erosion Hazard Guide prepared by the Mendocino County Resource
Conversation District, 1988.

Soil Survey Report, Mendocino County, Western Part and Soil Survey Report, Mendocino
County, Eastern Part and Trinity County, Southeastern Part; USDA Soil Conservation

Service, April 1987.
Biological Resources;
Theodore Wooster, Environmental Services Supervisor, Dept of Fish and Game, Region 3,

Spotted Owl Consultation.
Jeff Longcrier, Wildlife Biologist, 890 Hazel St. Ukiah Ca. 95482 707-462-2315

Tom Daugherty, Fisheries Biologist, 491 N. Oak, Ukiah Ca 95482 707-462-8234
Spotted Owl Data Base Check, CDF and CDF&G.

Endangered, Threatened, and Rare Plants of California. California Department of Fish and
Game, Natural Heritage Division, Plant Conservation Program. Sept. 1998.

"California’s Wildlife", volumes L, IT and III published by the Department of Fish and Game,
May 1988, Nov. 1990, and April 1990.

Endangered and Threatened Animals of California. California Department of Fish and Game,
Natural Heritage Division, Plant Conservation Program. Oct. 1998.

Special Plants List. California Department of Fish and Game, Natural Heritage Division,
Plant Conservation Program. Aug. 1998.

Special Animals List California Department of Fish and Game, Natural Heritage Division,
Mar. 1998.

10. List of California Terrestrial Natural Communities, Diversity Data Base January 1999.
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Recrearion Values. Visual Qualities. Traffic. and General Resource [nformation:

Ombaun Valley 7.5 min quadrangle map.

California Dept. of Forestry and Fire Protection Guidelines for Assessment of Cumularive
Impacts; CDF, August 13, 1991.

Cumulative Impacts Assessment Workshop Binder; CLFA, Redding, Ca., September 1991.
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Section V: Confidential Documents

Archeological Report ' Pgs. 55-69
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NOTE

Informzaction concerning archeological sites has been removed fxrom
THP 1-99-160 MEN in accordance with the policy of the Office of
Histeric 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

locaticns to facilitate review of the project:
1. CCF field unit - Willits
2. Rsviewing Archeoclogist, Mark Gary, Santa Rosa (Region Cfficse)

The criginal copy of this material is maintained in a ccnfidentiaz
file z:z CDF Region I Headguarters, 135 Ridgway Avenue, Santz Rcsa,

CA 95231.

Pages 55 - 69




REVISED PAGES 66.01,6% SUBMITTED 5/28/99

NOTE

_nformation concerning archeolcocgical sites has been removed from
this THP, 1-99-160 MEN in accordance with the policy of The

Cffice of Historic Preservation as adopted by the State Historical

Resources Ccmmission under the authority of Public Resources Code

(¥}

020.4.

Copies of the information have been sent to the following
-ocations

zo facilitate review of the project:
z. CDF field unit - Willits
The origirnal copy of this material is maintained in a confidential

Zile at CDF Region I Headquarters, 135 Ridgway Avenue, Santa Rosa,
CA 98401. Contact Mark Gary, CDF Archeoclogist.



REVISED PAGE 69 SUBMITTED 6/9/99

NOTE

Information concerning archeological sites has been removed from
this THP, 1-99-160 MEN in accordance with tha 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 tc the Ifollowing
locations

to facilitzte review of the project:
1. COF field unit - Willits
The original copy of this material is maintained iz a confidential

file at CDF Region I Headquarters, 135 Ridgway Avenue, Santa Rosa,
CA 95401. Contact Mark Gary, CDF Archeologist.




Section 6
Landowner responsibilities letter
Alternatives
Erosion Hazard Rating Worksheet

Newspaper Domestic Water Notice
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Pg. 71-72

Pg. 73-74

Pg. 75

Pg. 76



f'mcer marvest rlans o laxes ° Loggiag Consuitaticn

CEN WOOD

1021 LAKE MENDOCINO DRIVE
UKIAH, CALIFORNIA 95482

(707) 4624142
FORESTRY SzZRvICE

Mr. Fred Galbreath April 20, 1999

P.O. Box 188

Kentfield, Calif 94904

Dear Mr. Galbreath;

This letter is to inform you of the filing of the “Section 14 North” Timber Harvesting Plan.
In accordance with Item 13(a) of the THP, this letter is in regards to your responsibilities
as the timberiand owner. Your responsibilities are as follows:

1. You must ensure that a Registered Professional Forester conduct any activities which
require an RPF.

2. You must provide the RPF preparing the plan or amendments with complete and
correct information regarding pertinent legal rights to, interests in, and responsibilities
for land, timber, and access as these affect the planning and conduct of timber
operations.

3. Sign the THP certifying knowledge of the plan contents and the requirements of this
section.

4. The three silviculture prescriptions will meet the stocking requirements as follows;
* The Clear-Cut portions of the plan:

A. Wil be planted with Redwood and Douglas-Fir seedlings and will meet
Stocking in five years, this area may meet stocking as soon as the plan is
completed.

* The Sanitation Salvage will meet stocking as soon as the area is harvested.

* The selection prescription will also meet stocking when the area is harvested.
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5. All trees to be harvested will be marked by the RPF, or his supervised
designee,except in the clear-cut area, prior to the start of timber harvest
operations. If you have any questions regarding the mark, please contact the
RPF prior to the start of operations. '

If you have any questions regarding your responsibilities pertaining to the
Timber Harvest Plan, please do not hesitate to call me.

Sincerely,

Kenneth Wood
RPF # 920
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ALTERNATIVES

Purpose:

The purpose of the landowner in proposing this plan is to achieve an economic return from the property
while improving the health and condition of the stand.

Need:

The needs for this project, considering the policies in the Forest Practice Act, include maintaining the
flow of high quality timber products to the economy, avoiding waste of timber resources and
maintaining forest health.

Potential Alternatives:

1. The Project Proposal: This THP presents the project as proposed and would fulfill the Purpose and
Needs for proposing this plan.

2. No Project; This alternative involves no timber harvesting at this time. If trying to achieve an
economic return from the property while improving the health and condition of the stand, a no
harvest alternative would fail. First, if no harvesting of the resources takes place there will be no
economic return from the property. Secondly, portions of the stand are in a declining state in terms
of growth, health, and overall stand vigor and timber conditions. The conifer stands need to be
opened up with some soil disturbance to get good natural seeding and to allow areas to be planted.

In sorhe areas of the plan there are tractor roads that are in, or alongside of, the class III
watercourses. These trails are often associated with past operations in the bottom of the
watercourse that will not be used, or at watercourse crossing areas. Some of these crossing areas
are downcutting and placing sediment in the watercourse. Operations under the proposed THP
would upgrade the areas and put them in compliance with the New Forest Practice Rules.

Accordingly, the No Project Alternative is inconsistent with the purpose of the project and does not

address the need for the project. It is not environmentally superior to the project as described in the
THP. If implemented, the No Project Alternative would likely resuit in significant adverse economic
and environmental impacts.

3. Alternative L and Use: The only other current land use in the area, other than timber production, is
cattle and sheep grazing. While this use would provide for some economic return, it would not
provide the timber management needed for the larger portion of the ranch. Also, this alternative
would not maintain the flow of high quality timber products to the economy or maintain forest

health.

The other main alternative land use is to sub divide the property and sell parcels. The owner does
not want to do this. If parcels were sold, the long-term sustained yield timber management would
- decline and, for many individual parcels, cease altogether. Sensitive species’ habitat would be under
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the types of stress associated with fragmentation of large ownership. Watershed and wildlife
assessment, planning, mitigation, monitoring, and restoration would be much more difficult, if not
impossible to achieve.

Conservation easement and public purchase would mitigate or avoid potential significant adverse
impacts of timber harvesting and upon payment of fair market value would allow the landowner to
realize his investment purposes. However, it is not feasible in the sense that the likelihood of either
occurring in the near or even distant future is remote and speculative.

4. Timing of the Project: The timing of this project as proposed occurs when there is an opportunity
to achieve an economic return while improving the health and condition of the forest. This
opportunity may not exist at another time within the decade. Stand conditions may deteriorate
beyond the point where the economic return and improved stand health may not be possible. It
looks like this is the first year in over ten years we have had an opportunity to take advantage of
the good Douglas fir seed crop we got last year.
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REVIEW TEAM CHAIRMAN'S RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TIMBER
HARVESTING PLAN OR AMENDMENT NO: 1-99-160 MEN

DATE: June 02, 1999
- PAGE: 1
L. To ensure retention of conifer trees as specified in the prescription, and to ensure that

existing regeneration (trees less than 60 years of age), are not harvested under the
Clearcut prescription, prior to the start of timber operations, the RPF shall mark the area
proposed for harvest under the Clearcut silvicultural prescription.

2. The RPF has identified the presence of a Bald Eagle nest within the proposed THP. The
RPF has proposed protection measures in the THP as referenced in 14 CCR 919.2 and
919.3. At the time of submission of the proposed THP, the nest was active. Timber
operations shall not be conducted during the critical nesting period prior to August 15 of
any year of timber operations unless prior approval is obtained from the DF&G.

3. Prior to the start of timber operations, the RPF shall ensure that the request, made by RPF
Mike Howell, on behalf of the adjacent landowner, is complied with or shall provide CDF
with sufficient evidence to confirm that the flagged property line location is correct. The
RPF shall submit documentation to the THP file confirming that this was accomplished.

4. The 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 minor deviation. If
the RPF on the THP does not have the authority under THP Item #13(c) to submit minor
deviations (commonly called "minor amendments"), the Plan Submitter shall be
responsible for accomplishing this mitigation measure.

This mitigation measure s to clarify the LTO(s) responsible for roads and landings
construction, reconstruction and maintenance-refer to 14 CCR 923.7, 943.7, or 963.7.

S. Prior to the beginning of the Director’s 10 working day THP determination period
(14 CCR 1037.4), the RPF shall revise Section II, Item 18 of the proposed THP to state
that erosion control facilities shall be installed if a 30% or greater chance of rainfall is

forecast for thearea. Sqa Ry manche PN}.L_ ¢ O\A'-‘I;Lck.- ¢ / 7 / 97

6. Prior to the beginning of the Directoris 10 working day THP determination period
(14 CCR 1037.4), the RPF shall revise the reference to Table I (14 CCR 916.4) noted in
THP Item 26, page 11. Table Iis within 14 CCR 916.5. S Ruasd _ Fc\.t".j_;_ i
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I agree to the above mitigation measures.

- 3 ! ]
Cl7/99 o el (e
Date M EIVED RPF's Signature ‘
JUN g 9 iecd {ra ETH ("\)CCB

CCOAST AREA OFF{C:C_. ) RPF's Typed or Printed Name
RESQURCE MAMAGEMENT Prin

c:\revteam\sec-rev3.wpd




REVIEW TEAM CHAIRMAN'S RECOMMENDATIONS FOR TIMBER

HARVESTING PLAN OR AMENDMENT NO: 1-99-160 MEN
DATE: June 02, 1999
PAGE: 2
7. Prior to the beginning of the Director’s 10 working day THP determination period

(14 CCR 1037.4), the RPF shall revise the last sentence within THP Item 26, page 12
regarding the temporary crossing removal at THP map point 1 for consistency with 14
CCR 923.3(d) and to permit THP enforceability. The term “dipped out” is not

enforceable. & go Rsnraido P“ﬁ“- 12 SWekad, 6/7/c,?

8. Prior to the beginning of the Director’s 10 working day THP determination period
(14 CCR 1037.4), the RPF shall clarify the mitigation for Red Tree Vole nest trees listed
in THP Item 32, page 19. The RPF does not specify who will do the flagging and
retention marking for such trees, particularly considering the RPF’s authority listed in

THP Item 13c, page 3. Su E‘W_Lu& P(Néj. 19 b":\-:-t-'\ C') 7/79

9. Prior to the beginning of the Director’s 10 working day THP determination period
(14 CCR 1037.4), the RPF shall clarify the following sentence found under “Watershed
and Stream Conditions” on THP page 36: “There are numerous Class III watercourses on
the plan area”. Reference THP map #4, page 32 which identifies the Class III

watercourses within the THP. <o 'QQN‘S\' P&g}—- YA mﬁ)\-— G / 7 / 99

10.  Prior to the beginning of the Director’s 10 working day THP determination period
(14 CCR 1037.4), the RPF shall clearly illustrate a north arow on THP page 69 as
required in the CDF Archaeologist’s first review team question #3. The RPF shall also

include a THP page revision date. o R Q\ Pogﬁ. 9 \};E& L/‘{/??

RECEIVEP

JUN D 91888

FFRICE
COAST AREA OFFIGE
RESOURCE MANAGEME!

3

*************#*************************************Q*******************

I agree to the above mitigation measures.

6]7/99 Tl Lo

Date RPF's Signature

KenNETH (,jeak

RPF's Typed or Printed Name
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