
State of California – Natural Resources Agency  GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor 

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE  MEGHAN HERTEL, Director  

Timberland Conservation Program 

32330N Harbor Dr,  
Fort Bragg, CA 95437 
CTP@wildlife.ca.gov 

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870 

 
From: Jon Hendrix 
Additional CDFW 
Review: Jon Hendrix 
Contact Info: CDFW, Northern Region, Subregion R1A 
Subject: First Review Questions/Comments 
To: CalTREES and Santa Rosa Review Team 
Email:   CTP@wildlife.ca.gov  
CDF Review:  Santa Rosa 
Date: June 23, 2026 
Review Date: June 24, 2026 
Plan: 1-26-00076-HUM, “Little Pepperwood” THP 
Submitter: Seamus Fleming (RPF), Gualala Redwood Timber, LLC 

(landowner) 
 
 
PHI Notifications 
 
CDFW requests to be notified of the PHI dates. Please email Julie Lile (contacts are in 
CalTrees). 
 
 
Recommendations, RPF 
 

1. How was the Watercourse Transition Line established on Big Pepperwood Creek 
where it is adjacent to THP Units: GSEL2, VR3 and VR2? Are there any Channel 
Migration Zones or Floodprone Areas* present between the Creek and base of 
the hillslope? If so, where? What is the site class (1, 2 or 3) in the WLPZs? 

*Meaning, are there any unconfined watercourse channel area present adjacent 
to these units, where there’s a watercourse with a valley to channel width ratio at 
bankfull stage of 4 or greater. 

 
2. How was the Watercourse Transition Line established on Little Pepperwood 

Creek where it is adjacent to THP Units: VR4, VR5 and VR6? Are there any 
Channel Migration Zones or Floodprone Areas* present between the Creek and 
base of the hillslope? If so, where? What is the site class (1, 2 or 3) in the 
WLPZs? 

*Meaning, are there any unconfined watercourse channel area present adjacent 
to these units, where there’s a watercourse with a valley to channel width ratio at 
bankfull stage of 4 or greater. 
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3. What prevents the watercourse adjacent to Unit VR1 from being a Class I 
watercourse from the unit down to the confluence with Big Pepperwood Creek? 
Is there a barrier present? If so, please characterize the barrier and why it is a 
barrier to fish migration for all life stages of fish. If based on stream gradient 
starting at the confluence with Big Pepperwood Creek, what is the approximate 
stream gradient from the confluence and approximatly1,000 feet upstream. 
 

4. Regarding the MAMU habitat near the ‘Green Bridge’ at the confluence of North 
Fork Gualala: Include protection measures, such as those in the MAMU 
consultation 16-R1-CTP-041-MAMU in Section II, Item 32, to avoid potential 
impacts to the Marbled Murrelet (MAMU).  
 
Currently, the THP does not appear to include approved surveys indicating 
probable absence of MAMU at the Green Bridge Habitat Area, or MAMU 
protection measures.  According to 14 CCR 919.11, the THP requires 
consultation with CDFW to determine, in short, if the THP might result in potential 
“take” of MAMU.  While earlier survey efforts resulted in no MAMU detections, 
the 2003 Pacific Seabird Group protocols suggest re-surveying potential habitat 
after 5 years, or more, to support probable absence.  Multiple offshore MAMU 
survey detections at the mouth of the Gualala (including potential juveniles) 
within the nesting season infer potential nesting may be occurring in suitable 
inland habitats within 28 km of the coast.  In order to provide the appropriate 
protection measures for MAMU nesting habitat adjacent to the THP operations 
(including appurtenant road(s)), CDFW recommends the THP include protection 
measures such as those in CDFW consultation 16-R1-CTP-041-MAMU, entitled: 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) Pre-Harvest Inspection (PHI) 
Report for Timber Harvest Plan (THP) 1-16-094 MEN "Plum”. 
 

5. Section II of the THP (page 68) states that botanical surveys are forthcoming; 
however, Section V discloses that a focused survey was completed on May 20, 
2026. Please revise the THP to clarify whether additional surveys are anticipated. 
If so, revise the THP to include a commitment that all survey details (including 
surveyor name and qualifications, survey dates, maps of survey routes, and a 
resultant floristic list) will be amended into the THP prior to operations. 
 

6. The rare plant assessment in Section V (page 386) identifies species for which 
timber operation impacts were ruled out, either because suitable habitat does not 
occur within the THP area or because the species are assumed to be protected 
by virtue of occurring within a WLPZ. Prior to PHI, please revise the table on 
page 387 to include the habitat basis for each species’ determination. 
 
 

 


