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PROJECT OVERVIEW  

Timberland 
Owner/Plan 
Submitter 

Save the Redwoods League 

RPF Madeline V. Pusich 

THP Location Sonoma County, approximate elevation 600 to 1,200 feet  

CalWATER 
Planning 
Watershed: 
Version 2.2.1 

Haupt Creek (1113.840301), Middle South Fork Gualala 
(1113.850103)  

Silviculture (Acres)  
Un-evenaged selection (21 acres), fuel break/defensible space 
(102 acres), no harvest (6 acres)  

Yarding method 
Ground-based tractor including end/long lining, rubber tire 
skidder, forwarder, feller buncher; shovel yarding, tethered 
operations  

Other THP 
activities 

Road construction (1,500 feet), landing construction, site 
preparation, watercourse crossings, water drafting, winter 
operations 

PHI Date(s) September 14, 2026 

CalTREES PHI 
Recommendations 
Due Date 

September 23, 2026 

Biological 
Resources of 
Concern 

Chinook salmon, coho salmon, steelhead, marbled murrelet, 
northern spotted owl, gray wolf, Sonoma tree vole, foothill yellow-
legged frog, California red-legged frog, northwestern pond turtle 

PHI Attendees 
• Kristin Garrison, Environmental Scientist, California 

Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) 

• Kim Sone, CAL FIRE 
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As a Trustee Agency for California’s fish, wildlife, and native plant resources (Public 
Resources Code Section 21000, et seq.), a Responsible Agency pursuant to CEQA Section 
15381 and Trustee Agency pursuant to Section 15386, and a Review Team Agency under 
Title 14, California Code of Regulations Section (14 CCR) Section 1037.5(a), CDFW provides 
the following feasible and project-specific recommendations in order to avoid or reduce 
potentially significant direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts to biological resources in 
accordance with the Forest Practice Rules, 14 CCR Section 1037.5(f)(1). 

This report presents CDFW’s evaluation of proposed timber operations on fish, plants, and 
wildlife, and their habitat. CDFW’s evaluation is based on review of the THP document and 
participation in the PHI. CDFW used the THP, field inspection, and the databases that contain 
biological resource information, including the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB; 
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB) to identify and evaluate potential risks to biological 

resources. 

This report should be applied to the review of all other documents related to this project 
prepared and reviewed pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 

PREHARVEST INSPECTION OBSERVATIONS 

The purpose of the PHI was to evaluate proposed timber harvesting operations and identify 
potentially significant adverse impacts to fish and wildlife resources within the THP boundary.  

Section II, Biological Resources – Northern Spotted Owl 

During the PHI, CDFW pointed out an error in the NSO measure set heading within Section II, 
Item 32(a), page 65, which states, “Timber operations outside the 100-acre core area, but 
within 0.25 mile of an AC: Does Not Apply”. However, Section II, Silviculture Map, page 102, 
indicates single tree selection and fuel breaks/defensible space silviculture is proposed outside 
of the 100-acre core area and within 0.25 miles of Activity Center (AC) SON0019. Therefore, 
the measures listed under this heading are applicable (i.e. timber operations may be 
conducted outside of the breeding season and no timber operations should proceed during the 
breeding season unless protocol surveys do not detect NSO). CDFW recommended this text 
be revised to remove the “Does Not Apply” language and the RPF agreed. Additionally, CDFW 
brought to the RPFs attention that there are several locations within Section II, Item 32(a), 
pages 65 and 66, where helicopter operation measures are included for northern spotted owl, 
however no helicopter operations are proposed. The RPF confirmed this language was 
included in error, and helicopter operations will not be conducted as part of the THP 
operations. CDFW recommended this language be removed and the RPF agreed. CDFW 
recommends Item 32(a), northern spotted owl, be revised from the current language which 
states, “Timber operations outside the 100-acre core area, but within 0.25 mile of an AC: Does 
Not Apply” to “Timber operations outside the 100-acre core area, but within 0.25 mile of an 

• Carey Wilder, North Coast Regional Water Quality Control 
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• Madeline V. Pusich, Registered Professional Forester (RPF) 

https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB


HRRR THP (1-26-00099-SON) 
September 23, 2026 
Page 3 of 5 

 
AC:” and Item 32(a) be revised to remove all northern spotted owl measures pertaining to 
helicopter operations. (Recommendation 1) 

Justification: Revision of Item 32(a) will accurately indicate that northern spotted owl protection 
measures outside of the 100-acre core area and within 0.25 miles of an AC are applicable and 
removal of measures relating to helicopter operations will accurately depict THP operations. 

Section II, Biological Resources and Map Point Table, and Section III 1611 Addendum – Coho, 
Steelhead, and Chinook Salmon 

During the PHI, CDFW discussed that Item 32(a) and the “Notification Information List 
Pursuant to Fish and Wildlife Code Section 1611” (1611 Addendum) includes a specific work 
period for the watercourse crossing at Map Point 13 (June 1 through October 15), however, 
the THP does not explain if this work period will avoid impacts to coho, steelhead, and 
chinook. Map Point 13 is an existing culvert on a seasonal road on a Class I watercourse. The 
proposed work includes removal of the culvert and installation of a low-water ford. The RPF 
explained the watercourse should be dry during operations and work would be conducted 
during the time of year when the channel is expected to be driest, however, there is a 
possibility there could be water in the channel. Additionally, the RPF explained that if work 
occurs when listed fish are present, the fish would only be found in isolated pools that are near 
but not found within the work area. At the PHI, CDFW walked up and downstream from Map 
Point 13 and confirmed the presence of isolated pool habitat outside of the work area. Despite 
the lack of pools at Map Point 13, if water is present during operations there is a possibility that 
listed fish species are present and therefore a survey should be conducted to confirm fish 
presence. Additionally, due to the Class I watercourse classification and potential impacts to 
salmonid species during the extended wet weather period, CDFW recommends the work 
period for Map Point 13 be limited to June 15 through October 15 and included in Item 32(a), 
the Map Point Table and 1611 addendum.  

CDFW recommends the Section II Item 32(a) coho, steelhead and chinook sections be revised 
to state if water is present at Map Point 13 prior to operations, a survey shall be conducted for 
listed fish within and adjacent to the work area and the RPF shall consult with CDFW if listed 
species are discovered. CDFW recommends the Section II Item 32(a) coho, steelhead and 
chinook sections, Map Point Table Map Point 13 section, and the Section III “Notification 
Information List Pursuant to Fish and Wildlife Code Section 1611” Map Point 13 section be 
revised to state the work window shall be June 15 through October 15, work shall be 
conducted when the channel is expected to be driest, and if water is present during operations 
a survey shall be conducted for listed fish within and adjacent to the work area and the RPF 
shall consult with CDFW if listed species are discovered.  (Recommendation 2)  

Justification: Revising Item 32(a), the Map Point Table, and the 1611 Addendum will provide 
clarity as to how impacts to listed fish species will be avoided.  

Section II, LTO Felling Instructions and Biological Resources – Sonoma Tree Vole, Red Tree 
Vole 

During the PHI, CDFW discussed that Section IV, page 216, states habitat is present within the 
THP area for the Sonoma tree vole and red tree vole and that nest trees will be retained, 
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however, these species are not discussed in Section II, specifically Item 32(a) and Item 14 
LTO Felling Instructions which are enforceable sections of the THP. CDFW recommended this 
information and protective measures be included in Section II of the THP and the RPF agreed. 
CDFW recommends Item 32(a) and Item 14 LTO Felling Instructions be revised to include 
discussion of Sonoma tree vole and red tree vole suitable habitat and potential presence within 
the THP area and protection measures including nest tree retention. (Recommendation 3) 

Justification: Revising Section II of the THP to disclose Sonoma and red tree vole habitat and 
protection measures will avoid take of Sonoma tree vole and red tree vole as Section II is an 
enforceable section of the THP.  

Section II, Biological Resources – Northwestern Pond Turtle 

During the PHI, CDFW discussed that Section IV, page 227, states habitat is present within the 
THP area for the northwestern pond turtle, however, this species is not discussed and no 
protective measures are included in Section II Item 32(a). CDFW recommended this 
information and protective measures be included in Section II of the THP which is an 
enforceable section of the THP, and the RPF agreed. CDFW recommends Item 32(a) be 
revised to include information regarding the potential presence of and suitable habitat for 
northwestern pond turtle in the THP area and include a protective measure stating, “If a 
northwestern pond turtle is found during operations, halt all operations within 200 feet and 
allow the turtle to leave the work area of its own volition. If northwestern pond turtles cannot be 
avoided during operations, contact CDFW for a consultation regarding additional protection 
measures.” (Recommendation 4) 

Justification: Revising Section II of the THP to disclose northwestern pond turtle habitat and 
include protective measures will avoid take of northwestern pond turtle as Section II is an 
enforceable section of the THP. 

Section II, Biological Resources – Foothill Yellow-legged Frog 

During the PHI, CDFW discussed that Section IV, page 221, states habitat is present within the 
THP area for the foothill yellow-legged frog, however, this species is not discussed and no 
protective measures are included in Section II Item 32(a). CDFW recommended this 
information and protective measures be included in Section II of the THP which is an 
enforceable section of the THP, and the RPF agreed. CDFW recommends Item 32(a) be 
revised to include information regarding the potential presence of and suitable habitat for 
foothill yellow-legged frog in the THP area and include a protective measure stating, “If a 
foothill yellow-legged frog is found during operations, halt all operations within 200 feet and 
allow the frog to leave the work area of its own volition. If foothill yellow-legged frogs cannot be 
avoided during operations, contact CDFW for a consultation regarding additional protection 
measures.” (Recommendation 5) 

Justification: Revising Section II of the THP to disclose foothill yellow-legged frog habitat and 
include protective measures will avoid take of foothill yellow-legged frog as Section II is an 
enforceable section of the THP.  
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

1) Prior to 2nd review, CDFW recommends Item 32(a), northern spotted owl, be revised 
from the current language which states, “Timber operations outside the 100-acre core 
area, but within 0.25 mile of an AC: Does Not Apply” to “Timber operations outside the 
100-acre core area, but within 0.25 mile of an AC:” and Item 32(a) be revised to remove 
all northern spotted owl measures pertaining to helicopter operations. 

2) Prior to 2nd review, CDFW recommends the Section II Item 32(a) coho, steelhead and 
chinook sections be revised to state if water is present at Map Point 13 prior to 
operations, a survey shall be conducted for listed fish within and adjacent to the work 
area and the RPF shall consult with CDFW if listed species are discovered. CDFW 
recommends the Section II Item 32(a) coho, steelhead and chinook sections, Map Point 
Table Map Point 13 section, and the Section III “Notification Information List Pursuant to 
Fish and Wildlife Code Section 1611” Map Point 13 section be revised to state the work 
window shall be June 15 through October 15, work shall be conducted when the 
channel is expected to be driest, and if water is present during operations a survey shall 
be conducted for listed fish within and adjacent to the work area and the RPF shall 
consult with CDFW if listed species are discovered.  

3) Prior to 2nd review, CDFW recommends Item 32(a) and Item 14 LTO Felling 
Instructions be revised to include discussion of Sonoma tree vole and red tree vole 
potential presence within the THP area and protection measures including nest tree 
retention. 

4) Prior to 2nd review, CDFW recommends Item 32(a) be revised to include information 
regarding the potential presence of and suitable habitat for northwestern pond turtle in 
the THP area and include a protective measure stating, “If a northwestern pond turtle is 
found during operations, halt all operations within 200 feet and allow the turtle to leave 
the work area of its own volition. If northwestern pond turtles cannot be avoided during 
operations, contact CDFW for a consultation regarding additional protection measures.” 

5) Prior to 2nd review, CDFW recommends Item 32(a) be revised to include information 
regarding the potential presence of and suitable habitat for foothill yellow-legged frog in 
the THP area and include a protective measure stating, “If a foothill yellow-legged frog 
is found during operations, halt all operations within 200 feet and allow the frog to leave 
the work area of its own volition. If foothill yellow-legged frogs cannot be avoided during 
operations, contact CDFW for a consultation regarding additional protection measures.” 

 




