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IV.13  Responses to Individual DEIR E-Mail 
Modified Form Letters 

 
This section presents responses to individual public comments that were based on form letters but 
include additional comments that may be substantive.  The responses immediately follow each letter 
and are organized in the same order as the comments in each letter. Attachments were not included 
herein if our response did not directly reference the attachment.  Form letters are found in section V 
of the FEIR. 
 
E-mail submissions with multiple copies of a single letter format will be addressed in one sample from 
each type of form letter. Those with additional comments added will be addressed individually if the 
comment is substantive and thus warrants a separate response. 
 
There will not be comment letters for every number within the series because some letters dropped if 
they were duplicates or if they were found to be form letters.  Form letters are responded to in their 
own section of the FEIR.  
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Email Letter  C2D-27 
 
Please see response to Form Letter 2 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Based upon the analysis performed, which incorporated the best science available, significant 
impacts are not expected to occur.  Please see DEIR Sections VII and VIII.  The comment is not 
supported. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The Board is aware of the history of timber operations within the assessment area.  The analysis of 
potential cumulative environmental impacts associated with individual timber harvest operations is 
performed by the registered professional forester and undergoes a multidisciplinary review during the 
THP process.  Significant impacts are not expected to occur. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The comment is not supported.  The Board believes that the implementation and enforcement of the 
Forest Practice Rules through the THP process is generally effective in preventing significant 
impacts.   
 
Response to Comment 4 
The comment is not supported.  The cutting history within the assessment area is known.  Please see 
Map Figure H of the DEIR for recent cutting history.  The DEIR also acknowledges that impacts have 
occurred in the past.  The analysis demonstrates that significant cumulative impacts are not expected 
to occur as the result of future management of JDSF, considered in conjunction with past, present, 
and reasonably foreseeable probable future projects within the assessment area. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
The comment is general in nature and not supported.  The Board is aware of the fact that impacts 
have occurred in the past as the result of timber harvesting combined with other impacts.  However, 
there is ample evidence of effective forest management within the assessment area.  The degree of 
management and protection has generally increased over time, due to the implementation of 
regulations and a vast increase in management expertise and effective planning and implementation 
by land managers. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
One of the principle intentions of state forest management is to provide economic benefits.  The 
revenue derived from the management of JDSF will continue to be used principally to fund the 
management of the state forests.  In the past, this revenue has funded a number of state programs, 
as was deemed appropriate by the legislature. 
 
Response to Comment 7 
See General Response 2, 6 and 10.  
 
Response to Comment 8 
JDSF will continue to available for research on a broad range of issues related to forest management, 
including restoration and recovery. 
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Email Letter  C2D-30 
 
Please see response to Form Letter 2 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The LWD placement trial on Hare Creek is a cooperative effort with DFG and CAL FIRE.  Subsequent 
assessment of the project by DFG has noted several positive effects.  This includes further 
accumulation of woody debris, formation of deeper pools, storing of sediment, and sorting of gravels 
downstream from the LWD.  This provides improved spawning habitat as well as winter cover for 
juvenile fish.  Monitoring of water temperatures has produced no evidence of warming due to the 
incidental cutting of trees to provide LWD. 
 
The authorized levels of State Forest staff and budget were increased beginning with the 06/07 fiscal 
year.  This included adding a wildlife biologist.  Also stated in the ADFFMP; “In assessing needs for 
the coming decade, greater biological expertise appears to be a high priority.  Expertise in fisheries 
would augment the current wildlife biologist position.  Additional expertise in geology, botany, 
hydrology, and ecology would also be of value.  It is recognized that existing staff can be trained to 
perform many of these functions at a significant level, depending upon individual aptitude, education, 
and training.”  
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Email Letter   C2D-33 
 
Please see response to Form Letter 2 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The potential for the future management of JDSF to significantly impact climate has been considered.  
The management of JDSF will provide net carbon sequestration, thus helping to reduce the potential 
for global warming.  Please see DEIR Section VII.16 for the assessment of carbon and climate 
related effects. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Data collected within JDSF indicates that water temperature has remained relatively stable over the 
past several years, and most sites are within a favorable temperature range for salmonids.  Future 
management will provide for continued maintenance of cool water temperature, as well as continued 
canopy development in areas where shade canopy is lacking.  Significant impacts related to water 
temperature are not expected to occur. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
Although logging of the past, in addition to other freshwater and ocean influences, have affected both 
the juvenile and adult salmon populations, no significant impacts to salmon populations or aquatic 
habitat are expected to occur.  Forest management will not prevent salmonids from returning to 
spawn, since significant changes to habitat are not expected to occur.  Please see DEIR Section 
VII.6.1 for the assessment of potential impacts to aquatic resources. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
The commenter has not provided significant detail related to the general concern that species 
disappear with the elimination of forest cover, and that species habitat is disappearing all over 
California.  The Board has thoroughly considered the potential for timber harvest activity to impact 
wildlife, within JDSF and beyond JDSF within the assessment area.  Significant impacts are not 
expected to occur.  Please see DEIR Section VII.6.6 for the assessment of potential impacts. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
A reasoned response to the general and speculative comments related to greed and the value of 
nature is not possible.  The Forest is being protected and managed as intended by the legislature and 
the Board. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
Forest restoration and public recreation are both major elements of the ADFFMP.  The effects of past 
harvesting within the assessment area, including JDSF, have been considered.  Although clearcutting 
can affect the diversity within specific harvest units, the forest and habitat continues to develop, 
retaining and recruiting a high degree of diversity at the landscape level.  The practice of clearcutting 
will be limited within JDSF.   
 
Response to Comment 7 
JDSF was established by the legislature specifically to demonstrate economical forest management, 
including the production of forest products that creates revenue for the State of California.  The 
expenditure of the revenue is determined primarily by the Governor and the Legislature on an annual 
basis.  Generally speaking, the spending of this revenue is not discretionary, though some discretion 
is exercised within the annual allocation in an effort to manage the state forest in an appropriate 
manner. 
 
Response to Comment 8 
It is recognized that stand management creates temporary changes in microclimate.  The commenter 
fails to provide a specific cause for concern related to changes in microclimate.  Within the state 
forest, these changes tend to be both localized and temporal in nature, as the forest stands 
regenerate, grow, and develop.  Significant impacts related to minor localized changes in 
microclimate are not expected to occur.  
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Email Letter  C2D-37  
 
Please see response to Form Letter 2 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The planned management of JDSF does not jeopardize the nature of forest product utilization or the 
ecology of the North Coast, as the writer asserts.  Nor is it the intent of either the Board or the 
Department to move towards immediate profit, rather than the long term benefit of the forest.  Due to 
the general and unspecific nature of the concern, a reasoned response would call for speculation. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The expressed concern related to prime growth aspects of the redwood forest being impaired by 
current logging practice is also unclear, as is the concern relative to corporate owners proceeding at a 
totally reckless pace.  
  
Response to Comment 3 
The Board and the Department intend to utilize appropriate forest management methods for JDSF.  
Stand thinning is one of the management methods that will be used.  The commenter mentions a 
term called "local yarding" intended to maintain conditions for the optimal growth, but does not include 
a sufficient explanation of the intended meaning of the term.  A reasoned response is not possible. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
It is unclear what the commenter means by "failing this task" and "substantial and perhaps terminal 
damage to the forest's ability to respond to the rapidly changing conditions", as well as the meaning 
of "we are now forming the redwood forsest's immune system".  A reasoned response is not possible.  
The ADFFP will manage the Forest with the goal of maintaining or restoring natural ecological 
function. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
It is not clear what the commenter means by the statement, "Please attend to the rapidly changing 
forest and cultural dynamic that seriously extends to the very survival of our biosphere."  No specific 
potential adverse impact is stated, and a reasoned response is not possible. 
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Email Letter  C2-44  

lease see response to Form Letter 2 

that "environmentally friendly industries and technologies" are of primary interest, and 
re beneficial. 

l 

  The Forest 
rowth will result in a net increase in carbon sequestration during the planning period. 

to 
ic and not clearly stated.  No 

upport is provided for any of the concerns expressed in the letter. 

 

 
P
 
Response to Comment 1 
The concerns expressed by the writer are very general in nature.  As stated the concerns are not 
related to specific management actions or proposals.  A reasoned response cannot be made.  The 
Board concurs 
a
 
The Board does not propose to produce a "loss" of forest land.  The Forest will be managed in a 
sustainable manner, and natural ecosystem process will be maintained or restored.  The potentia
impacts of management were extended beyond JDSF to the assessment area.  The Board has 
determined that no significant impacts related to climate change are expected to occur.
g
 
Forest management will be conducted in a manner that reduces long-term sedimentation and that 
applies appropriate techniques to avoid significant levels of new sediment.  The comment related 
"widescale ecosystem imbalances in the whole region" is not specif
s
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Email Letter C2-46  
 
Please see response to Form Letter 2 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The management of JDSF will promote a high level of carbon sequestration, resulting in a positive 
cumulative effect.  Carbon will be sequestered in the growing inventory of standing live trees, as well 
as within the forest products that come from the Forest.  The growth and use of wood will further off-
set the production and use of building materials that utilize vast amounts of fossil fuel.  Significant 
impacts related to carbon sequestration are not expected to occur.  Please see DEIR Section VII.16. 
 
The Board agrees that protection and restoration of both habitat and fisheries are compatible uses for 
the Forest.  However, the legislation and policy related to the management of JDSF specify that 
sustainable forest management and timber production are primary uses of the Forest. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
JDSF represents an active carbon sink for the State of California and the nation as a whole, in 
addition to the many millions of acres of timberland in public ownership.  The Forest will not be used 
as a "cash cow".  The growth and utilization of timber will remain sustainable, and harvest will remain 
well below the level of annual growth during the term of the management plan. 
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Email Letter C2-60  
 
Please see response to Form Letter 2 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The comment related to finding of similar negative or positive effects attributable to many of the 
alternatives is unclear.  This comment is assumed to concern the various tables within the DEIR that 
compare impacts among the various alternatives.  The Board recognizes that the resulting impacts 
may vary by alternative, depending upon the specifics being considered, but also wishes to inform the 
commenter that the level of impact depicted in the tables is segregated by broad classes or levels of 
impact; from beneficial to significant.  Alternatives C1 through F often share the similar impact level 
category, but this is not always the case (e.g. Table VII.14.4 Recreation). 
 
Response to Comment 2 
It is the Board's intention that the management of JDSF provide for restoration of forest and aquatic 
habitats. 
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Email Letter C2-75 
 
Please see response to Form Letter 2 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The portion of JDSF that lies adjacent to Big River State Park in the Big River watershed will be 
largely managed to promote late seral conditions.  This includes late seral development prescriptions 
specifically intended to recruit habitat for the marbled murrelet (see RDEIR Map Figure 1).  Late seral 
habitat development will be provided by either no harvesting to allow stands to develop in a non-
managed state, or by understory thinning, selective harvest or other management activities designed 
to promote late seral characteristics.  There will be an emphasis on the retention and recruitment of 
snags and downed wood.  See also General Response 9 and 12. 
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Email Letter C2-83  
 
Please see response to Form Letter 2 
 
Response to Comment 1 
CEQA (PRC §21002) requires a lead agency to mitigate the significant environmental effects of a 
proposed project to a level of less than significant or, where that is not achieved, adopt a feasible 
alternative that avoids or substantially lessens the project's significant effects.  The DEIR analysis of 
Alternative C1, originally selected by the Board as the proposed project alternative, identifies 
mitigation measures that reduce all of the project's significant effects to a level of less than significant; 
therefore, there is no requirement to adopt a project alternative.  
 
The RDEIR provided analysis of a new Alternative G that incorporates elements from several 
alternatives, including E.  Again, this proposed project alternative identifies mitigation measures that 
reduce all of the project's significant effects to a level of less than significant; therefore, there is no 
requirement to adopt a project alternative. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Alternative E was not "rejected", and was thus included in the alternatives analysis in both the DEIR 
and RDEIR. The DEIR and the RDEIR included an in-depth comparison of the proposed project 
alternative and the other project alternatives, including E, as required (CCR §15126.6). A detailed 
impact analysis revealed that elements of several of the final alternatives under consideration (A, D, 
E, and F) may be infeasible in part (see DEIR Table VI.1 or RDEIR section II.5 and Table II.4) due to 
the fact that they may not be consistent with the Public Resources Code, regulations, or Board 
policies.  A clear discussion of the statutory framework from which the state forests are managed is 
contained in Section II (Introduction) of the DEIR and a detailed compilation of relevant statutes, 
regulations, and Board policies is provided in DEIR Appendix 5.  
The Board, prior to certifying the FEIR, will make the findings required under CCR §15091 supported 
by substantial evidence in the record 
. 
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Email Letter C2-115  
 
Please see response to Form Letter 2 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The commenter states that clearcut and herbicide logging is proposed, and that this practice is the 
most destructive form of log extraction used by private industry.  The practice of clearcutting may be 
utilized, but will be limited to research and specific regeneration problems.  Herbicides will also be 
utilized, but in a careful and controlled manner.  The comment is not specific in identifying the form of 
destruction that is believed to occur as the result of these management practices.  Both clearcutting 
and herbicide use will be practiced and mitigated  in a fashion that is not likely to produce significant 
impacts.  Please see DEIR Section VII the assessment of potential impacts to forest resources, 
including wildlife, fisheries, and watershed resources. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The forest will be managed to develop a significant acreage of late seral and older forest structure.  
The Board is aware of the harvest history within the assessment area, and of the historic stream 
damage that has occurred.  The management of the Forest will not produce impacts at levels 
observed in the past.  The Forest will be managed in a manner that provides an opportunity for 
recovery of forest, watershed, and biological systems.  Significant cumulative impacts are not 
expected to occur.  
 
Response to Comment 3 
The Board will not speculate as to the specific water quality monitoring sites and reports being 
referred to by the writer.  The basic premise of the comment is unsupported and unfounded. 
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Email Letter C2-129  
 
Please see response to Form Letter 2 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The meaning of the comment related to rebuilding our redwood forests is not clear.  It is the Board's 
intent that the redwood forests within JDSF remain healthy and sustainable, and that ecological 
process be maintained or restored.  A significant area of JDSF will be managed to develop late seral 
forest or older forest structure.  All old growth groves will be preserved. 
 
Please see the assessment of potential impacts to the various biological resources of JDSF, found in 
DEIR Section VII.6.  Significant impacts are not expected to occur. 
 
It is unclear what the commenter means by the statement that third growth forests are not as strong 
as second growth, which is not as strong as first growth.  A reasoned response is not possible.  While 
future management will create new age classes of trees as part of the sustained management of 
JDSF, most of the forest will be managed on an uneven-aged basis, which will ultimately produce 
stands of trees of different sizes and ages.  The terms second and third growth are relevant primarily 
to even-aged forms of stand management, which may be utilized on no more than 26 percent of 
JDSF. 
 
JDSF is, and will continue to be a diverse ecosystem.  Clearcutting remains a viable form of stand 
management within the region, the state, and the nation.  However, the use of clearcutting will be 
limited within JDSF. 
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Email Letter  C2-148  
 
Please see response to Form Letter 2 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The management of JDSF will provide for continued recovery of the stream habitat system.  Please 
see the analysis performed in the DEIR (Section VII.6.1).  Significant impacts are not expected to 
occur.  The plan is not expected to contribute to a decline in the commercial or sport fishery. 
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Email Letter  C2-149  
 
Please see response to Form Letter 2 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The Board considers the management plan for JDSF to include provision for logging activity that is 
both careful, mindful, and protective of the various resources found within the Forest.  Invasive plants 
will be controlled and prevented from spreading, by use of an integrated weed management system.   
 
Most of the invasive plants found within JDSF and on adjacent forest lands in the assessment area 
can thrive in an environment that includes sunlight and bare soil surfaces that are prone to seed 
establishment.  In cases where past clearcuts or other forms of harvest have created these 
conditions, invasives have expanded.  The Plan will incorporate consideration of these mechanisms 
and will attempt to control conditions under which invasive species can spread.  This will include 
control of existing populations to reduce the availability of seed.  The common invasive species within 
JDSF include French broom, Scotch broom, and Pampas grass.  These species do not tend to invade 
areas in the absence of bare soil.  Most timber harvest areas retain significant levels of ground cover. 
The proposed management of invasive species has been assessed in the DEIR.  Please see DEIR 
Section VII.6.2 and Section VII.8. 
 
Recent timber harvest operations within JDSF have prevented significant impacts associated with 
erosion, and have maintained a well vegetated understory.  However, there have been instances 
where roads and trails utilized to move logs from the forest have created conditions conducive to the 
establishment of invasive species.  The management plan provides for consideration of these 
conditions, and provides a means to prevent the spread of invasive species.  Redwood forest is 
capable of rapid regeneration when the overstory canopy has been reduced or removed.  The 
regeneration potential is clearly evident throughout JDSF, including areas that have been clearcut in 
the past.  Significant impacts related to reductions in shade are not expected to occur.  
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Email Letter  C2-173  
 
Please see response to Form Letter 2 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Opposition to the DEIR noted.  The Forest will be managed on a sustainable basis for research and 
demonstration purposes.  Restoration of older forest and properly functioning ecological processes is 
one of the goals of the management plan. 
 
The County Board of Supervisors voted in support of Alternative D.  Many elements of Alternative D 
have been incorporated into the alternative that was adopted (Alternative G). 
 
The Board believes that JDSF has been managed in an appropriate manner, in compliance with the 
legal mandate established by the legislature, and according to Board policy.  Alternative G will 
provide for a broader range of management than in the past, with restoration and ecological function 
being very important considerations. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The comments related to clearcutting of large areas without supervision are general and 
unsupported.  The Board does not concur with these unsupported claims.  Reference to helicopter 
yarding after dark prior to the opening of courts is unclear and does not appear to refer to JDSF.  No 
helicopter yarding operations within JDSF have been associated with civil suits. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
Please see the DEIR for an assessment of the potential impacts to recreational resources (Section 
VII.14).  Significant impacts are not expected to occur.  The Forest has remained open to recreational 
activity.   
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Email Letter  C5-1 
 
Please see response to Form Letter 5 
 
Response to Comment1 
See General Response 9, 14, and 15. 
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Email Letter  7-1 
 
See response to Form Letter 7. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2, 8, 9, 11, 12, 15 and 16.  The Board contends that the “human uses of 
wood” cannot be easily replaced with resources that do not have environmental impacts.   
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Email Letter  7-18 
 
See response to Form Letter 7. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The comment writer states that redwoods should be treated as an endangered species.  According to 
the Dictionary of Forestry published by the Society of American Foresters, the definition of an 
endangered species is:  “any species of plant or animal defined through the Endangered Species Act 
of 1976 as being in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range, and 
published in the Federal Register.”  The broad range and abundance of redwood trees in California 
exclude them from this definition.   
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Email Letter  7-23 
 
See response to Form Letter 7. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
JDSF is not managed solely for the production of redwood lumber.  The role of JDSF as a research 
and demonstration forest cannot be replaced with a shift to an alternative timber product. 
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Email Letter  7-24 
 
See response to Form Letter 7. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
JDSF will remain a redwood forest and will continue to be managed for research and demonstration. 
See also General Response 2, 13, 14, 15 and 16. 
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Email Letter  7-35 
 
See response to Form Letter 7. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The ADFFMP does not propose to cut old growth (see General Response 8).  The management plan 
calls for sustainable management of the forest (see General Response 15). 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Rather than “endanger” the forest, the ADFFMP represents significant advancement in the 
management practices aimed at protection and restoration of environmental resources.  One of the 
primary goals of the JDSF Management Plan is to achieve net improvements of conditions for all 
natural resources over time in comparison to existing conditions. The plan is designed to balance 
demonstration and research, production of timber products, and the desires of the public, while 
improving the overall health and ecosystem function of the forest. 
 
Since its inception, JDSF has been managed as a research and demonstration forest.  JDSF serves 
as a unique resource for developing the science that will guide the development of improved 
management practices and future forest practice rules. To support the research and demonstration 
mandate there has been an effort to maintain a viable outdoor laboratory by managing the forest to 
create diverse stand and habitat types.  This diversity is needed to assess the effects of a broad 
range of management activities.  Requests to manage JDSF for a single purpose, such as 
development of late seral and old growth stand conditions, while important, will severely limit the 
research and demonstration potential of the forest.  The diverse habitats created by a broad spectrum 
of management practices has allowed for flexibility and opportunity for research as the issues and 
concerns involved in forest management have evolved over the past 50 years. 
 
JDSF’s management direction derives directly from legislative statutes, regulations, and policies set 
by the State Board of Forestry and Fire Protection.  Per Board policy, the primary purpose of JDSF is 
to conduct innovative demonstrations, experiments, and education in forest management (Board of 
Forestry Policy 0351.2).  The legislation that provided for establishment of JDSF makes it very clear 
that demonstration of maximum sustained timber production is one of the primary purposes of forest 
management on JDSF.  Implementation of the ADFFMP is not expected to cause significant adverse 
environmental impacts. 
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Email Letter  7-54 
 
See response to Form Letter 7. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Information regarding who the timber is sold to is available to the public.  Sale of raw timber from 
JDSF for export is not allowed.  PRC 4650.1 requires that timber from JDSF cannot be exported 
“unless it is sawn on four sides to dimensions not greater than 4 inches by 12 inches”.   CCR 1516 
requires that “said timber will not be substituted for timber exported from the purchaser’s private 
land”.  See DEIR Appendix 5; Statutes, Regulations, and Policies Governing State Forests. 
 
Currently California imports approximately 70% of its wood products. 
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Email Letter  7-81 
 
See response to Form Letter 7. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The designation of JDSF as a research and demonstration forest remains unchanged.  See Email 
Letter 7-35, Response to Comment 2. 
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Email Letter  7-114 
 
See response to Form Letter 7. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See Email Letter C2-46, Response to Comment 1; and Email Letter 7-35, Response to Comment 2. 
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Email Letter  7-122 

ee response to Form Letter 7. 

me 

 
rare plant (G5-

2S3 CNPS2.3), but is not known from Mendocino County per CNDDB 6/2/2007.  

 

r fungi found at JDSF that are not found in 
ld growth redwood forests as the commenter observes. 

SF will continue to provide a broad range of habitat for wildlife.  See General 
esponse 11 and 12. 

ee General Response 2, 14 and 15.  

 

 
S
 
Response to Comment 1 
The comment letter states that “pipe fungus” grows nowhere else than JDSF. The comment letter 
does not provide a scientific name. The common name provided does not match any common   na
any used in David Aurora’s 960 page reference book “Mushrooms Demystified, (Second edition, 
1986, Ten Speed Press, Berkley CA.) There is fungus known as fairy clubs. Monotropa uniflora is a
non-green plant known by the common name Indian pipe.  It has some status as a 
S
 
The DEIR (VII-6.2-10) discloses there are five fungi species known only from JDSF. These species 
do not match the description in the comment letter.  The comment letter does not provide adequate
information to support the claim that this plant or fungi occurs only at JDSF.  The DIER and FEIR 
contains measures insure rare plants are protected from management impacts. Because JDSF has a 
range of forest ages and conditions, there may be plants o
o
 
Response to Comment 2 
The management of JD
R
 
Response to Comment 3 
S
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Email Letter  7-186 
 
See response to Form Letter 7. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 15. 
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Email Letter  7-209 
 
See response to Form Letter 7. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The DEIR provides analysis of potential impacts and mitigations of the proposed project related to 
mesocarnivores such as marten and Pacific fisher (DEIR section VII.6.6).  That analysis indicated that 
no significant adverse impacts are anticipated due to implementation of the proposed project as 
mitigated.  
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Email Letter  7-251 
 
See response to Form Letter 7. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2, 15, and 16. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Sale of timber from JDSF for export is “strictly controlled”.  PRC 4650.1 requires that timber from 
JDSF cannot be exported “unless it is sawn on four sides to dimensions not greater than 4 inches by 
12 inches”.   CCR 1516 requires that “said timber will not be substituted for timber exported from the 
purchaser’s private land”.  See DEIR Appendix 5; Statutes, Regulations, and Policies Governing 
State Forests. 
 
Currently California imports approximately 70% of its wood products. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
Analysis of the economic setting and effects of the proposed can be found in Section III of the DEIR.  
Timber sales are the primary source of funding for restoration and maintenance on the state forests. 
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