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IV.14 Responses to Individual RDEIR E-Mail 
Comments EC-1 to EC-184 

 
This section presents responses to individual public comments (i.e., not form letter or form letter 
based) received via e-mail. The responses immediately follow each letter and are organized in the 
same order as the comments in each letter. Several of the letters included attachments. Attachments 
were not included herein if our response did not directly reference the attachment. 
 
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 EC-1 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative G noted. 
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Email Letter EC-2  
 
Response to Comments 1-2 
Comments noted. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
Comment noted.  The Board’s proposed Administrative Draft Final Forest Management Plan is based 
on minor modifications to Alternative G, which was circulated as a part of the 2007 Recirculated Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (RDEIR).  The proposed Administrative Draft Final Forest Management 
Plan establishes that, given the various management constraints and goals of the Plan, the annual 
average harvest is expected to be in the range of 20-25 MMBF per year and may not exceed 35 
MMBF.  The harvest ceiling established in the Administrative Draft Final Forest Management Plan, 
although not likely to be achieved, is close to the average annual harvest level estimated for 
Alternative B. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
The Board recognizes the importance of the research and demonstration role of Jackson 
Demonstration State Forest (JDSF).  The Board and the Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 
(CAL FIRE) have both expressed an interest in JDSF being the flagship of a world-class research and 
demonstration forest system.  The top goal detailed in the Administrative Draft Final Forest 
Management Plan is Research and Demonstration (see Administrative Draft Final Forest 
Management Plan, Chapter 1): 
 

Goal #1 - RESEARCH AND DEMONSTRATION: Improve the amount and 
quality of information concerning economic forest and timber management, forest 
ecosystem processes, watershed processes, performance of forest protection 
measures, that is available to the general public, forest landowners, resource 
professionals, timber operators, the timber industry, and researchers. 

 
Response to Comment 5  
The potential role for JDSF in testing the efficacy of forest management techniques is specifically 
addressed in the Administrative Draft Final Forest Management Plan, including the designation of 
three areas for testing approaches to riparian restoration demonstration (see Map Figure 5). 
 
The statutes and Board policies for the management of the Demonstration State Forests and JDSF in 
particular are discussed and reproduced in the 2005 DEIR (see, e.g., Section II and Appendix 5).  
The Board carefully reviewed these mandates in its consideration of management direction for JDSF 
and finds that the Administrative Draft Final Forest Management Plan is consistent with them. 
 
It should be noted that Board Policies 0351.2 and 0351.3 both stress that the primary purpose of the 
Demonstration State Forests is to conduct innovative demonstrations, experiments, and education in 
forest management (see response to Comment 4 above, Goal #1). 
 
Goals #2-4 more specifically describe how a balance is to be achieved among (#2) Forest 
Restoration, (#3) Watershed and Ecosystem Processes, and (#4) Timber Management.  Recreation, 
which is addressed under Goal #5, clearly plays a secondary role to other forest management 
objectives.  Maximum sustained production of high quality timber production is addressed under the 
response to Comment 7. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
See response to Comments 5 and 7. 
 
Response to Comment 7   
See response to Comment 5.  Public Resources Code (PRC) § 4639 defines “management” of JDSF 
as: 
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... the handling of forest crop and forest soil so as to achieve maximum sustained 
production of high quality forest products while giving consideration to values 
relating to recreation, watershed, wildlife, range and forage, fisheries, and 
aesthetic enjoyment. 

 
The Board has substantial discretion in determining the consideration to be given to the listed 
nontimber values while implementing the direction for maximum sustained production of high quality 
forest products.   
 
The statutes and Board policies for the management of the Demonstration State Forests and JDSF in 
particular are discussed and reproduced in the 2005 DEIR (see, e.g., section II and Appendix 5).  The 
Board carefully reviewed these mandates in its consideration of management direction for JDSF and 
finds that the Administrative Draft Final Forest Management Plan is consistent with them.  See also 
the response to Comment 5. 
 
Response to Comment 8 
While the Board has not chosen the specific management direction of Alternative B, the 
Administrative Draft Final Forest Management Plan approved by the Board provides the various 
elements described in the comment.  While the Board anticipates that the Administrative Draft Final 
Forest Management Plan will result in a lower level of harvest than would Alternative B [an expected 
20-25 million board feet (MMBF) per year for the Administrative Draft Final Forest Management Plan, 
but in no case greater than 35MMBF/year, as compared to 35.6 MMBF/year for Alternative B], the 
Board notes that this level of harvest will provide substantial revenues for management of JDSF, 
including research and demonstration. 
 
Response to Comment 9 
Comment noted.  Please also see response to Comments 5 and 7. 
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Email Letter EC-4 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative G noted. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Opposition to limitations on silviculture and the JDSF advisory committee noted. 
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Email Letter EC-35 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Opposition to clearcutting noted.  JDSF is a research and demonstration forest and the proposed 
management is consistent with existing legislation.  The silvicultural allocation is based on creating 
diverse stand and habitat types to maintain a viable outdoor laboratory and support a diverse 
research program.  The Board contends that timber harvesting, including limited even-age 
management, is compatible with multiple use concepts.  No significant adverse environmental 
impacts are expected.  Please see General Response 2 and 10 for a discussion of the purpose of the 
state forest system and evenage management, respectively.   
 
Response to Comment 2 
The management plan and RDEIR represent careful consideration of input from a wide breadth of 
resource professionals.   
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Email Letter EC-37 
 
See Response to Comment Form Letter 9. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 10. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 2 and 16. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
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 current plan is based on 
a monitoring and adaptive management feedback system.  Goals are set for desired future conditions 
and monitoring is utilized to provide feedback regarding the effectiveness of management strategies 
in achieving those goals.  Subsequent management actions will be modified as necessary to insure 
that resource conditions are on the correct trajectory to meet the stated management goals.  The 
management plan represents state of the art management practices and implementation is not 
expected to produce significant adverse environmental impacts.   
 
The protection and restoration of functioning ecological systems is given high priority.  This includes 
managing all Class I and II WLPZs for development of late seral conditions (see General Response 
11), a road management plan (see General Response 13), designation of 33% of the forest to some 
form of older forest structure (see General Response 8 and 9), and maintenance and enhancement of 
wildlife habitat (see General Response 12). 
 
Forest growth will continue to exceed the planned harvest level by a wide margin, resulting in an 
increasing inventory and positive impacts related to carbon sequestration. 
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Email Letter EC-38 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 15. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 10. 
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Email Letter EC-39 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 17. 
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Email Letter EC-41 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 10. 
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Email Letter EC-42 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 10. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Forest growth will continue to exceed the planned harvest level by a wide margin, resulting in an 
increasing inventory and positive impacts related to carbon sequestration.  RDEIR, Table III.19 
serves to rank the various alternatives in regards to carbon sequestration over the 100-year planning 
period.  While the Board recognizes the importance of the environmental effects of global warming, 
requests to manage JDSF for a single purpose, such as maximizing carbon sequestration, will 
severely limit the research and demonstration potential of the forest.  The diverse habitats created by 
a broad spectrum of management practices will allow for flexibility and opportunity for research as the 
issues and concerns involved in forest management evolve, including carbon sequestration. 
 
In addition to the value that JDSF can provide directly, the demonstration of a broad range of 
management practices and the information gained from research on the forest can extend the value 
of JDSF beyond its borders.  Land use conversion to non-forest uses, and the resulting emissions of 
green house gases, is an ongoing problem. By demonstrating economic forest management JDSF 
can serve to reduce this trend.   
 
See also the response to DEIR comment letter E-116. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
See General Responses 8, 9, and 15. 
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Email Letter EC-43 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2, 9, and 16. 
 
Response to Comment 2   
JDSF is “former industrial timberland” that through reforestation efforts has developed into a largely 
healthy young growth forest.  JDSF continues to be available for a wide variety of forest research, 
including reforestation and restoration. See also General Response 15. 
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Email Letter EC-44 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Public comment was encouraged throughout the development of the DFMP and EIR process and the 
comments and recommendations of the Mendocino working group, the Mendocino County Board of 
Supervisors and the people of Mendocino County have been carefully considered.   
 
The Board and CAL FIRE are responsible for developing a management plan for JDSF that is 
consistent with existing legislation and supports the research and demonstration mandate of the state 
forest system.  Timber harvesting, including the allocation of various silvicultural prescriptions, under 
the ADFFMP is based on providing a varied landscape with a set of forest structures designed to 
support a diverse research and demonstration program.  See also General Response 2 and 10.   
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Email Letter EC-45 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See Email Letter EC-44, Response to Comment 1 above. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 10. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
See General Response 15. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
See General Response 2, 16, and 17. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
See Email Letter EC-44, Response to Comment 1 above. 
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EC-48 
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Email Letter EC-48 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The Board duly notes the urging of the comment to adopt Alternative G. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The Board notes the comment's proposal to put the Woodlands STA and the Woodlands Park under 
unified management. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The Board does not intend to preclude access to the recreational trails within the Woodlands Special 
Treatment Area.  These trails have been identified within the management plan, and will be afforded 
with the protection specified therein.  In addition, Alternative G proposes to designate the STA as a 
Late Seral Development Area, with the exception of the existing Railroad Gulch research area, which 
was selectively harvested in the 1980s.  Significant impacts to recreational resources or aesthetics 
are not expected to occur. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
The potential impacts upon recreational resources have been considered, and no significant impacts 
are expected to occur.  Any future project contemplated to occur within the STA will include a site-
specific assessment of potential impacts to aesthetic resources, recreational use, watershed 
resources.  This assessment would include potential impacts associated with noise, dust, erosion, 
slope stability, vegetative disturbance.  In addition, the Department's management within the STA is 
constrained by the existing Memorandum of Understanding between CAL FIRE and DPR.  The 
legislation that established the park and STA also specifies that the CAL FIRE must consult with the 
Department of Parks and Recreation concerning matters that may affect the park.  Please see DEIR 
Sections VII.2, 5, 6, 7, 10, 12, 14 and Section VIII). 
 
Response to Comment 5 
One of the primary purposes of the Woodlands Camp, as established by the Legislature, is childhood 
education, including education concerning resources conservation and utilization.  Due to the 
designation of most of the STA as a Late Seral Development Area, any timber operations in areas so 
designated would be selective in nature, involving primarily light timber removal.  Only a single timber 
operation is proposed for this area in the Short-Term Harvest Schedule (RDEIR Alterntive G, Table 
II.3); the continuation of a study that demonstrates forms of uneven-aged management.  This harvest 
project, when planned in detail, will include an assessment of potential impacts to aesthetics, 
recreational resources, and watershed resources. Significant impacts to recreational resources and 
aesthetics are not expected to occur. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
There will be no reductions in the availability of trails as the result of timber harvest, though directly 
affected trail segments may be temporarily closed.  
 
Response to Comment 7 
Please see DEIR Section VII.10) for an assessment of potential effects to watershed resources.  No 
significant impacts are expected to occur.  
 
Response to Comment 8 
Please see DEIR Section 6.1 for an assessment of potential effects to aquatic resources.  No 
significant impacts are expected to occur. 
 
Response to Comment 9 
The National Park Service purchased this land primarily from various large timber ownerships within a 
few years of clearcut logging of the area.  After constructing a camp and trails in the area, the Service 
deeded the land to the State of California, after 10 to 15 years of National ownership.  The area was 
incorporated into the state forest with the knowledge that forest management would eventually occur.  
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Please see earlier responses above. No significant impacts to the Woodlands STA and Park are 
expected to occur. 
 
Response to Comment 10 
The Board duly notes the suggested alternative management options for the Woodlands STA. 
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EC-49 
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Email Letter EC-49 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The comment requests that an earlier letter be incorporated with the more recent letter by reference.  
A response has been prepared to the environmental concerns expressed in the earlier letter; see 
response to DEIR comment letter P-188. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The comment informs the Board of an additional letter submitted by the Mendocino Working Group.  
The Board acknowledges this letter. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The commenter would have preferred that an additional map be included in Alternative G.  The map 
in question is an estimate of harvest history produced by Department staff, based upon local harvest 
records and professional judgment (Russ Henly, personal communication).  The map was provided to 
Ms. Bailey at her request, and was considered DRAFT material.  The comment states that the 
addition of the map would help to identify older second growth stands that the conservation 
community is concerned about.  The DEIR and RDEIR include a comprehensive assessment of the 
potential for impacts to forest resources, including watersheds and wildlife (see DEIR Sections cite 
and cite). 
 
The value of forested areas as wildlife habitat is determined by structure and relationship to the 
broader landscape.  Various written and graphic depictions of forest structure are incorporated into 
the DEIR.  Forest structure is extremely diverse, and affected by harvesting, fire, soil productivity, 
vegetative regeneration and development, underlying geology, and management history.  The final 
management plan reflects consideration of legislation, policy, and potential environmental effects.  
While it is possible that many other potential information sources may increase the ability to 
characterize certain aspects of the Forest resources, such as "older second growth", the Board 
utilized the appropriate level of available information. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
The comment states that achievement of Goal 1, Objectives 1 and 4 must include known relevant 
information about older forest stands.  Further, the comment states that one can only speculate why 
the forest stands within the Camp Three and Brandon Gulch THPs are more dense with larger trees 
than adjacent stands.  The comment states that a map of forest history produced by the Department 
(see Response 3 above) is needed to inform the decision concerning where on the landscape to 
locate late seral development areas or old forest structure zones.   
 
The RDEIR includes information on the history of the Forest and the structure of the forest stands.  
Further, the RDEIR clearly describes the range of habitats and seral stages that will be produced over 
time (Page II-7).   The diameter distribution (number of trees by size) of trees within various stands or 
areas of the Forest is quite variable, and can be estimated by various means.  This distribution is 
potentially affected by harvesting history, soil productivity, species of trees, and other factors.  A 
combination of these factors accounts for a high estimate to trees over 30 inches in diameter within 
the two THP areas relative to other adjacent areas.  The resultant forest structure is one of a number 
of considerations used in the allocation of land area to late seral development and older forest 
structure development in the long term.  It will take another 100 to 400 years for this future structure 
to develop, depending upon many factors.  The location of these features on the landscape is a much 
more important consideration than the timber harvest history, which is not a definitive indicator of 
forest structure in many cases. 
 
The late seral development areas and older forest structure zone were situated on the landscape 
primarily in consideration of proximity to known or potential habitat for endangered species, not timber 
harvest history.  These areas were also placed in a manner that provides linking habitat or corridor for 
wildlife.  
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Response to Comment 5 
The comment states that the EIR is supposed to be a public disclosure document to assist the public 
in determining the environmental effects of proposed government action, and that the public should 
not need to bring personal knowledge to the EIR process.  The EIR should adequately describe the 
setting and proposed actions.  The comment states that the RDEIR fails on this account (see 
Responses below). 
 
The Board has produced an EIR that adequately describes the project, proposed actions, the 
environmental setting, and potential environmental effects.  However, the Board, in preparation of the 
EIR, is unable to speculate concerning the nature of specific detailed information that any member of 
the public may wish to be provided or included in the analysis.  
 
Response to Comment 6 
The comment states that the RDEIR uses an overly broad region on which to base consideration of 
regional condition of older forest stands, thus understating the importance of older forest stands at 
JDSF to regional ecology. 
 
Since the concern is not explained in sufficient detail, making an appropriate response is difficult.  
The term "older forest stands" is not described in the literature.  It is a relative term.  The literature 
most often attributes habitat and ecological value to forest structure conditions, which are quite 
variable.  The RDEIR includes the best available information on forest habitat structure within an 
assessment area that includes the Noyo and Big River watersheds (DEIR Section VII.6.6, Map Figure 
J).  The document also includes a discussion of forest and habitat resources within the greater 
redwood region (DEIR Section VII.6.6).  This is an appropriate level of consideration for the EIR. 
 
Response to Comment 7 
The comment states that the RDEIR fails to describe why two specific areas were not designated for 
late seral development, though in her opinion, they appear to be obvious candidates for inclusion. 
 
The designation of late seral development areas within the Forest is intended to provide for future 
development of habitat for a broad range of species.  This is intended as a restoration effort, as well 
as an effort to produce a broad set of forest conditions available for research and demonstration.  The 
Board does not intend to include, nor would it be appropriate to designate all potentially suitable 
stands in late seral development area.  Virtually the entire forest is potentially suitable for eventual 
development of late seral forest conditions.    
 
The comment states that inclusion of the two THP areas would enhance the utility of the area for 
regionally rare wildlife and maintain an existing old tree corridor.  Further, she states that these 
stands are rare even in the context of JDSF. 
 
The Board has fully considered the potential impacts of management upon threatened and 
endangered species (DEIR VII.6.1, VII.6.2, VII.6.6 and RDEIR III-22 to III-58).  This is an important 
consideration, though not the only consideration of the Board in consideration of the management of 
JDSF. These are young redwood stands, located in an area designated for forms of uneven-aged or 
selection management.  The future development of late seral and older forest was considered in a 
spatial context, and was intended primarily to enhance future habitat values, largely as a restoration 
effort. Speculation concerning enhancing the utility of this area for regionally rare wildlife was not the 
Board's sole consideration. 
 
There is no legal definition or legal determination mechanism for the rarity of young forest stands.  
Based upon structural characteristics, there is an abundant area of JDSF with characteristics similar 
to the two THP areas cited above by the commenter.  The Board is not aware of any regional 
inventory or characterization of young forest stands based upon age or management history. 
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Response to Comment 8 
The RDEIR provides no rationale for harvesting the Brandon Gulch or Camp Three THP areas, nor 
for failing to designate them as late seral development area. 
 
JDSF was established by the legislature specifically for the purpose of demonstration of economical 
timber management.  The potential for significant impacts to occur as the direct result of harvesting in 
the Forest has been considered (DEIR Sections VII and VIII inclusive).  The rationale for harvesting 
these areas can be found in the legislation, Board policy, regulation, and the RDEIR.   
 
Response to Comment 9 
The comment states that the physical location of the Older Forest Structure Zone does not match the 
description in the RDEIR.   
 
The physical location of the Older Forest Structure Zone is clearly depicted on RDEIR Map Figure 1.  
This location matches the written description, though the written description is not intended to provide 
sufficient detail to enable an exact mapping of the zone.   
 
The comment states that the zone would be more effective for providing contiguous habitat and 
recreational opportunities if it crossed from the Noyo watershed into the Big 
River watershed in the western part of the forest where existing old forest structure currently exists, 
and would help to bridge the obstacle of Highway 20. This suggestion is duly noted by the Board. 
 
Many alternatives to enhance or optimize various aspects of future habitat development and 
recreational opportunity may exist, but it is the Board's intention to provide for effective management 
of the Forest in compliance with existing legislation and Board policy, in consideration of potential 
environmental effects.  The comment has not indicated that a significant impact is expected as the 
result of the proposal outlined in the RDEIR, but recommends and requests consideration of specific 
changes that are not well explained and speculative in nature.  The entire area of JDSF represents 
habitat for aquatic or terrestrial species.  The area adjacent to Highway 20 is forested, and will remain 
forested in various stages of habitat development and structure.  Please see DEIR Sections VII.6.6 
and 14 for the assessment of potential impacts to wildlife and recreational resources. 
 
Response to Comment 10 
The comment suggests that the Older Forest Structure Zone be amended to include locations along 
the west fork of Chamberlain Creek, since it is an area of high recreational use, and it would protect 
an existing scenic corridor that has a lot of residual old growth trees, also providing another link into 
the Big River watershed. 
 
The comment's suggestions are duly noted.  As stated in Response 9, virtually the entire area of 
JDSF is forested habitat. The comment suggests that the Older Forest Structure Zone be expanded 
into the Chamberlain Creek area.  This zone was not a necessity to prevent a significant impact 
wildlife, but is an attempt on the part of the Board to provide additional habitat for a broad range of 
species that utilize this forest structure. The Board recognizes that the roads and trails in this area are 
traveled by recreationalists, and that scattered residual old growth trees can be found in the area.  
The large old trees and those smaller old trees with structural characteristics of value to wildlife will be 
preserved (ADFFMP Chapter 3).  In addition, the main traveled roadway up the west fork of 
Chamberlain Creek is designated as a Road and Trail Corridor, within which only a limited range of 
silviculture may be utilized in order to maintain forested views.  This road also lies primarily within the 
Watercourse and Lake Protection Zone, which is designated as a Late Seral Development Area.  
Lastly, the Waterfall Grove and Older Forest Structure Zone extend partially down the west fork of 
Chamberlain Creek, and include the headwaters of the west fork (RDEIR Map Figure 1).  Any future 
proposal to harvest timber in this watershed will incorporate an assessment of potential aesthetic 
impacts (DEIR Sections VII.2 and 14). 
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Response to Comment 11 
The comment states that JDSF should be providing a number of old forest corridors to link the Noyo, 
Big River, and small coastal watersheds.  This would also provide an opportunity to develop the high 
quality products that the City of Fort Bragg has requested. 
 
The comment's suggestions are duly noted.  The management plan includes provisions to develop 
late seral or older forest structure on a third of the forest area.  The stream protection zones form a 
web across the entire forest, and this web connects to the late seral development areas, old growth 
groves, and older forest structure zone.  The comment suggests that additional area be designated 
for this purpose.  Based upon the analysis performed for the EIR, the Board has determined that 
significant impacts to wildlife are not expected to occur. 
 
The City of Fort Bragg has requested that JDSF produce large logs from mature young forest stands.  
It is the intention of the Board, as provided in the management plan, to produce high levels of these 
high quality forest products.  Through implementation of selective forest management, long-rotation 
even-aged management, and limited harvest within the Older Forest Structure Zone, an abundance 
of high quality forest products will result, in compliance with the request by the City of Fort Bragg and 
others. 
 
Response to Comment 12 
The comment requests that what is intended in late seral development areas when compared to older 
forest structure zones is not clear. 
 
Late seral development is described in various terms within the Administrative Draft Final Forest 
Management Plan (ADFFMP).  The stated intention is to develop stand and habitat conditions typical 
of late seral forests.  This would include larger, older trees, with structural characteristics of old trees 
(e.g. large trunks, large limbs, cavities, broken or multiple tops).  At the stand level, this may include 
multiple canopy layers and understory vegetation. The ADFFMP points out that these conditions will 
not be created over the life of the plan, but over a much longer period.  Some of the potential stand 
treatments mentioned include light thinning, thinning from below, understory burning, and other 
treatments designed with the intention of accelerating the development of late seral conditions, 
including habitat for the marbled murrelet (ADFFMP Chapter 3). 
 
The objective of the Older Forest Structure Zone is also to produce structural characteristics of older 
forest, including large trees, snags, down logs, and a high level of structural diversity.  Management 
of these areas would be on an uneven-aged basis.   
 
Perhaps the largest contrast between the two designations is that within the Older Forest Structure 
Zone, one objective is to grow and produce timber through careful thinnings and periodic replacement 
of large trees.  One of the key elements of Late Seral Development is the actual development of large 
and old trees and an old forest, which is to be sustained.  The Older Forest Structure Zone, by 
contrast, will focus upon development of structural characteristics of older forests while being 
available for periodic harvest and replacement of the larger trees (RDEIR Alternative G).  
 
Response to Comment 13 
The comment suggests that OFSZ designation should be considered for the James Creek area.  The 
primary reasons cited by the comment are that the riparian area there is interesting, it leads directly to 
the James Creek old growth grove, there is a particularly high level of visitor use from the Willits area 
particularly, and there are scattered old growth trees which provide a good base for the OFSZ. 
 
The comment is duly noted by the Board.  The RDEIR includes a graphic depiction of the OFSZ (Map 
Figure 1).  The OFSZ includes a swath of the James Creek watershed that connects the James 
Creek old growth grove and other old groves in James Creek to the watercourse protection zone 
throughout James Creek, including most of the concentrations of larger residual old growth trees 
known to exist and preserved within the various old growth groves.  
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Response to Comment 14 
The comment suggests that closer attention be paid to the headwaters of Jughandle Creek, due 
primarily to it's proximity to the Ecological Staircase, the pygmy forest, the fact that Department data 
estimates 12 to 14 trees per acre greater than 30 inches in diameter, and due to the fact that this area 
is included in a draft proposal by the USFWS as critical habitat for the marbled murrelet.  The 
comment suggests that this is a unique resource that shouldn't be disturbed, and that harvesting 
timber as proposed represents an unidentified significant impact. 
 
The management plan will protect the pygmy forest and does not propose to affect the Ecological 
Staircase located within the adjacent designated State reserve. The DEIR specifically evaluated the 
potential to impact the pygmy plant community and associated cumulative effects. No significant 
impacts were identified (DEIR VII-6.2-34-35, 042).   Virtually the entire forested area (with commercial 
timber species) located within the Jughandle Creek watershed upstream of the Staircase and located 
within JDSF has been managed on a selective basis since the 1960s.  This form of management will 
continue, maintaining a managed forest landscape.  This management is not expected to impact the 
adjacent pygmy forest or the Ecological Staircase, which is managed by the Department of Parks and 
Recreation.  While it is a true statement that the Department has estimated that there are 12 to 15 
conifer trees per acre greater than 30 inches in diameter in most of the watershed, the same holds 
true for a very large nearly contiguous area across the entire west and central areas of the Forest 
(see RDEIR Map Figure 2).  This fact indicates that the forest stands within Jughandle Creek are not 
unique within the forest. 
 
The pygmy forest is part of the Ecological Staircase.  Upstream forest management operations have 
little if any potential to impact this area, due to physical separation by both topography and distance. 
Any proposed timber harvests within the Jughandle watershed would be required to evaluate impacts 
to the shared watershed insuring that the State Park would be protected. A significant level of 
environmental protection will be applied in all timber operations, which will protect downstream 
resources.  Significant impacts are not expected to occur. 
 
The upper reaches of Jughandle Creek are included in an area covered by a specific management 
measure (DEIR Section VII.6.6).  Over the course of the coming few years, the management 
measure specifies that supplemental habitat needs of the marbled murrelet will be considered, and 
additional habitat may be designated for the species.  No occupied habitat for the marbled murrelet is 
known to exist within the Jughandle Creek watershed at the present time. If any area is designated as 
critical marbled murrelet habitat, the EIR and Final Management Plan contain provisions for 
complying with appropriate consultation requirements. 
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Email Letter EC-70  
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 10. 
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Email Letter EC-89   
 
Response to Comment 1 
No definition of “Old Trees” is provided.  The commenter seems to suggest that 1000 year old trees 
will be harvested using group selection silviculture.  There are no plans to utilize group selection 
harvesting in old growth groves.  See General Response 8 for a discussion of old growth protection 
measures.  See also the response to Form Letter 9. 
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Email Letter EC-94 
 
The concerns and issues expressed in this email message have been considered and responses 
prepared. See Response to RDEIR mailed comment GM-28. 
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Email Letter EC-97 
 
See response to Form Letter 9. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The management of JDSF will result in a net capture of green house gasses.  See also EC-42, 
Response to Comment 2 and E-116 (2005 DEIR) response.  
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General response 18. 
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Email Letter EC-100 
 
Response to Comment 1 
A detailed discussion of landslides and erosion, including management goals, proposed management 
actions, potential impacts, and mitigation measures, can be found in Section VII.7 of the DEIR.  As 
part of the management plan special concern areas were identified, including those areas at high risk 
of slope failure. Implementation of a Road Management Plan (see General Response 13) and 
Hillslope Management to provide for slope stability, including input from a Certified Engineering 
Geologist, will be utilized to reduce the risk of management related adverse impacts associated with 
landslides and surface erosion.   
 
Additional protection measures relating to mass wasting, surface erosion, road management, and 
riparian vegetation can be found in Chapter 3 of the DFMP or ADFFMP, and also are discussed in 
various sections of the DEIR (VII.6.6 Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat, VII.7 Geology and Soils, VII.10 
Hydrology and Water Quality, and VIII Cumulative Effects) and RDEIR.  
 
Adoption of the ADFFMP, with regard to clearcutting and even-age management, is not expected to 
result in a significant adverse environmental impact.  See also General Response 10 and Form Letter 
9. 
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Email Letter EC-101 
 
Please see response to Mr. Campbell's February 24, 2006 (DEIR comment letter P-183) and July 12, 
2007 (RDEIR comment letter GM-29) letters.  
 
See also response to Comment Form Letter 9. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See GM-29, Response to Comment 1.  The DEIR includes a Contribution to Recovery of Marbled 
Murrelet Habitat management measure (DEIR Page VII.6.6-118-119) and identifies areas specifically 
for the recruitment of Marbled Murrelet habitat (DEIR Page VII.6.6-78-82).  Alternative G designates 
an additional 1,549 acres in the area of upper Russian Gulch and lower Big River for late seral 
development prescriptions specifically intended to recruit habitat for the marbled murrelet (see RDEIR 
Map Figure 1).   
 
Response to Comment 2 
A detailed discussion of landslides and erosion, including management goals, proposed management 
actions, potential impacts, and mitigation measures, can be found in section VII.7 of the DEIR.  As 
part of the management plan special concern areas were identified, including those areas at high risk 
of slope failure. Implementation of a Road Management Plan (see General Response 13) and 
Hillslope Management to provide for slope stability, including input from a Certified Engineering 
Geologist, will be utilized to reduce the risk of management related adverse impacts associated with 
landslides and surface erosion.   
 
Additional protection measures relating to mass wasting, surface erosion, road management, and 
riparian vegetation can be found in Chapter 3 of the DFMP or ADFFMP, and also are discussed in 
various sections of the DEIR (VII.6.6 Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat, VII.7 Geology and Soils, VII.10 
Hydrology and Water Quality, and VIII Cumulative Effects) and RDEIR.  
 
Adoption of the ADFFMP, with regard to clearcutting and even-age management, is not expected to 
result in a significant adverse environmental impact.  See also General Response 10. 
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Email Letter EC-110 
 
See Response to Comment Form Letter 9. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 10, 15, and 16. 
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Email Letter EC-114 
 
See Response to Form Letter 9 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Species diversity, measured in sheer numbers, often increases both in early succession and in later 
seral stands that contain more complex structure including canopy gaps.  Regarding fungi, the same 
trends have been observed in studies in Oregon.  It would be interesting to conduct these studies at 
JDSF in redwood forests. For this type of research, harvested areas that include a range of ages and 
sites would need to be studied. Providing this range of forest conditions was a consideration in the 
guidance on clear cutting provided in Alternative G. See General Response 10.  
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Email Letter EC-120 
 
See Response to Form Letter 9 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The forests of Colorado are not ecologically similar to JDSF.  Problems related to Colorado’s forests 
are beyond the scope of this EIR process.  Adoption of the ADFFMP, with regard to clearcutting and 
even-age management, is not expected to result in a significant adverse environmental impact.  See 
also General Response 10, 14, and 15. 
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Email Letter EC-122 
 
See Response to Form Letter 9. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Research and education are important components of the management plan.  The Board agrees that 
research and demonstration results should be widely distributed. CAL FIRE is currently developing a 
website to catalogue the research and demonstration projects and/or publications that have been 
developed on the State forests (http://demoforests.net/).  The website is incomplete, but the intention 
is to provide a comprehensive catalogue and a means to disseminate information, including data 
sets, regarding projects on the State forests.   The commenter is encouraged to visit the website.  
This website will be moved to the main CAL FIRE website (http://www.fire.ca.gov/) in the near future.  
See also General Response 10. 
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Email Letter EC-123 
 
An identical letter was received by mail (GMF-24). The following serves to respond to both letters. 
 
See Response to Form Letter 9. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The majority of public wildlands in the North Coast region of California are set aside as reserves and 
parks to preserve rare ecosystems and wild areas. Demonstration State Forests, by contrast, are 
public lands that by legislative mandate have a unique and distinctly different purpose from parks and 
wilderness areas. State Forests are mandated to conduct research, demonstration, and education on 
sustainable forestry practices using active forest management, including periodic timber harvests.  
See General Response 2 and 16. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
The Board recognizes that past logging operations, especially those prior to designation of the 
property as a state forest and the implementation of the Forest Practice Act, have resulted in 
significant environmental impacts.  The Administrative Draft Final Forest Management Plan 
(ADFFMP) represents significant advancement in the management practices aimed at protection and 
restoration of environmental resources when compared to previous management plans.  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.   While the first goal under the 
ADFFMP is Research and Demonstration, the second goal is Forest Restoration and the third goal is 
Watershed and Ecosystem Processes (see Appendix I in the RDEIR).  See also General Response 
15. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
JDSF is not a park.  See General Response 13. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
A detailed discussion of landslides and erosion, including management goals, proposed management 
actions, potential impacts, and mitigation measures, can be found in DEIR, Section VII.7.  As part of 
the management plan special concern areas were identified, including those areas at high risk of 
slope failure. Implementation of a Road Management Plan (see General Response 13) and Hillslope 
Management to provide for slope stability, including input from a Certified Engineering Geologist, will 
be utilized to reduce the risk of management related adverse impacts associated with landslides and 
surface erosion.   
 
Additional protection measures relating to mass wasting, surface erosion, road management, and 
riparian vegetation can be found in Chapter 3 of the DFMP or ADFFMP, and also are discussed in 
various sections of the DEIR (VII.6.6 Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat, VII.7 Geology and Soils, VII.10 
Hydrology and Water Quality, and VIII Cumulative Effects) and RDEIR.  
 
Adoption of the ADFFMP, with regard to timber harvesting, is not expected to result in a significant 
adverse environmental impact. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
The Board recognizes the problem of invasive plant species regionally and on JDSF.  The Board 
further recognizes the potential for disturbance, including timber harvest operations, to exacerbate 
this problem.  JDSF will utilize integrated weed management (IWM), including monitoring and 
adaptive management, as an approach to controlling invasive weed species (see DEIR, Section 
VII.6.2 and ADFFMP Chapter 3, Invasive Weed Species, for further information regarding 
management of invasive species). 
 
Response to Comment 6 
See General Response 15. 
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Response to Comment 7 
Timber harvesting, including the allocation of various silvicultural prescriptions, under the ADFFMP is 
based on providing a varied landscape with a set of forest structures designed to support a diverse 
research and demonstration program.  See also General Response 2, 10, 15, and 16. 
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Email Letter EC- 133 
 
See Response to Form Letter 9. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The value of JDSF as a research and demonstration forest goes well beyond that of revenue 
generated from timber receipts.  See General Response 2. 
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Email Letter EC-136   
 
See Response to Form Letter 9. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See Response to Comment Email Letter C2-173.  Areas of the Forest have been closed to camping 
at various times, primarily due to wet conditions, access or maintenance difficulties, the availability of 
maintenance and security personnel, or the presence of threatened or endangered species.  There is 
a known northern spotted owl activity center in the vicinity of Road 361 along the North Fork of the 
South Fork of the Noyo River.  Camping is restricted seasonally near the site when it is occupied by 
owls. 
 
Generally, forest roads with unimproved surfaces are closed to vehicular traffic during the wet 
weather season to prevent unnecessary damage to the road surfaces and to prevent erosion and 
siltation. 
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Email Letter EC-140 
 
See Response to Form Letter 9. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 15. 

Page IV.14-54 



ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT FINAL EIR FOR JDSF MANAGEMENT PLAN ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT FINAL EIR FOR JDSF MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Page IV.14-55 

 

Page IV.14-55 



ADMINISTRATIVE DRAFT FINAL EIR FOR JDSF MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Email Letter EC-144 
 
See Response to Form Letter 9. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The Board concurs that “forests have many aspects we still do not understand”.  JDSF will remain a 
redwood forest and retain its designation as a research and demonstration forest.  The current 
management direction is based on creating a broad range of stand conditions to support a diverse 
research program, including issues related to the ecology of the forest canopy.  
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 15 and 18. 
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Email Letter EC-147 
 
See Response to Form Letter 9. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The Board is aware of the management direction of neighboring properties.  The Board and CAL 
FIRE are also committed to sustainable management practices on JDSF.  Unlike the neighboring 
properties JDSF has a mandate as a research and demonstration forest.  The Board and the 
Department are responsible for developing a management plan for JDSF that is consistent with 
existing legislation and supports the research and demonstration mandate of the state forest system.  
Timber harvesting, including the allocation of various silvicultural prescriptions, under the ADFFMP is 
based on providing a varied landscape with a set of forest structures designed to support a diverse 
research and demonstration program.  See also General Response 2, 10, and 15. 
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Email Letter EC-154 
 
See Response to Comment Form Letter 9. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 10. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 14. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
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 EC-159 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The DEIR/RDEIR has analyzed the effects of the proposed limited clearcutting. This analysis included 
the items listed by the commenter.   The DEIR recognizes the role of mycorrhizal fungi.  Clearcutting 
remains a frequently used technique in the redwood region. The limited clearcutting allowed in 
Alternative G would allow for possible research to determine which organisms and processes are at 
risk from this management practice and examine protection measures. This could provide benefits 
well beyond the boundaries of JDSF.  See also General Response 10. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Research into sudden oak death is ongoing at several state forests, including JDSF. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
See EC-123 Response to Comment 4. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
See General Response 11. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
No significant environmental impacts associated with wildland fires are expected as a result of 
implementing the ADFFMP.  See DEIR section VII.8 and RDEIR section III.8 
  
Response to Comment 6 
No specific information is provided with regard to the concern that implementation of the ADFFMP will 
result in “killing both important species and other species”.  A reasoned response is not possible. 
Adoption of the ADFFMP, with regard to clearcutting and even-age management, is not expected to 
result in a significant adverse environmental impact.   
 
Response to Comment 7 
Refer to EC-42, Response to Comment 2 and E-116 (2005 DEIR) response. 
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Email Letter EC-160 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 10. 
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Email Letter EC-163 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 10. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Refer to EC-42, Response to Comment 2 and E-116 (2005 DEIR) response. 
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Email Letter EC-184 
 
See Response to Comment Form Letter 10. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
State agencies, including CAL FIRE, are directed through a variety of programs and policies to 
protect and manage California’s aquatic resources.  These include, but aren’t limited to: 

 California Forest Practice Rules  
 Basin Plan (see Section VII.7, Geology and Soils, and Section VII.10, Hydrology and Water 

Quality) 
 Fish and Game Code 
 State and Federal Endangered Species Acts (see DEIR Section VII.6.1 regarding state and 

federal listings of salmonids) 
 Clean Water Act (see Section VII.7, Geology and Soils, and Section VII.10, Hydrology and 

Water Quality) 
 Draft Jackson Demonstration State Forest Management Plan (DFMP/ADFFMP)  

 
Management policies on JDSF will integrate and comply with these regulatory programs.  The 
ADFFMP has been developed to achieve desired future conditions that will provide site- and species-
specific protection measures that contribute to maintenance or improvement of the long-term 
conservation of population viability of aquatic and riparian dependent species of concern and 
enhance habitat values over existing conditions.  See also General Response 11, 12 and 13. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 14. 
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