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IV.3  Responses to Individual DEIR E-Mail 
Comments E-41 to E-113 

 
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.  
 
 

Page IV.3-1 



FINAL EIR FOR JDSF MANAGEMENT PLAN 

 

Page IV.3-2 



FINAL EIR FOR JDSF MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Email Letter E-41 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2, 11, 12 and 14.  The JDSF management plan will continue to provide for 
research, habitat protection, and recreation.  There are no plans to “turn it over to profiteers”.  
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Email Letter E-43 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See Response to Form Letter 6. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 2, 10 and 14.  A detailed discussion of Aesthetic Resources, including 
impacts, thresholds of significance, and mitigation measures can be found in section VII.2 and VIII.9 
of the DEIR.  Additional analysis of aesthetics, as related to recreation, can be found in section VII.14.  
Further analysis of potential impacts to aesthetic resources relating to Alternative G and the ADFFMP 
can be found in RDEIR section III.2 and III.14. The Board recognizes that timber operations can lead 
to negative impacts on the aesthetics of an area, however determining specific “thresholds of 
significance” is highly personal and subjective (see General Response 6).  The DEIR/RDEIR analysis 
of these potential impacts found that application of several mitigation measures would reduce the 
potential negative impacts to less than significant.   
 
Response to Comment 3 
Support for Alternative F noted. 
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Email Letter E-44 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 11. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 10. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
See General Response 14. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
See General Response 5.   
 
Response to Comment 5 
See General Response 2 and 15.  The Board supports a balanced, multiple use concept that 
provides high levels of resource protection and sustained production of high quality timber products.  
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.   
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Email Letter E-45 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2.   
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 14. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
See General Response 10. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
See General Response 4. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
See General Response 6 and 15.  Support for a preservation oriented management plan noted.  
Implementation of the ADFFMP is not expected to cause significant adverse environmental impacts.  
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. 
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Email Letter E-46 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The Board agrees that it would be highly beneficial for the State Forest to fully resume management 
activities, so the Board is working actively to certify the EIR and approve a management plan.  The 
ADFFMP contains provisions to address forest health, road management, and aquatic resources. 
 
The Board recognizes the fact that the loss of revenue in recent years has precluded some 
management activities.  In particular, an absence of significant revenue has reduced the level of road 
maintenance and improvement, as well as other aspects of forest management, such as timber stand 
improvement, stream restoration, research, and recreation. However, some level of management 
associated with these activities has occurred. 
 
The Board believes that active management includes strong forest security, which will improve the 
level of environmental protection, and will reduce the impacts upon aesthetics caused by illegal 
dumping. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
Support for the past management noted (see General Response 2).  JDSF will not be converted into 
a park.  The management plan will continue the tradition of a working forest landscape that serves to 
demonstrate viable and sustainable forest management.  Proposed management activities relating to 
botanical resources, timber resources, and protection from the spread of diseases can be found in the 
DEIR sections VII.6.2, VII.6.3, and VII.6.4 respectively.  Proposed management activities relating to 
fire prevention and protection measures can be found in section VII.8.  The Board supports a 
balanced, multiple-use concept that provides high levels of resource protection and sustained 
production of high quality timber products while allowing continued public access for recreation. 
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Email Letter E-47 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative D noted. 
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Email Letter E-48 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2, 10, and 14. 
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Email Letter E-49 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2, 15, 16, and 17.  Support for a preservation oriented management plan 
noted.   
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Email Letter E-51 
 
See Response to Form Letter 2. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Opposition to the DFMP noted.  See General Response 2, 4 and 14. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 8, 9, and 4. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
See General Response 6. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
See General Response 3, 4, and 5. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
The Board supports a balanced, multiple use concept that provides high levels of resource protection 
and sustained production of high quality timber products. See also General Response 16 and 17.  
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Email Letter E-52 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2, 8, 9, 11, 12, 14 and 15.   
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Email Letter E-53 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The Board has developed a management plan that incorporates elements of several alternatives.  
Implementation of the ADFFMP is not expected to cause significant adverse environmental impacts.  
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.  See General Response 2, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 and 15. 
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Email Letter E-54 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The Board agrees that it would be highly beneficial for the State Forest to fully resume management 
activities, so the Board is working actively to certify the EIR and approve a management plan.   
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Email Letter E-55 
 
See Response to Form Letter 5  
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2 and 10.  The practice of clearcutting is not a violation of law as long as it 
complies with the applicable Forest Practices Rules. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 8 and 9. 
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Email Letter E-56 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The Board supports a balanced, multiple use concept that provides high levels of resource protection 
and sustained production of high quality timber products.  See also General Response 2 and 17. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 8 and 9. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
See General Response 11. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
See General Response 10. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
See General Response 7. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
See General Response 5. 
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Email Letter E-57 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative D noted.  The ADFFMP incorporates several elements from Alternative D.  
See General Response 2 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 10, 11, and 12.  See also E-24, Response to Comment 1, 2 and 5.  The 
ADFFMP restricts the use of even-age management to 26 percent of the forest.  Within that restricted 
area a mix of even and uneven-age management will occur.  The timber harvest level under the 
ADFFMP is based on providing a varied landscape with a set of forest structures designed to support 
a viable research and demonstration program rather than a goal of a particular level of production.  
This analysis has resulted in a planned average annual harvest level of approximately 20 to 25 million 
board feet which is well below the current growth.  In addition, the commitment to monitoring and 
adaptive management will ensure not only that harvest does not exceed growth, but that other timber 
related resource conditions are on the correct trajectory to meet the stated management goals.  
Potential impacts to other resource values (including wildlife habitat, aesthetics, and watershed 
processes) have been mitigated to “less than significant”.  Taken as a whole, the implementation of 
the ADFFMP is expected to have many beneficial impacts to the overall forest health of JDSF. 
 
The Board recognizes that timber operations can lead to negative impacts on the aesthetics of an 
area, however determining specific “thresholds of significance” is highly personal and subjective (see 
General Response 6).  The DEIR/RDEIR analysis of these potential impacts found that application of 
several mitigation measures would reduce the potential negative impacts to less than significant.  A 
detailed discussion of Aesthetic Resources, including impacts, thresholds of significance, and 
mitigation measures can be found in section VII.2 and VIII-94 of the DEIR.  Additional analysis of 
aesthetics, as related to recreation, can be found in section VII.14.   
 
The management plan will include a high level of protection for aquatic habitat, and will provide for 
continued recovery of this valuable resource.  Please see DEIR Section VII.6.1 for the assessment of 
potential impacts to aquatic species.  See also General Response 11. 
 
The Board supports a balanced, multiple use concept that provides high levels of resource protection 
and sustained production of high quality timber products.  The ADFFMP has placed greater emphasis 
on protection and restoration, with the goal of improving all resource values over time in comparison 
to existing conditions.  See also General Response 15. 
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Email Letter E-58 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 8 and 15. 
 
Response to Comment2 
See General Response 12. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
See General Response 11. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
See General Response 10. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
See General Response 7. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
See General Response 5. 
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Email Letter E-59 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The Board generally agrees with these comments.  Support for Alternative C-1 noted.  The Board 
supports a balanced, multiple use concept that provides high levels of resource protection and 
sustained production of high quality timber products. 
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Email Letter E-60 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Nearly the entire land base of JDSF will remain available for research.  See General Response 2. 
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Email Letter E-61 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2, 11, 12, and 15.  The ADFFMP remains consistent with enabling legislation 
and Board policy.  It is based on thoughtful, careful analysis and planning by professionals in their 
field. 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 ADFFMP represents a reasonable balance between 
production, protection, restoration, and recreation.  Implementation of the ADFFMP is not expected to 
cause significant adverse environmental impacts.  
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Email Letter E-62 
 
Response to Comment 1 
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. 
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Email Letter E-63 
 
Response to Comment 1 
JDSF will remain a redwood forest.  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.  See General Response 2 and 15. 
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Email Letter E-64 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2 and 15.  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.  Rather than putting the 
forest “at risk”, the ADFFMP represents significant advancement in the management practices aimed 
at protection and restoration of environmental resources, while remaining consistent with enabling 
legislation. Implementation of the ADFFMP is not expected to cause significant adverse 
environmental impacts. 
 
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 60 years.  
 
Response to Comment 2 
Support for Alternative F noted.  See General Response 4.  

Page IV.3-45 



FINAL EIR FOR JDSF MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Page IV.3-46 



FINAL EIR FOR JDSF MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Email Letter E-66 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2.  JDSF is a demonstration forest, not a reserve or park.  It has been actively 
managed for the past 60 years to demonstrate maximum sustained production of high quality timber 
products.  It remains “protected” from land use conversion to other purposes, including making it a 
park or reserve.  The ADFFMP represents significant advancement in the management practices 
aimed at protection and restoration of environmental resources, while remaining consistent with 
enabling legislation. This includes accelerated implementation of the Road Management Plan, a 
reduction in the use of even-age management and clearcutting, a reduction in the planned timber 
harvest level, an increase in the area dedicated to development of older forest and late-seral forest 
conditions, an increase in resource protection and restoration measures, such as snag retention and 
LWD placement, and a management emphasis on research, demonstration and education.  
Implementation of the ADFFMP is not expected to cause significant adverse environmental impacts.  
 
Please see also General Responses 2, 4, 8, 9, 11, 12, and 15. 
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Email Letter E-67 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative F noted.  The Board has found that some elements of Alternative F may not 
comply with legislation and policy related to state forest management (see DEIR Table VI.1).  The 
ADFFMP has been developed by blending the elements and management strategies of several 
Alternatives, including Alternative F.  This includes accelerated implementation of the Road 
Management Plan, a reduction in the use of even-age management and clearcutting, a reduction in 
the planned timber harvest level, an increase in the area dedicated to development of older forest and 
late-seral forest conditions, an increase in resource protection and restoration measures, such as 
snag retention and LWD placement, and a management emphasis on research, demonstration and 
education.   
 
Please see General Responses 2, 4, 11, 12, and 15. 
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Email Letter E-68 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2, 8, 9, 11, 12 and 15.  Desire to end all harvesting noted (see General 
Response 16).  The legislative mandate that created JDSF and guides its management is very clear 
that demonstration of sustainable and economic forest management is one of the primary purposes of 
JDSF.  By providing research opportunities and demonstrating responsible and innovative forest 
management techniques JDSF influences management practices well beyond its boundaries.    
 
Response to Comment 2 
The ADFFMP calls for the use of prescribed fire as resources allow (see Section VII.8.1 for a detailed 
discussion of fire related issues).  Fire is recognized as a natural ecosystem process, however long-
standing fire suppression policies have altered the fuel loading and forest structure characteristics on 
JDSF, which will alter the fire behavior characteristics such that reintroduction of fire on the landscape 
may not imitate naturally occurring fire intensity.  There is potential for using JDSF as an area for site-
specific research in the use of fire as a management tool.  The use of fire can facilitate fire hazard 
reduction, silvicultural and habitat research, and ecosystem management research.  Prescribed fire 
requires careful implementation to avoid impacts to other resource values, such as rare plants, 
heritage resources and private property. 
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Email Letter E-69 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for past management and Alternative C1 noted.  JDSF is not a park.  JDSF will continue to 
be managed as a research and demonstration forest, including sustainable timber harvesting, while 
providing recreation opportunities.  See General Response 2 and 14. 
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Email Letter E-70 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support of Alternative C1 and a plan that allows management flexibility noted. The Board has 
developed an alternative that strives to balance the concerns of all Californians while remaining 
consistent with the legislative mandate and Board policy for the state forest system.  The ADFFMP 
contains elements from several alternatives and 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 (see also General Response 2).  It is hoped that any further litigation 
can be avoided. 
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Email Letter E-71 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for past management noted.  JDSF will continue to be managed as a research and 
demonstration forest, including sustainable timber harvesting. See also General Response 2. 
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Email Letter E-72 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The ADFFMP calls for a reduction in the annual harvest of timber when compared to the previous 
management plan.  See General Response 2 and 15.  
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 10. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
See General Response 11. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
See General Response 5. 
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Email Letter E-73 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Responses 2, 15 and 16.   
 
Opposition to the proposed DFMP noted. The DFMP does not propose to “cut it all down”.  The main 
portion of JDSF was purchased by the State over a period of years from 1947 to 1951 from a private 
seller.  At that time, most of the lands were in a cut-over condition, with relatively low stocking.  CDF 
has consistently harvested well below the growth of the forest, resulting in an ever increasing 
inventory of larger, older trees.  The forest that you see today is the result of 60 years of forest 
management that included timber harvesting.   
 
The ADFFMP has placed greater emphasis on protection and restoration, with the goal of improving 
all resource values over time in comparison to existing conditions. The timber harvest level under the 
ADFFMP is based on providing a varied landscape with a set of forest structures designed to support 
a viable research and demonstration program rather than a goal of a particular level of production.  
This analysis has resulted in a planned average annual harvest level of approximately 20 to 25 million 
board feet which is well below the current growth.  In addition, the commitment to monitoring and 
adaptive management will ensure not only that harvest does not exceed growth, but that other timber 
related resource conditions are on the correct trajectory to meet the stated management goals.  
Potential impacts to other resource values have been mitigated to “less than significant”.  

Page IV.3-61 



FINAL EIR FOR JDSF MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Page IV.3-62 



FINAL EIR FOR JDSF MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Email Letter E-74 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Responses 2, 14 and 15.   
 
JDSF is not a park.  It has been actively managed for the past 60 years to demonstrate maximum 
sustained production of high quality timber products.  It remains protected from land use conversion 
to other purposes, including making it a park or reserve.  Past management has resulted in a 
landscape that is conducive to multiple-use, including recreation.  The ADFFMP represents significant 
advancement in the management practices aimed at protection and restoration of environmental 
resources, while remaining consistent with enabling legislation. Proposed management will continue 
with harvest levels set well below growth.  Implementation of the ADFFMP is not expected to cause 
significant adverse environmental impacts. 
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Email Letter E-75 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative B noted.  JDSF will remain a demonstration forest.  See response to Form 
Letter 4.  See also General Response 2. 
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Email Letter E-76 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 12. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 11. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
Support for Alternative F noted.  The Board has found that some elements of Alternative F may not 
comply with legislation and policy related to state forest management (see DEIR Table VI.1).  The 
ADFFMP has been developed by blending the elements and management strategies of several 
Alternatives, including Alternative F.  This includes accelerated implementation of the Road 
Management Plan, a reduction in the use of even-age management and clearcutting, a reduction in 
the planned timber harvest level, an increase in the area dedicated to development of older forest and 
late-seral forest conditions, an increase in resource protection and restoration measures, such as 
snag retention and LWD placement, and a management emphasis on research, demonstration and 
education.  The Board supports a balanced, multiple use concept that provides high levels of 
resource protection and sustained production of high quality timber products. Please see General 
Response 2, 4, and 15. 
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Email Letter E-78 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative C1 and the completeness of the DEIR noted.  JDSF will remain a 
demonstration forest.  The Board supports a balanced, multiple use concept that provides high levels 
of resource protection and sustained production of high quality timber products.  See also General 
Response 14. 
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Email Letter E-79 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Desire to end all harvesting noted. See General Response 2, 15, and 16. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 5. 
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Email Letter E-80 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Opposition to Alternative C1 noted.  The Board has developed an alternative that strives to balance 
the concerns of all Californians while remaining consistent with the legislative mandate and Board 
policy for the state forest system.  The ADFFMP 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.  See also General Response 2, 15, and 16. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 5. 
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Email Letter E-81 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 5. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 2, 15 and 16. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
See General Response 8. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
See General Response 12. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
See General Response 11. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
See General Response 14. 
 
Response to Comment 7 
The Board recognizes that timber operations can lead to negative impacts on the aesthetics of an 
area, however determining specific “thresholds of significance” is highly personal and subjective (see 
General Response 6).  The DEIR/RDEIR analysis of these potential impacts found that application of 
several mitigation measures would reduce the potential negative impacts to less than significant.  A 
detailed discussion of Aesthetic Resources, including impacts, thresholds of significance, and 
mitigation measures can be found in section VII.2 and VIII-94 of the DEIR.  Additional analysis of 
aesthetics, as related to recreation, can be found in section VII.14.  Further analysis of potential 
impacts to aesthetic resources relating to Alternative G and the ADFFMP can be found in RDEIR 
section III.2 and III.14.  See also General Response 14. 
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Email Letter E-82 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative F noted.  The Board has found that some elements of Alternative F may not 
comply with legislation and policy related to state forest management (see DEIR Table VI.1).  The 
ADFFMP has been developed by blending the elements and management strategies of several 
Alternatives, including Alternative F.  This includes accelerated implementation of the Road 
Management Plan, a reduction in the use of even-age management and clearcutting, a reduction in 
the planned timber harvest level, an increase in the area dedicated to development of older forest and 
late-seral forest conditions, an increase in resource protection and restoration measures, such as 
snag retention and LWD placement, and a management emphasis on research, demonstration and 
education.  The ADFFMP represents significant advancement in the management practices aimed at 
protection and restoration of environmental resources, while remaining consistent with enabling 
legislation.  The Board supports a balanced, multiple use concept that provides high levels of 
resource protection and sustained production of high quality timber products. Implementation of the 
ADFFMP is not expected to cause significant adverse environmental impacts.  Please see General 
Response 2, 4, 11, 12, and 15. 
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See Response to Form Letter 2 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Opposition to Alternative C1 noted.  See General Response 9. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 10. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The legislative mandate for the forest is to demonstrate sustainable and economic forest 
management.  The economic component of this mandate requires the use of commercial logging 
operations.  The timber harvest level under the ADFFMP is based on providing a varied landscape 
with a set of forest structures designed to support a viable research and demonstration program 
rather than a goal of a particular level of production.  This analysis has resulted in a planned average 
annual harvest level of approximately 20 to 25 million board feet which is well below the current 
growth. In addition, the commitment to monitoring and adaptive management will ensure not only that 
harvest does not exceed growth, but that other timber related resource conditions are on the correct 
trajectory to meet the stated management goals.  Potential impacts to other resource values have 
been mitigated to “less than significant”.  See also General Response 16. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
See General Response 11.  
 
Response to Comment 5 
See General Response 7. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
See General Response 14.   The preparation of a timber harvest plan is a functional equivalent of the 
EIR process under CEQA.  This includes an impacts assessment, a multidisciplinary agency review 
process and public review.  Since the site-specific management actions and possible effects cannot 
be pre-determined with any degree of certainty, it is preferable to conduct environmental assessment 
and to design specific mitigation while each project is planned designed and reviewed.  See DEIR 
section VII.14.3 for further discussion of proposed management measures relating to recreation. 
 
Response to Comment 7 
See General Response 13. 
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Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2, 14, and 15.  Support for a preservation oriented management approach 
noted.  JDSF is not a park or wilderness area.  It has been actively managed for the past 60 years to 
demonstrate maximum sustained production of high quality timber products.  It remains protected 
from land use conversion to other purposes, including making it a park or reserve.  Past management 
has resulted in a landscape that is conducive to multiple-use, including enjoyment of natural beauty 
and other forms of recreation.  Current trends in forest management place greater emphasis on 
developing practices that provide increased protection to the non-timber resource values including, 
but not limited to, aquatic and wildlife habitat, aesthetics, and recreation.  Although aesthetics will not 
be adopted as the primary purpose of the forest, the ADFFMP represents significant advancement in 
the management practices aimed at protection and restoration of environmental resources, while 
remaining consistent with enabling legislation.  
 
Past management has consistently harvested well below the growth of the forest, resulting in an ever 
increasing inventory of larger, older trees.  Proposed management will continue with harvest levels 
set well below growth.  The protection from conversion to other land uses and the increase in 
standing timber insures that JDSF serves as a carbon “sink”.  A detailed discussion of carbon 
sequestration as related to the various alternatives can be found in section VII.16 of the DEIR and 
section III.16 of the RDEIR.  See also Response to E-116. 
 
Implementation of the ADFFMP is not expected to cause significant adverse environmental impacts. 
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Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2,15, and 16.  Alternative F does allow logging.  Alternative F is estimated to 
have produced an average annual harvest of 19.3 million board feet during the first decade. The 
ADFFMP estimates an average annual harvest of approximately 20 to 25 million board feet during the 
first decade.  As noted in the general response listed above, this forest was purchased by the State in 
a cut-over condition and 60 years of active management, including substantial timber harvesting, has 
produced the forest that you see today, which clearly demonstrates that forests are not “never-
renewable resources”.  Under the ADFFMP remnant old growth trees and stands will be protected 
from harvest (see General Response 8) and increasing late seral habitat and older forest structure 
will be one of the goals of future management (see General Response 9, 11 and 12). 
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Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 9. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 10, 11, 12 and 15.  The commenter fails to provide any reference to 
published materials so a reasoned response is not possible.   
 
Response to Comment 3 
The Board recognizes that timber operations can lead to negative impacts on the aesthetics of an 
area, however determining specific “thresholds of significance” is highly personal and subjective (see 
General Response 6).  The DEIR/RDEIR analysis of these potential impacts found that application of 
several mitigation measures would reduce the potential negative impacts to less than significant.  A 
detailed discussion of Aesthetic Resources, including impacts, thresholds of significance, and 
mitigation measures can be found in section VII.2 and VIII-94 of the DEIR.  Additional analysis of 
aesthetics, as related to recreation, can be found in section VII.14.  Further analysis of potential 
impacts to aesthetic resources relating to Alternative G and the ADFFMP can be found in RDEIR 
section III.2 and III.14.  See also General Response 14. 
 
Unlike parks, the management of JDSF is not aimed primarily at aesthetics and recreation.  The 
enabling legislation that guides the management of JDSF declared it to be in the public interest to 
purchase cut-over private lands “for the purpose of demonstrating economical forest management” 
(PRC4531) using “forest management practices designed to achieve maximum sustained production 
of high quality timber products while giving consideration to values relating to recreation, watershed, 
wildlife, range and forage, fisheries and aesthetic enjoyment” (PRC 4651). 
 
Current trends in forest management place greater emphasis on developing practices that provide 
increased protection to the non-timber resource values including, but not limited to, aquatic and 
wildlife habitat, aesthetics, and recreation.  Although aesthetics will not be adopted as the primary 
purpose of the forest, the ADFFMP represents significant advancement in the management practices 
aimed at protection and restoration of environmental resources, while remaining consistent with 
enabling legislation.   
 
Response to Comment 4 
See response to Form Letter 2. Opposition to the DFMP and qualified support of Alternative E noted.  
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Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative C1 noted. 
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Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative F noted. 
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See response to Form Letter 5. 
 
Response to Comment 1 
The value of managing JDSF as a research and demonstration forest goes far beyond the short term 
financial gains (see General Response 2). The enabling legislation that guides the management of 
JDSF declared it to be in the public interest to purchase cut-over private lands “for the purpose of 
demonstrating economical forest management” (PRC4531) using “forest management practices 
designed to achieve maximum sustained production of high quality timber products while giving 
consideration to values relating to recreation, watershed, wildlife, range and forage, fisheries and 
aesthetic enjoyment (PRC 4651).   The ADFFMP represents state of the art management practices 
and implementation of the plan is not expected to produce significant adverse environmental impacts. 
The plan incorporates significant advancement in the management practices aimed at protection and 
restoration of environmental resources, while remaining consistent with enabling legislation. See 
General Response 8, 11, 12, 15, 16 and 17. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 10.  Regulation of logging in California incorporates high levels of resource 
protection when compared to many other timber producing regions, including the State of 
Washington.  However, California imports approximately 70% of its forest products with much of that 
coming from regions with lower levels of environmental protection.  This serves to highlight the value 
of JDSF for the purpose of providing an area dedicated to research and demonstration of sustainable, 
economic forest management here in California.   
 
Response to Comment 3 
The Board supports the idea that California can demonstrate sustainable, economic forest 
management.  By demonstrating forest management that incorporates high levels of resource 
protection as a viable enterprise that can be economically and environmentally sustainable, JDSF 
serves this purpose. 
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Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 5. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 3.  The commenter fails to provide any specifics regarding the claim that the 
DEIR is wrong in its analysis of the alternatives.  A reasoned response is not possible. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
See General Response 4.  The ADFFMP has been developed by blending the elements and 
management strategies of several alternatives.  The plan emphasizes that restoration and 
maintenance of functioning ecological systems is of high priority.  Proposed management activities in 
the ADFFMP include: accelerated implementation of the Road Management Plan, a reduction in the 
use of even-age management and clearcutting, a reduction in the planned timber harvest level, an 
increase in the area dedicated to development of late-seral forest conditions and older forest 
structure, an increase in resource protection and restoration measures, such as snag retention and 
LWD placement, and a management emphasis on research, demonstration and education.  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 in response to the results that are observed.  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.  The Board and CAL FIRE believe 
that the Administrative Draft Forest Management Plan and DEIR/RDEIR have sufficiently addressed 
the potential environmental impacts and, in addition, allowed the flexibility needed in a management 
plan to monitor and adjust management activities as needed.   See also General Response 2 and 15. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
Opposition to the DFMP and DEIR noted.  See General Response 10. 
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Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2.  The Board agrees that it would be highly beneficial for the State Forest to 
fully resume management activities, so the Board is working actively to certify the EIR and approve a 
management plan.  
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Response to Comment 1 
Comment noted. 
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Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative D noted.  See also General Response 14.  The ADFFMP 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. 
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Response to Comment 1 
The ADFFMP 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.  See 
also General Response 2 and 15. 
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Response to Comment 1 
Comment noted. 
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Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 11. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 2 and 14. 
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Response to Comment 1 
Support of DFMP and management flexibility noted.  The Board supports a balanced, multiple use 
concept that provides high levels of resource protection and sustained production of high quality 
timber products. 
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Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2, 15, 16, and 17.  The forest is not being managed based on “whims of 
corporate greed”.  The legislation that guides the management of the state forest systems remains 
unchanged. The ADFFMP calls for a reduction in harvest levels over the previous management plan. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 5. 
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Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2.  The commenter is unclear how the proposed project will “permanently 
degrade the value of a public asset and impact critical parts of our infrastructure and food supply”.  A 
reasoned response is not possible. 
 
The Administrative Draft Final Forest Management Plan (ADFFMP), based on Alternative G, 
establishes a high degree of protection to all of the associated resource values.  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 (ADFFMP, Chapter 5).  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 
in response to the results that are observed.  The commitment to monitoring and adaptive 
management will ensure that resource conditions are on the correct trajectory to meet the stated 
management goals. 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.  The management plan represents state of the art management practices and 
implementation of the plan is not expected to produce significant adverse environmental impacts.  
 
The enabling legislation requires that the forest is actively managed to demonstrate sustainable and 
economic forest management.  The comment provides no supporting information on the claim that 
harvesting on JDSF provides a “government handout” for corporations.  All sales greater than 
100,000 board feet and/or $10,000 in value are required to be sold through a bid process to ensure 
that the State receives fair market value.  The sale of timber will result in both direct and indirect 
timber related employment, but that does not equate to a “handout”.    
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 10. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
See General Response 8. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
See General Response 11. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
See General Response 7. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
See General Response 5. 
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Response to Comment 1 
Support for Alternative F noted.  See response to Form Letter 6 and 7 in the Form Letter section. Also 
see General Response 9, 11 and 12. 
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Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2.  JDSF is not a park or reserve.  The legislative mandate that created JDSF 
and guides its management is very clear that demonstration of sustainable and economic forest 
management is one of the primary purposes of JDSF.  By providing research opportunities and 
demonstrating responsible and innovative forest management techniques JDSF influences 
management practices well beyond its boundaries.   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.  The research conducted on JDSF will help to guide the 
development of improved management practices and future forest practice rules.  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.  In addition, many wildlife species, including some threatened and 
endangered species, thrive in areas that contain a diversity of habitat types.  Research and 
demonstration efforts conducted on JDSF include projects relating to timber production, ecological 
processes, restoration and wildlife.  Corporate interests do not guide the management of JDSF. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 3. 
 
Response to Comment 3 
The Board has developed an alternative that strives to balance the concerns of all Californians while 
remaining consistent with the legislative mandate and Board policy for the state forest system.  The 
ADFFMP 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. See 
General Response 2. 
 
Response to Comment 4 
See General Response 4, 10, 11, 12 and 14. 
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Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2.  JDSF was purchased in a largely cut over condition from a private seller 
approximately 50 years ago.  It has been actively managed for the past 50 years to demonstrate 
maximum sustained production of high quality timber products. Past management has resulted in a 
landscape that is conducive to multiple-use, including enjoyment of natural beauty and other forms of 
recreation.  The Board recognizes that timber operations can lead to negative impacts on the 
aesthetics of an area, however determining specific “thresholds of significance” is highly personal and 
subjective (see General Response 6).  Many of the potential impacts of logging are temporary and do 
not result significant impacts to associated resource values.  Mitigation measures have been 
developed to reduce the potential aesthetic impacts of timber operations to less than significant.  This 
includes implementation of restrictions on the use of even-aged silvicultural practices and timber 
operations adjacent to special concern areas (see Section VII.2 of the DEIR). Current trends in forest 
management place greater emphasis on developing practices that provide increased protection to the 
non-timber resource values including, but not limited to, aquatic and wildlife habitat, aesthetics, and 
recreation.  The management plan represents state of the art management practices and 
implementation of the plan is not expected to produce significant adverse environmental impacts (See 
General Response 10, 11, and 12).   
 
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. 
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Response to Comment 1 
See E-105, Response to Comment 1. See also General Response 2 and 10. 
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Response to Comment 1  
The commenter accurately cites the California Fish and Game Code.  However, Section 2053 goes 
on to state that: “Furthermore, it is the policy of this state and the intent of the Legislature that 
reasonable and prudent alternatives shall be developed by the department, together with the project 
proponent  and the state lead agency, while at the same time maintaining the project purpose to the 
greatest extent possible.”  The Board of Forestry and Fire Protection finds that the DEIR, RDEIR, and 
associated mitigation and management measures are consistent with the Fish and Game Code 
Sections cited by the commenter as well as the Recovery Strategy for California Coho Salmon within 
the Mendocino Coast Hydrologic Unit.  The DEIR and RDEIR indicate that Alternatives C1 and G, 
respectively, will make a significant contribution to the recovery of listed salmonids.  JDSF is 
managed to prevent take of listed species as well as to facilitate the recovery of aquatic habitat 
conditions to enhance the sustainability of salmonid populations.   
 
Response to Comment 2  
Although the precise language of the acknowledgement suggested by the commenter is not made, 
the regional context of the ownerships in which JDSF is located is amply described in Section V 
Environmental Setting (DEIR Page V-12-30) as well as DEIR Pages VII.6.1-37-53. 
 
Response to Comment 3  
Habitat protections provided listed and unlisted but declining species in the DFMP and ADFFMP, 
including additional measures or mitigations identified in the DEIR and RDEIR, are based on the best 
available scientific information relative to the species of concern.  The protections provided by the 
Forest Practice Rules had no bearing on the development of habitat management measures or 
mitigations developed beyond defining the floor below which forest management activities and 
consequent effects on habitat would not go.  In other words, the needs of the species, as best as they 
could be determined with existing information, provided the basis for the DEIR, RDEIR, and 
associated mitigation and management measures and not the minimums defined by the Forest 
Practice Rules.  Many examples could be cited of how Alternative G and the ADFFMP, for example, 
goes well beyond the requirements of the Forest Practice Rules to provide protections for both 
aquatic and terrestrial species and their habitat: 
 

 Additional management measure for large woody debris survey, recruitment, and placement; 
 Management of Class I and II WLPZs for development of late seral forest characteristics; 
 Management of one-third of the forest for older forest structure, late seral forest, or old-

growth conditions; 
 Substantial restrictions on the use of even-aged management; 
 Adaptive Management and Monitoring Program. 

 
 
The ADFFMP provides for three Riparian Restoration Demonstration Areas, where CAL FIRE, other 
state and federal agencies, and researchers will have the opportunity to test the effectiveness of 
various approaches to aquatic resource protection, including NMFS’ recommendations. 
 
Response to Comment 4  
References to the historical and current impacts of timber harvest relative to the listing status of 
salmonids and their habitat requirements are frequently cited in the DEIR Environmental Setting 
Section V-12-17 and more specifically on DEIR Page VII.6.1-1, VII.6.1.71 and Section VIII Cumulative 
Effects Page VII-65-89. 
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Response to Comment 5  
The DEIR and RDEIR conducted a thorough cumulative effects assessment and concluded that 
habitat conditions for listed species are expected to continue to improve under either Alternative C1 
or G. 
 
Response to Comment 6 
 CDF believes that the 240 sq ft/acre of basal area retained in WLPZs is more than adequate to 
ensure a trend toward the development of late seral conditions.  It is the intent of JDSF to promote 
late successional conditions.  Management activities that could be considered counterproductive to 
that objective are not applied. The commenter provides no basis for consideration of an alternative 
basal area figure to support their position that attainment of late successional conditions are “highly 
unlikely”.  Retention of a minimum of 240 sq. ft. /acre of basal area after a harvest entry that occurs 
once every 20 years will result in a forest stand that is older and larger with the associated forest 
structure complexities and accumulation of biomass associated with late successional conditions.     
 
The WLPZ measures also represent minimum, programmatic standards, that are commonly adjusted 
based upon local conditions, but are never adjusted below the minimum standards specified in the 
ADFFMP (Chapter 3, Riparian, Wetland, and Floodplain Management).  It is common practice on 
JDSF to leave Class I and II WLPZs uncut.   
 
Response to Comment 7 
The width of riparian zones will not prevent the development of desired late successional forest 
structural elements.  Watercourse and Lake Protection Zones developed in the DEIR in addition to 
those management measures developed to contribute to the recovery of aquatic resources (DEIR 
Section 6.1.14 Pages VII.6.1-96-98) are expected to make a significant contribution to stream 
ecosystem processes (LWD recruitment, improvement in pool/riffle ratio etc).  Attainment of the 
microclimate conditions described by the commenter is dependent on a variety of topographic and 
adjacent forest stand structure conditions.  Minimum WLPZ width is determined by stream and slope 
class as described in the Forest practice Rules 916.5.  Microclimate and stream shading effects of 
varying buffer width are detailed in the DEIR Pages VII.6.1-13-15. 
 
Response to Comment 8  
Comment noted. The National Marine Fisheries Service concerns related to the effectiveness of the 
Forest Practice Rules are addressed in the document: Resources Agency’s response to NMFS, 
California Forest Practice Rules July 10, 1998.  The information provided to the Board by the NMFS 
in their December 3, 1999 correspondence clearly indicates that the NMFS was still “in the process” 
of developing forestry standards and guidelines.  The guidelines provided were prepared to address a 
specific timberland owner and are intended to apply to circumstances where a timberland owner was 
interested in obtaining a two- to five-year short-term habitat conservation plan (HCP).  These 
guidelines would not be used to supplant minimum forest practice rules nor were they to apply to any 
specific THP.  NMFS cover letter goes on to state: “The guidelines that will be provided . . . will be 
generic and presented without regard to site specific information” and that the “measures . . . may be 
tailored site specifically depending on the availability of information and analysis.”  It is later 
emphasized in the cover letter that “The NMFS is aware . . . that watershed analysis would be the 
most functional procedure to use when reviewing and approving THPs.”   
 
The measures proposed in the DEIR and the RDEIR were developed following a thorough watershed 
assessment that thoroughly assessed the potential impacts to aquatic resources and water quality, 
based on the analysis of the conditions found on JDSF and in the surrounding areas.  The 
assessments found that the ADFFMP, based on Alternative G, given the various management 
measures and mitigations applied, would not result in significant adverse impact to resources.  The 
analysis in fact indicated the potential for a number of beneficial effects, including:   
 

 decreasing water temperatures;  
 large woody debris and its associated habitat values,  
 riparian forest condition, extent, and ecological function; 
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 protection of streambank stability; 
 improved in-stream habitat conditions; 
 improved access to spawning and downstream migration. 

 
 
See also response to Comment 3.  It should be noted that the Board recently adopted regulations to 
enhance the protection of coho salmon in situations where DFG has determined that take is likely to 
occur as a result of timber harvesting operations.  The Board is currently engaged in a scientific 
literature review to ensure the measures provided in the Forest Practice Rules are adequate for the 
protection and restoration of anadromous salmonid populations. 
 
Response to Comment 9  
Headwater stream ecosystems and their relationship to sediment transport, large wood recruitment 
and delivery are described in DEIR Pages VII.6.1-6-10 
 
Response to Comment 10  
Comment noted.  See responses to Comment 3 and 8 above.  Additional protections for Class III 
watercourses would depend on a variety of site specific factors and would be explained in the THP or 
the record of review of the THP. 
 
Response to Comment 11  
The riparian aquatic conservation strategy described for public lands in the document: Standards and 
Guidelines for Management of Habitat for Late-Successional and Old-Growth Related Species within 
the Range of the Northern Spotted Owl (April 1994) is an interim strategy to be used until a 
watershed analysis can be conducted and more site specific standards and guidelines developed.  
CDF has completed the elements of a watershed analysis for the JDSF ownership and bases its 
management standards and guidelines on those findings.  For example, the ADFFMP and DEIR 
provide for late successional forest recruitment along watercourses; and the DEIR provides additional 
management measures for large woody debris recruitment (DEIR Page VII.6.1-96-98).  The 
ADFFMP, based on Alternative G, goes further than the DFMP did and designates one-third of the 
Forest for older forest structure, late seral forest, and old-growth forest conditions. 
 
Attachment A (Page B-13) to the Record of Decision for the Standards and Guidelines cited by the 
commenter above states that: “Interim widths for Riparian Reserves necessary to meet Aquatic 
Conservation Strategy objectives for different watersheds are established based on ecologic and 
geomorphic factors.  These widths are designed to provide a high level of fish habitat and riparian 
protection until watershed and site analysis can be completed.” “The prescribed widths of Riparian 
Reserves apply to all watersheds until watershed analysis is completed, a site-specific analysis is 
conducted and described, and the rationale for final Riparian Reserve boundaries is presented 
through the appropriate NEPA decision-making process.” 
 
Response to Comment 12  
The DEIR and RDEIR analysis of available data and with incorporation of the Monitoring and 
Adaptive Management Section (DEIR Section 6.1.13 Page VII.6.1-94-96, ADFFMP Chapter 5) and 
Additional Management Measures to Contribute to Recovery of Aquatic Resources (Section 6.1.14 
DEIR Pages VII.6.1-96-98), as well as other protective measures added by Alternative G, supports 
the determination of a less than significant or less than significant with mitigation determination. 
 
Response to Comment 13   
See Response to Comment 11. 
 
Response to Comment 14  
See Responses to Comments 5 and 12. 
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Response to Comment 15  
The distribution and extent of existing late-successional forest on JDSF and location of late-
successional forest development areas are described in the DEIR and associated maps (e.g., Map 
Figure K in the DEIR shows vegetation by habitat classes, including classes indicative of conditions 
meeting some definitions of late seral forest; RDEIR Map Figure 2 identifies stands by the average 
numbers of trees per acre greater than 30 inches in diameter).  Because age is not a useful 
parameter to identify late-successional forest for wildlife habitat classification purposes, information 
such as that presented in the latter maps is a better indicator of older forest conditions.  Thus, the 
DEIR and RDEIR focus on forest structural attributes including tree diameter and percent canopy 
closure when assessing wildlife habitat related issues. 
 
The late seral development areas established under various alternatives were designated primarily 
due to their relationship with other forest attributes.  For example, the riparian zones are so 
designated, due to the widely recognized value of riparian zones as habitat and corridors for many 
species of wildlife, as well as their value to aquatic habitat and water quality.  Other late seral 
development areas were designated to form larger patches of late seral forest adjacent to existing 
old-growth forest.  The Mendocino Woodlands STA is designated due to a combination of factors, 
including proximity to state parks and the coast, as well as the fact that it represents a large 
contiguous patch of even-aged young forest that has not been significantly developed.  The area 
designated for late seral development in the Russian Gulch/Lower Big River area is intended to 
provide future habitat suitable for Marbled Murrelets.  It is widely recognized that forest stands tend to 
develop characteristics of old forest as they age, including the development of unique structural 
elements, such as snags, down logs, cavities, large limbs, and broken tops. 
 
The late seral development areas have been identified as areas that will be managed to achieve late 
seral characteristics in the future.  These areas currently are comprised primarily of second-growth 
forest that is not yet late seral in character.  Selective harvest is proposed adjacent to most of these 
areas, but will not preclude the development of late seral characteristics within them.  Habitat 
connectivity has been considered in detail within the wildlife analysis.  There is very little forest within 
JDSF that is currently classified as old forest.  The second-growth forest exists in large patches that 
are well connected throughout the forest by riparian zones. 
 
Response to Comment 16  
The short-term harvest schedule proposes to harvest in forest stands that do not meet the definition 
of late seral or late successional, based upon current information.  If stands of late successional 
forest are found within future project areas, the potential impacts to species normally associated with 
this type of forest will be considered as the project is planned (Title 14 CCR 919.16).  Other 
management limitations apply as well, including provision to retain old-growth trees, stands, and 
aggregations (ADFFMP Chapter 3, Protection and Enhancement of Wildlife Species, Habitat, and 
Forest Structure).  Existing, older second-growth stands that will contribute to the development of 
designated late successional forest conditions are managed consistent with the objective of 
attainment of late successional conditions.  As noted earlier, Alternative G and the ADFFMP 
designate one-third of the Forest for older forest structure, late seral forest, and old-growth forest 
conditions. 
 
Response to Comment 17  
Old-growth trees per the old-growth retention policy are not removed for the “sake of convenience”.  
An individual old-growth tree may be removed if it represents a forest worker or public safety issue or 
its retention would result in an equal or greater level of a planned projects environmental impact.  The 
ecological value of individual old-growth trees is recognized and their removal is a “last resort.”  The 
frequency of individual old-growth tree occurrence and likelihood of attaining old-growth/late 
successional conditions were important variables in the identification of late successional 
development and existing old-growth stand augmentation areas.  Individual old-growth trees are 
typically buffered with adjacent tree retention during project planning and layout.  Extensive modeling 
and analysis was done for the Wildlife and Wildlife Habitat sections of the DEIR and RDEIR; this work 
resulted in conclusions that the ADFFMP, with various management measures and mitigations 
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applied, would not result in significant adverse impacts to older forest values, whether looking at 
individual or cumulative impacts. 
 
Response to Comment 18  
Alternative C1 and C2 both include the Accelerated Road Management Plan as described in the 
DEIR Section 6.1.14 Additional Measures to Contribute to Recovery of Aquatic Resources DEIR 
Pages VII.6.1-96-97.  The ARMP completes an inventory of roads needing repair in 3 years instead of 
5 and requires other THP level road upgrades.  Alternative G and the ADFFMP also include the 
Accelerated Road Management Plan approach.  The Board anticipates that an increase in the 
Department’s authorized budget level for the Demonstration State Forests, resulting from the fiscal 
year 2006/07 Budget Act, will provide the Department with the resources it needs to implement the 
roads program.  For example, a second heavy equipment operator recently was added to the Forest’s 
staff.  
 
Response to Comment 19  
Depending on the Alternative selected and budget authorizations created through state budget 
processes, staffing levels could decrease, remain the same, or increase in response to need.  See 
Response to Comment 18 regarding recent increases in budget authority for the Demonstration State 
Forests.  JDSF has added a new Senior Wildlife Biologist in the past year and has upgraded the level 
of its Geographic Information System Specialist position. 
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Email Letter E-109 
 
Response to Comment 1 
Support of Alternative C1 and past management noted.  The Board supports a balanced, multiple use 
concept that provides high levels of resource protection and sustained production of high quality 
timber products.  Recreation and the demonstration that recreation is a compatible use of the forest 
remains an important management objective (see General Response 14).  Integrating the recreation 
program with the education and demonstration program has great potential to increase public 
knowledge of the benefits derived from active forest management of our natural resources. 
 
Increased emphasis on the use of JDSF as an educational tool is one of the goals of the ADFFMP.  
The expansion of the Forest Learning Center is expected to augment the research and demonstration 
program by providing a place where the public can learn about forest ecology and management.  It is 
also expected to attract greater numbers of scientists to do important research work on the forest.  
See General Response 2. 
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Email Letter E-110 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2.  Support for Alternative C1 noted.  The Board generally agrees with these 
comments.  The Board recognizes the role of JDSF for research and educational purposes and the 
importance of flexibility in the management plan.  The Board further recognizes the importance of 
maintaining a viable outdoor laboratory by managing the forest to create diverse stand and habitat 
types, including even-aged management areas.  The intention is to retain the value of JDSF for 
research and demonstration that is relevant to a wide range of landowners and researchers. 
 
The DEIR analysis determined that some elements of Alternatives A and D-F may be inconsistent 
with the current Public Resources Code, regulations, and Board policy that guides the management 
of JDSF.  The Board has developed a management plan utilizing elements from several alternatives 
that strives to balance the concerns of all Californians while remaining consistent with the legislative 
mandate and Board policy for the state forest system.  The ADFFMP 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. 
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 14. 
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Email Letter E-112 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2. Support of Alternative C1 and the completeness of the DEIR noted.  The 
Board agrees that it would be highly beneficial for the State Forest to fully resume management 
activities, so the Board is working actively to complete the EIR process and approve a management 
plan based on RDEIR Alternative G.  The Board has developed a management plan utilizing 
elements from several alternatives that strives to balance the concerns of all Californians while 
remaining consistent with the legislative mandate and Board policy for the state forest system.  See 
also Response to Email Letter E-110.  
 
The Board recognizes the problem of increased forest fragmentation and loss of productive 
timberland due to the economic pressures to convert the land to other uses. The Board recognizes 
the value of JDSF to reduce this trend, and its inherent environmental degradation, by providing 
demonstration of viable and sustainable forest management.  The management plan will provide both 
a useful demonstration and valuable source of information to private timberland owners, providing an 
incentive to maintain their lands in timber production and other forms of active management. 
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Email Letter E-113 
 
Response to Comment 1 
See General Response 2.  The Board recognizes the role of JDSF for research and educational 
purposes and the importance of flexibility in the management plan.  The Board further recognizes the 
importance of maintaining a viable outdoor laboratory by managing the forest to create diverse stand 
and habitat types, including even-aged management areas.    
 
Response to Comment 2 
See General Response 10.  
 
Response to Comment 3 
A significant level of sustainable timber production will continue at JDSF.  The economic setting and 
the economic impacts of various levels of harvest, in terms of estimated employment and local 
revenues, are discussed in section III.6.2 of the DEIR.  The resumption of timber production is 
expected to have a positive economic impact in the region.   
 
Response to Comment 4 
Ranking of alternatives noted.  The DEIR analysis determined that some elements of Alternatives A 
and D-F may be inconsistent with the current Public Resources Code, regulations, and Board policy 
that guides the management of JDSF.  The Board has developed a management plan utilizing 
elements from several alternatives that strives to balance the concerns of all Californians while 
remaining consistent with the legislative mandate and Board policy for the state forest system.  Refer 
to General Response 2. The ADFFMP 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. As stated above, it stresses the importance of maintaining a viable 
outdoor laboratory by managing the forest to create diverse stand and habitat types, including even-
aged management areas.  The intention is to retain the value of JDSF for research and 
demonstration that is relevant to a wide range of landowners and researchers. 
 
Response to Comment 5 
The Board supports a balanced, multiple use concept that provides high levels of resource protection 
and sustained production of high quality timber products.  See General Response 14. 
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