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Legislative Offices

12/15/04

Dear legislators and environmental consultants,


Friends of the Van Duzen is a grass roots organization composed of residents and visitors to the Van Duzen River Basin. We have been actively disseminating information to the community, working with the public schools, writing public comment through the timber harvest process with the California Dept.of Forestry, monitoring the turbidity of the river, and giving presentations to the Water Quality Control Board Region1. 


Our area retains some of the last old growth ecosystems remaining including Grizzly Creek State Park,  Cheatem Grove and Swimmer’s Delight in the Humboldt County Park system. It is an exceptional part of the world but in 2004, we have seen an onslaught of timber harvest plans covering 4150 acres of the Van Duzen River Basin. Although Palco’s holdings in the watershed amounts to 24,000, timber harvesting has been concentrated in the 5 Planning sheds covering 21,467 acres.

	
	Van Duzen Approved/Proposed Acreage 2004, (up to October 31st)  



	
	PL ownership within 
	THP area
	Harvest area
	No Cut area
	
	

	
	Watershed analysis area

Hely           5,985 acres
	1,292.5 ac   21%
	1,020      17%
	2,66.9       4%
	
	

	
	Cummings 5,132 acres
	1,294.8        25%
	1,129.2    22%
	165.6        3%
	
	

	
	Grizzly       1,618 acres
	100.4            6%
	91.5          5%
	 8.9         >1%
	
	

	
	Stevens      1,435 acres
	363.2          25%
	314.3      21%
	48.9          3%
	
	

	
	Root           7,297 acres
	1,099.1       15%
	887.8      12%
	211.3        2%
	
	

	
	TOTAL     21,476 acres
	4,150          19%
	3442.8     16%
	701.6        3%
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	



Unfortunately, we have not been able to change or alter the outcome. PALCO and CDF have worked together to approve 22/25 plans with 1 plan dropped because it suggested clear cutting on a major landslide. The California Dept of Forestry has failed to take into account the cumulative impacts of these plans. Even though the Water Quality Control Board Region 1 disagrees with the accelerated rates of harvest, and recognizes their negative effect on the beneficial uses of water, they have failed to file even one non-concurrence on these plans. Friends of the Van Duzen find these actions and inactions  by our regulatory agencies as negligent behavior. 

   During this process, Friends of the Van Duzen discovered many irregularities included but not limited to:

· Discrepancies in the required Cumulative Logging Impacts Reports submitted by Palco to CDF

· Bundling of 15 timber harvest plans into a document Mini Option A without public comment,     

  and without proper protocol including a new environmental impact report.

· Failure to disclose maximum sustainable production statistics for fear of being taken over by 

  another corporation. No public disclosure.

· Dropping below 10% late seral growth in violation of HCP guidelines

· Inclusion of late seral forest from property sold to state in Grizzly Creek and Owl Creek

  without public comment or disclosure

· CDF’s approval allowing PALCO to harvest trees 35-50 years old through a new silvacultural

  method known as variable retention – “fuzzy clearcuts” of 20 acres.

· Disregard for cumulative impacts – two or more effects, which when considered together together,

  are considerable (significant) or which compound or increase other environmental impacts.





Hely Creek Planning Subbasin

The negative impact on the Hely Creek Planning Shed becomes obvious when we realize the extent of timber harvest activity over the past decade, and when we recognize the importance of protecting one of the last remaining salmon bearing tributaries of the Van Duzen River Basin. Hely Creek is one of the few tributaries that run all year round and enters into the Van Duzen in the old growth county park. Statistics gathered by Friends of the Van Duzen from PALCO information shows that:

· 63% of Palco’s holdings in the Hely Creek Planning Watershed has been harvested or will be 

      approved for harvesting in last 10 years 

· 58% has been harvested or approved since 1999

· 21% was approved in one year, 2004.

What is the limit and where are the protections?

Over Thanksgiving holiday, my children were home. Upon returning from a 2nd review team CDF meeting regarding three Van Duzen plans,  and after giving my son the latest timber harvest approval update, he remarked, “What is the limit?”

What is the limit, and where are the protections for this sensitive watershed? Why isn’t the Water Quality Control Board exercising their rights to control water quality in the Van Duzen River Basin? Why is the California Dept. of Forestry not taking into account cumulative impacts? Why hasn’t a working TMDL been implemented in the Van Duzen following the 1999 study by Pacific Watersheds Associate commissioned by the Environmental Protection Agency? Where are the extra protections provided by being listed as a 303(D) sediment impaired waterbody? 




Grizzly Creek and Owl Creek: Late Seral Forest

As you are probably aware, according to the Habitat Conservation Plan, PALCO had to maintain 10% late seral forest over their holdings. Recently in 04-169 Ricotta Plan, these figures fell to 10% and 9.7%. Then, it was declared that PALCO could use the late seral forest that they sold to the state of California in Owl Creek and in Grizzly Creek. Why was PALCO allowed to sell the marbled murrelet conservation zone in Grizzly and Owl Creek to the state of California, and then be allowed to claim the late seral trees in their holdings? Why wasn’t this decision reported to the public? Who made this decision? 

Better Protection

I would very much like to meet to discuss the possibility of new legislation which defines amounts of a watershed that can be harvested over a certain period of time. I believe that such a bill was in committee during a previous session of the legislature. If such legislation were in place now, PALCO would be forced to have a real sustained yield plan, and insure maximum sustainable production over time. At current rate, with no limitations, PALCO will have harvested close to 50% of their holdings in the Van Duzen over the 1st decade of the Headwaters Deal. In addition, letters and inquiries to CDF and WQ would be helpful, as well as to Terry Tamminen and others. Thanks.





Effects of Accelerated Harvest

The effects of the accelerated rates of logging are devastating. The coho is extinct, stealhead and Chinook are returning in very small numbers, turtles and frogs are disappearing, and sediment chokes the streambeds. Its not a pretty sight in an otherwise beautiful setting. Add in helicopters in rural residential neighborhoods, and you have quite an intolerable situation.

                Request to Legislators

1. Through legislative design, establish harvest limits to protect watersheds. Every timber harvest plan

contains a Cumulative Impacts Report. This report can be easily calculated by the RPF to include the totals and the percentages for each Planning Watershed. Recently, analysis of Timber Harvest plans by Friend of the Van Duzen revealed numerous discrepancies in Palco’s Cumulative Impact Report.

2. Require more public disclosure. Although PALCO is a private company, its impact is large on the environment. They have failed to prove that they can maintain sustainability over time. Their Option A plan now under consideration is being reviewed by the California Dept.of Forestry and is confidential information. In an irony, officials at CDF respond that their inventory information is private so that another company doesn’t try to take them over. Can we be certain that approval of Option A is valid without further public review? Why did CDF approve MiniOptionA without proper public review?

3. Provide additional funding to Water Quality to increase staff to implement an

effective waste discharge monitoring and TMDL in the Van Duzen River Basin. Provide additional funding for a small office in Eureka to better address the needs of the North Coast rivers.

4. Supplement the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act to include tributary protection.

5. Conduct hearings to review the Habitat Conservation Plan which is failing to protect habitat

and contributing to the extinction of key indicator species. Review the most recent decision by the signatory regulatory agencies of the HCP allowing PALCO to include the standing old growth sold to the state of California at Owl Creek and Grizzly Murrelet Conservation Zones in their late seral data without public comment.

6. Legislate the use of helicopters banning them in a 3 mile radius from State Parks and rural, 

residential homes.


7. Write letters to California Dept.of Forestry and Water Quality Control Board in support of harvest 

limits and increased protection.

Respectfully,

Sal Steinberg

Community Coordinator

Friends of the Van Duzen

