
PLANNING  DEPARTMENT

GOVERNMEhTAL  CEh-lTR

Ah 0 James
PIarmIng Director

COUNTY  OF SANTA  CRUZ

701 WEAN .STREET SANTA  CRUL CALIFORNIA 9.5660
FASf408)  454.2131  TDD(XJR) 414.2123 PHONE  l40R) 454.2560

May 21, 1998

AGENDA: June 2, 1998

Board of Supervisors
County of Santa Cruz
701 Ocean Street
Santa Cruz. CA 95060

RE: PROPOSED FOREST PRACTICE RULES AND ZONING ORDINANCES
RELATING TO TIMBER HARVESTING

Members of the Board:

The matter before your Board today is the consideration of proposed amendments to the State
Forest Practice Rules applicable to timber harvesting in Santa Cruz County and conceptual zoning
ordinance amendments to regulate the location of timber harvesting in the unincorporated area of
the County.

BACKGROUND

Timber harvesting has been an integral part of the economy and history of the County for the past
century. The San Lorenzo Valley, as we know it today, is a product of the logging industry as is
much of the County’s mountain roadway system. Timber harvesting still provides many jobs for
County residents, both directly and indirectly, and it will continue to do so’as the need for forest
products continues to grow to meet the needs of a growing population.

The growing population and the expansion of other economies, however, has resulted in the
construction of many homes on existing, rural parcels throughout the County. These
homeowners seek different benefits from living in therural  areas of the County, including solitude,
natural beauty, privacy, etc. Timber harvesting, to some, is not compatible with their idea of what
rural living is supposed to be and, to others, timber harvesting has resulted in significant adverse
impacts to their properties, and to the environment.

In August 1997, your Board was informed that the County had the authority to regulate the
location of timber harvesting through its zoning ordinance. This information resulted in a series
of public hearings throughout the Fall of 1997 that culminated in the adoption of Interim

Ordinances establishing where timber harvesting could occur, including helicopter logging. Your
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Board also established the Timber Technical Advisory Committee (TTAC) to prepare
recommendations regarding proposed zoning and other rules amendments for consideration by
your Board on February 24, 1998. The TTAC, consisting of five representatives each from forest
industry/property owners and residents/environmental groups, met bi-weekly to develop their
recommendations on how to resolve the issues raised during the public hearings and at the initial
meetings of the committee.

On February 24, 1998, your Board considered the findings and recommendations of the Timber
Technical Advisory Committee regarding timber harvest issues. Following the public hearing on
the TTAC report, your Board took the following actions (see Attachment 3).

. accepted and filed the report of the Timber Technical Advisory Committee and
formally thanked the members of the committee for their time and efforts, and

. declined to adopt an Ordinance extending Ordinance Nos. 4476 and 4469
Establishing Interim Zoning Regulations, and

. directed the Planning Department, in consultation with members of the public, to
prepare recommendations for amendment to the State Forest Practice Rules to be

submitted to the Board of Supervisors on June 2, 1998, for approval and
submission to the State Board of Forestry for approval, and

. directed the Planning Department to prepare and submit to the Board of
Supervisors on June 2, 1998, draft recommendations for the implementation of
new,zoning regulations restricting the location of timber harvest operations
including the lo’cation  of helicopter staging and loading areas in the County, to be
processed for subsequent consideration for adoption by the Board of Supervisors
in the event that the State Board of Forestry fails to adopt a package of Forest
Practice Rules to be effective January 1, 1999 and that are found by the Board of
Supervisors to adequately address the timber harvest impacts in the County.

In response to your Board’s action to decline to adopt the extension to the Interim Zoning
Ordinances, Supervisor Beautz placed an item on the March 24, 1998 agenda which
recommended that a procedure be developed for conducting public hearings to determine if an SU
(Special Use) zoned property qualified as a timber resource. Following public input and
discussion, your Board took the following actions (See Attachment 4):

. interpreted Section 13.10.380 to require that the use of parcels for timber
harvesting in the Special Use (SU) zone district requires a Level 5 hearing to
determine consistency with the General Plan unless the parcel has a timber overlay,
and

. directed that the public hearings focus only on whether the parcel qualifies under
the General Plan for timber harvesting, and
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. directed the Planning Department to return on April 14, 1998 with clear criteria for
determining whether Special Use (SU) parcels qualify for timber harvesting under
the General Plan, and

. directed the Planning Department to return on June 2, 1998 with a
recommendation for a permanent ordinance addressing the lack of clarity of the
Special Use (SU) zone regulations regarding timber harvesting, as well as the
recommended rule change package to be submitted to CDF and all other items
previously authorized by the Board of Supervisors, and

. directed the Planning Department to return on April 14, 1998 with an appropriate
resolution to change the Unified Fee Schedule to charge a maximum of $300 for
rezoning to the Timber Production Zone only for the period between the
expiration date of the interim ordinance and June 2, 1998.

On April 14, 1998, your Board considered a report and recommendations regarding criteria and
procedures for conducting public hearings to determine General Plan consistency for timber
harvesting on parcels zoned Special Use (SU). Following public input and discussions, your
Board took the following actions (see Attachment 5):

. adopted a Resolution adopting a criteria review checklist and a procedure for
determination of General Plan consistency for timber harvesting in areas of the
Special Use (SU) zone district that do not have a timber resources land use
designation, and

. adopted a resolution revising the Unified Fee Schedule to establish a flat fee of
$750 to process a rezoning to the Timber Production zone district and extending
the duration of the flat fee indefinitely, and

. requested the chairperson of the Board to write a letter to Assembly Member
Keeley transmitting the requested legislative actions as discussed in the report and
directed Planning staff to include any additional recommendations for inclusion
into the Keeley bill to be brought back on June 2, 1998, and

. directed Planning staff to have all materials available to the public on May 21,
1998 for the June 2, 1998 hearing.

This report is in response to your earlier directives and addresses the following materials:

1 . Recommended amendments to the State Forest Practice Rules.

2. Recommended Zoning Ordinance amendments.
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3. Recommended legislative language.

FOREST PRACTICE RULES AMENDMENTS

As directed by your Board, staff prepared a set of proposed amendments to the State Forest
Practice Rules. These amendments focus on the topics listed in the TTAC report and are based
on a number of sources, including the recommendations of the TTAC, the County General
Plan/Local Coastal Program, the County Code and the comments received from the public over
the past nine months, The primary  noal  guiding  the development of the rules changes has been to
implement the policies of the General Plan. to nrotect the environment and to provide for
neiahborhood compatibilitv  while promoting sustainable timber harvesting in appropriate
locations.

Staff circulated a preliminary draft of the proposed amendments to the Forest Practice Rules on
April 13, 1998, and distributed copies to any person or organization who requested them for
comment (Attachment 6). Copies were also distributed to Board members, appropriate County
departments and members of the TTAC. Staff received 7 sets of comments on the proposed
Rules changes. These are included as Attachment 7. Staff carefully considered all comments,
many of which were incorporated into the proposed amendments to the Forest Practice Rules
presented for your Board’s consideration (Attachment 1).

The proposed Forest Practice Rules amendments, as mentioned above, address all of the topics
raised by the TTAC during their meetings and in their recommendations to your Board. They
also address topics for Forest Practice Rules revisions listed in the County General Plan/Local
Coastal Program Land Use Plan under Section 5.12 Programs (c) and (d) (Attachment 8). Some
of the proposed rules are minor modifications of existing rules to clarify and amplify the rules.
Rules that fall into this category include those regarding Plan Submittal/Notice of Intent, Log
Hauling, Flagging, and Abandonment of Roads and Landings.

The remaining Forest Practice Rules amendments are more substantial and deal with Timber
Operator Certification, Review Team Field Review, Hours of Work, Flagging of Property Lines,
Performance Bonding, Road Construction and Maintenance, Erosion Control Maintenance,
Contents of Plan, Residential Buffers, Special Harvesting Methods, Watercourse and Lake
Protection, Non-native Plants and Helicopter Operations. The most significant of these Forest
Practice Rules amendments would create a 300-foot residential buffer (no-cut) zone adjacent to
every existing residential dwelling which is located on property not zoned TP, exclude riparian
corridors on parcels not zoned TP from timber harvesting operations (except for necessary
temporary crossings), establish different cutting standards for TP zoned land and land not zoned
TP, and substantially raise road construction and maintenance standards.

Staff recommends that your Board accept the proposed Forest Practice Rules amendments and
direct staff to submit these amendments to the California Department of Forestry, along with the
necessary documentation, for consideration by the Board of Forestry. The review of the
proposed Forest Practice Rules amendments will culminate at the Board of Forestry. Staff will be
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tracking the review of the Forest Practice Rules amendments and will, of course, be attending the
Board of Forestry hearings on the amendments. To bolster the County’s commitment towards
adoption of the Forest Practice Rules amendments, staff also recommends that your Board
appoint a Board member to attend the Board of Forestry hearing to offer support and testimony
for the County’s amendments.

ZONING ORDINANCE AMENDMENTS

On February 24, 1998, your Board directed Planning staff to prepare “draft recommendations for
the implementation of new zoning regulations restricting the location of timber harvest operations
including the location of helicopter staging and loading areas in the County, to be processed for
subsequent consideration for adoption by the Board of Supervisors in the event that the State
Board of Forestry fails to adopt a package of Forest Practice Rules to be effective January 1,
1999 and that are found by the Board of Supervisors to adequately address the timber harvest
impacts in the County.” This direction was augmented by your Board’s action on March 24,
1998, that directed staff.“to return on June 2, 1998 with a recommendation for a permanent
ordinance addressing the lack of clarity in the Special Use (SU) zone regulations regarding timber
harvesting, as well as the recommended rule change package to be submitted to CDF and all other
items previously authorized by the Board of Supervisors.”

The zoning ordinance amendments (Attachment 2) prepared by staff to implement the Board’s
direction are presented in three categories:

Category 1. Zoning ordinance amendments to be adopted regardless of the outcome of
the Forest Practice Rule review process

Category 2. Zoning ordinance amendments to be considered in conjunction with the
adoption of acceptable Forest Practice Rules changes by the Board of
Forestry

Category 3. Zoning ordinance amendments to be considered if acceptable Forest
Practice Rules changes are not adopted by the Board of Forestry

The proposed zoning ordinance amendments are conceptual, In preparing these conceptual
ordinance amendments, staff has used as its guide consistency with the County General Plan/Local
Coastal Program Land Use Plan. If directed to do so by your Board, staff will prepare formal
ordinance language for consideration by the Environmental Coordinator, Planning Commission
and your Board. These amendments will be processed concurrently and on a schedule that will
allow these amendments to be considered and adopted by your Board with sufficient time to
become effective on January 1, 1999, at least outside the Coastal Zone. As your Board knows,
processing amendments through the Coastal Commission can take some amount of time and we
will endeavor to make it as short as possible by keeping Coastal staff informed throughout the
process .
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CATEGORY 1

This category includes those zoning ordinance amendments which are recommended to be
adopted regardless of the outcome of the Forest Practice Rules review process. The proposed
zoning ordinance amendments are listed below, with a brief description and explanation.

Section I6.2O.INO(e)  md (1) - require spec$c road sirfj&ii~g based on grade of rood bed,
iucludirlg gravel srrrfacitlg  011 I to 1 OOA grades, 5” baserock  aud oil and screen 011 grades of 10
/o 1596, and asphalt srrrfncirlg  ou grades over 1.5%

This section is proposed to require specific types of road surfacing based on the grade of the road
bed. The purpose of these standards is to reduce erosion from sloping, unpaved roads. The
proposed ordinance amendment will require this standard of road surfacing to all new private
roads in the County, whereas one of the proposed Forest Practice Rules would require these
standards for all permanent haul roads.

Section 16.30.050(c)  - delete the existirlg  ripariau corridor exemptiotl.  for timber harvesting if
authorized hy a County permit

This amendment is a clean up item to reflect that the County does not issue timber harvest
permits. In addition, to be consistent with the General Plan regarding riparian corridor protection
(Policy 5.2.3 - which prohibits any disturbance or vegetation removal within the riparian
corridor), the proposed language in the Forest Practice Rules establishes riparian corridors as a
no-cut/no-entry zones for non-TP zoned properties, except for temporary stream crossings where
necessary. This ordinance amendment reinforces the General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land
Use Plan policy and the proposed Forest Practice Rules amendments.

Section 13. IO. i7O(d) - delete the TP zone district as an implementing zone district of the Public
Futility ;Itlstitrrtiotmf,  A4ountaitl  Residential and Rural Residential land use desi~lations

County Code Section 13.10.170 lists those zone districts which implement specific land use and
resource designations of the General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan. General
Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan Policies 5.12.1 (and 5.12.2)  and 5.13.4  designate the
TP zone district as the implementing zone district for the Timber Resource designation and as one
of the implementing zone districts of the Agricultural Resource designation, respectively. The
General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan does not, however, include any discussion of
timber production and/or harvesting in the Mountain Residential, Rural Residential or Public
Facility/Institutional land use designations and associated policies. Therefore, it is not appropriate
to designate these land use designations for implementation by the TP zone district, unless those
properties also have the Timber Resource designation. There are no properties currently zoned
TP that do not have the Timber Resource designation.

J’ection 13. IO. 3 78 - limits helicopter staging and loading operations to areas withirr  parcels with
a CDF approved THP
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Your Board directed staff to prepare a permanent zoning ordinance to regulate the use of
helicopters in timber harvesting operations. As your Board knows, many citizens object to the
intrusiveness of any helicopters, be it for logging or law enforcement purposes. Besides the noise,
objections have been raised regarding the safety of timber operations involving helicopters.
Hauling large logs hundreds of feet in the air from point to point scares many people, especially
those whose homes are near the haul route.

Staff is proposing that helicopter logging operations be restricted to areas which are within the
boundaries of a CDF approved THP and which are on an adjacent property to the parcel from
which the timber is being harvested. This will eliminate many of the safety concerns raised by
residents who have been concerned about logs being transported near their properties. The noise
from the helicopters will still be a concern, but adherence to the hours of operation specified in
the Forest Practice Rules will at least give nearby residents a definitive time when helicopters will
be in use.

On September 16, 1998, your Board adopted Interim Zoning Ordinance No. 4473 restricting the
location of timber harvesting operations when helicopters were proposed for staging, loading and
other operations. This ordinance extended the original Interim Ordinance (No. 4469) for ten
months and fifteen  days, or until July 3 1, 1998. In order for this restriction to remain in effect
while the ordinance amendment discussed above is being processed, your Board must adopt an
additional extension to the interim ordinance. Staff recommends that your Board schedule a
public hearing for June 16, 1998, to consider extending Ordinance No. 4469 regarding helicopter
logging.

CATEGORY 2

This category assumes that the Board of Forestry has adopted a package of acceptable Forest
Practice Rules amendments. The following section discusses the zone districts where timber
harvesting is recommended to be allowed and lists certain ordinance amendments that are
necessary to implement the recommended zone districts. The assumption is that the approved
Forest Practice Rules amendments will address many of the concerns related to how timber
harvesting is conducted as well as some of the General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use
Plan consistency issues such as riparian corridors and residential buffers, that deal with where
timber harvesting is allowed.

The recommended zone districts where timber harvesting would be allowed include:

Timber Production (TP) Special Use (SU)
Parks, Recreation & Open Space(PR’) Commercial Agriculture(CA)

Mineral Extraction Industrial(M-3) Agriculture(A)

The TP zone district clearly is designated both by State law and the County General Plan/Local
Coastal Program Land Use Plan as the primary zone district where timber harvesting and
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associated uses are allowed and encouraged. The other recommended zone districts either list
timber harvesting as a currently allowed use (M-3, PR), have had ordinance amendments
conceptually approved by your Board to add timber harvesting as an allowed use (CA, A) or have
been approved by your Board as an allowed use as an interim measure (SU). The following is an
analysis of the various recommended zone districts and the consistency of allowing timber
harvesting in that zone district to the General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan.

The M-3 zone district implements the Mineral Resource designation of the General Plan/Local
Coastal Program Land Use Plan. Policy 5.16.2 delineates the uses which are compatible and
incompatible with the utilization and management of mineral resources. Timber harvesting is
included as a compatible use in the Mineral Resource designation. Allowing timber harvesting on
the M-3 zoned parcels is consistent with the General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan.

The PR zone district not only implements the Existing Parks, Recreation and Open Space land use
designation associated with public and private parks and recreational facilities, but the PR also
implements the Urban Open Space (O-U) and Resource Conservation (O-C) land use
designations. The Resource Conservation land use designation includes “.. .significant  open space
lands in the rural areas of the county for the protection of natural resources and habitats, the
managed production of resources, outdoor recreational opportunities and protection of public
health and safety.“(General  Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan Policy 5.11 .S) The
‘managed production of resources’ refers to timber, biological, scenic and other resources found
on these properties. These O-C designated properties include large watershed protection areas
that were purchased by various water districts/companies to protect their drinking water sources.
These water districts/companies conduct timber harvests on a regular cycle as one of the ways in
which they manage their land. Timber harvesting is an accepted resource management tool on
these lands and, therefore, properties zoned PR are appropriate for timber harvesting and
consistent with the General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan. The O-U land use
designation is generally applied to riparian corridors, steep slopes, lakes and lagoons inside the
Urban Services Line and is not a factor in this analysis.

Your Board has, on September 16, 1997, conceptually approved an ordinance amendment to add
timber harvesting as an allowed use in the CA and A zone districts. The General Plan/Local
Coastal Program Land Use Plan is not clear as to where timber harvesting fits in relation to the
CA and A zone districts. The CA zone district implements the Agriculture land use and
Agricultural Resource designation. General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan Policy
5.13.4 requires that all land that is designated Agricultural Resource be maintained in the CA
zone, unless the property also has a timber resource designation, when it should be zoned TP.
Two factors make it difficult  for the County to implement this policy. The first is that, pursuant
to Government Code Section 51113, only the property owner can petition to have a property
zoned to TP. The second is that very little of the designated Agricultural Resource land is
currently in forest production - most of it is in crop land. The small areas which do contain
harvestable timber are usually fringe and foothill areas. To fully implement Policy 5.13.4,  the
County would have to split zone these multi-resource properties, something that is not desired by
the property owner nor staff. Therefore, in order to comply with your Board’s direction, stti is
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recommending that General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan language be included
with the proposed ordinance amendment to specifically state that timber harvesting is a permitted
use in the CA zone district.

The A zone district currently implements not only the Agriculture land use designation, but also
the Public Facility/Institutional, Mountain Residential and Rural Residential land use designations.
The A zone district, however, does not implement the Timber Resource or Agricultural Resource
designations. In the Agriculture land use designation, the A zone district is considered as non-
commercial agriculture. No mention is made in General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use
Plan Section 5.14 (Non-Commercial Agriculture) of timber harvesting. In order to implement the
direction of your Board to allow timber harvesting in the A zone district, language will need to be
added to the General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan to add timber harvesting as an
allowed use in the Agriculture land use designation.

Timber harvesting is not listed or discussed as an allowed use in the Public Facility/Institutional,
Mountain Residential or Rural Residential land use designations. Timber harvesting is not
allowed in the primary zone districts which do implement the Public Facility/Institutional,
Mountain Residential or Rural Residential land use designations (PF, RA and RR). It appears,
therefore, that timber harvesting is not consistent with the General Plan/Local Coastal Program
Land Use Plan if proposed in the A zone.district with General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land
Use Plan land use designations of Public Facility/Institutional, Mountain Residential and Rural
Residential and staff does not recommend that the zoning ordinance and General Plan/Local
Coastal Program Land Use Plan be amended to allow that use in the Public Facility/Institutional,
Mountain Residential or Rural Residential land use designations.

Uses allowed in the Special Use (SU) zone district must be consistent with the General Plan/Local
Coastal Program Land Use Plan. Following two public hearings before your Board in March and
April 1998, your Board determined that timber harvesting in the SU zone district could be found
to be consistent with the General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use’Plan  on parcels in the SU
zone district that were also designated as a Timber Resource on the General Plan/Local Coastal
Program Land Use Plan Resource and Constraints Maps or if certain criteria could be met that
addressed General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan consistency and timber stocking
standards. Staff is recommending an ordinance amendment to place the adopted criteria and
process into the SU zone ordinance.

In order to implement this category, the following ordinance and General Plan/Local Coastal
Program Land Use Plan policy amendments are proposed:

1. Amend section 13.10.380 et seq to:
a) allow timber harvesting in the SU zone district on all parcels with the timber
resource designation and those parcels without the timber resource designation
that meet the SU timber harvest criteria, and
b) add the list of criteria and procedure to determine General Plan/Local Coastal
Program Land Use Plan consistency
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2. Amend Section 13.10.3 12(b) to allow timber harvesting in the CA zone district, and in
the A zone district with a General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan land use
designation of Agriculture

3. Amend Genera1 Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan Policy 5.13.5 to add
timber harvesting as a principal permitted use on CA zoned land

4. Amend General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan Policy 5.14.1  to add
timber harvesting as a use allowed on non-commercial agricultural land(A zone)

CATEGORY 3

This category of amendments implements the February 24, 1998 action of your Board that
directed the Planning Department to “prepare and submit to the Board of Supervisors on June 2,
1998, draft recommendations for the implementation of new zoning regulations restricting the
location of timber harvest operations including the location of helicopter staging and loading areas
in the County, to be processed for subsequent consideration for adoption by the Board of
Supervisors in the event that the State Board of Forestry fails to adopt a package of Forest
Practice Rules to be effective January 1, 1999 and that are found by the Board of Supervisors to
adequately address the timber harvest impacts in the County.” Staff has analyzed the Genera1
Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan and the zoning ordinance and have identified a range
of alternatives available to the Board of Supervisors in the event the Forest Practice Rules
amendments are not approved.

The most restrictive alternative would limit timber harvesting to the TP zone district only. This
alternative is consistent with the requirements of State law and General Plan/Local Coastal
Program Land Use Plan Section 5.12 - Timber Resources. Staff believes that the M-3 and PR
zone districts should also be included in this alternative, because the Genera1 Plan/Local Coastal
Program Land Use Plan policies which directly refer to these zone districts include timber
harvesting as allowed uses. Amendments to the General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use
Plan and Zoning Ordinance would be required to clearly designate the TP, M-3 and PR zone
districts as the only zone districts where timber harvesting is allowed and to remove references to
timber harvesting from other land use and resource designations. Owners of property not zoned
TP, M-3 or PR who wish to harvest timber on their lands would be required to apply for a
rezoning of their property to the TP zone district. Historically, the majority of timber harvesting
has occurred on TP zoned properties. This alternative would, therefore, strengthen the purpose
of the TP zone.

The second alternative is to limit timber harvesting to those zone districts which currently allow
timber harvesting as an allowed use. Under this alternative, timber harvesting would clearly be
allowed in the TP, M-3 and PR zone districts. The SU zone district does not specifically allow
timber harvesting (or any use other than single-family dwellings) but does allow uses that are
gonsistent  with the General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan. In March and April
1998, your Board determined that timber harvesting was allowed in the SU zone district if the
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property also had the Timber Resource designation or could meet special criteria to demonstrate
that timber harvesting would be consistent with the General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land
Use Plan. Under this alternative, your Board could either reaffirm that determination or not. In
either case, ordinance amendments would be necessary to either codify the criteria and process for
consideration of SU zoned properties that do not have a Timber Resource or to specifically
prohibit timber harvesting in the SU zone district. Once again, property owners could always
initiate a rezoning to the TP zone if they wished to harvest timber on a property not zoned for
timber harvesting.

The third alternative is to allow timber harvesting in the zone districts discussed in Category 2
(TP, M-3, PR, SU, CA and A) and adopt an ordinance amendment that puts all the locational
criteria proposed in the Forest Practice Rules amendments into the zoning ordinance. These
standards would apply to all proposed timber harvests on properties not zoned TP as the
County’s ability to impose limits on timber harvesting in the TP zone through zoning is very
limited. The standards would exclude timber harvesting in riparian corridors, residential buffers
and in areas with geologic hazards, and could include parcel size limitations and subsequent
development density restrictions. The standards to be developed could be more stringent than
those locational criteria proposed in the Forest Practice Rules amendments, including greater
residential buffers, no disturbance in riparian corridors, etc.

The General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan and ordinance amendments necessary to
implement this alternative include:

n the General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan and ordinance
amendments from Category 2, and

n a new ordinance to incorporate the locational standards from the Forest Practice
Rules, to be applied to all timber harvests proposed on property not zoned TP,
including, but not limited to:

. riparian corridor exclusion

. residential buffers

. steep slopes

. parcel size

Staff recommends the third alternative. This alternative allows timber harvesting on the widest
range of properties while imposing specific locational restrictions, similar to but possibly more
restrictive than the proposed Forest Practice Rules amendments, on timber harvesting.

LEGISLATIVE REQUESTS

As directed by your Board, a letter was prepared for the Chairperson’s signature recommending
legislation to address two issues: ‘standing’ as it relates to appeals of Timber Harvest Permits and
‘economic emergencies’ as a category of emergency timber harvest permit. At this time, staff has
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no additional legislative requests to recommend for submission to Assembly Member Keeley.

RECOMMENDATION

The proposed Forest Practice Rules amendments and zoning ordinance amendments have been
prepared, as directed by your Board. It is, therefore, RECOMMENDED that your Board:

1. Accept and file this report, and

2. Approve the proposed Forest Practice Rules amendments (Attachment 1) and direct
Planning staff to submit these amendments to the California Department of Forestry for
processing, and

3. Direct Planning staff to track the processing of the Forest Practice Rules amendments,
assist the staff of the California Department of Forestry in the review of the submittal and
to attend the hearings before the Board of Forestry, and

4. Direct the Chairperson of the Board to appoint one Board Member to attend the Board
of Forestry hearings on the proposed Forest Practice Rules amendments in support of the
proposed amendments, and

5. Approve, in concept, the Zoning Ordinance implementation (Attachment 2) and direct
Planning staff to prepare specific language to implement these concepts and to process
these General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan and zoning ordinance
amendments concurrently and on a schedule to have these amendments go into effect, at
least outside the Coastal Zone, on January 1, 1998, and .

6. Schedule a public hearing on June 16, 1998, to consider an ordinance extending
Interim Zoning Ordinance No. 4469 regarding helicopter logging for a period of time to
allow for the development of the permanent regulations’as recommended in this report,and

7. Direct the Planning Department to return on October 6, 1998, with a status report on
the processing of the Forest Practice Rules amendments by the California Department of
Forestry.

Planning Director

RECOMMENDED:
Susan A. Mauriello
County Administrative Officer
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Attachments: 1. Proposed Forest Practice Rules Amendments

2. Recommended Policy and Zoning Ordinance Amendments
3. Minute Order, Item no. 060, February 24, 1998
4. Minute Order, Item no. 080, March 24, 1998
5. Minute Order, Item no. 08 1, April 14, 1998
6. Proposed Forest Practice Rules Amendments, April 13, 1998 Draft
7. Comments Received on April 13 Draft of Proposed Forest Practice Rules

Amendments
8. General Plan/Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan and County Code Citations

cc: County Counsel
California Department of Forestry, Central Coast Ranger Unit
Santa Cruz Farm Bureau
Patrick Porgans
Big Creek Lumber
Mark Morganthaler
Steven M. Butler
Citizens for Responsible Forest Management
Sierra Club
Summit Watershed Protection League
Valley Women’s Club
J. E. Greig, Inc.
City of Santa Cruz Water Department

timbs62 1 .wpd
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ATTACHME.NT  1

560
SANTA CRUZ COUNTY

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE CALIFORNIA FOREST PRACTICE RULES

+ New text is underlined
+ Deletions are shown with Wikee&

All other text is existing rule language.

1. 926.1 Registered Professional Forester (RPF)  Advice [Santa Cruz County]

The provisions of 14 CCR 913.8(b)(5) shall apply when timber operations are conducted in
accordance with 14 CCR 926.25

2. 926.2 Field Review and Timber Operator Certification [Santa Cruz County]

Subs’equent  & plan approval, but prior to commencement of timber operations, the RPF
responsible for preparing the plan, the RPF who will advise the timber operator during timber
operations (if different), and the timber operator shall meet in the field to review the specifics of
the plan. The Director may attend and participate in such meeting, and shall be given advance
notice of the meeting by the plan submitter. After such meeting and prior to commencement of
timber operations. or upon the filinn of any subsequent amendment to the plan. the licensed
timber operator shall execute and file with the DeDattment  a written certification that such
timber operator or a supervised desiqnee familiar with on-site conditions activelv DarticiDated in
the field review, is familiar with all state and local rules applicable to the proposed timber
operation including without limitation the requirements of Section 1035.2 and 1035.3,
understands the plan or such amendment and each of the conditions that have been placed
upon the plan or such amendment by the Department as part of the review process, and is
familiar with and acknowledges the responsibility to communicate this information to those
persons hired to carry out the proposed timber operation under his direction.

3. 926.3 Plan Submittal and Notice of Intent [Santa Cruz County]

14 CCR 1032.7, subsections (c),(e),(f) and (g)aFt$fkx1)  shall not apply in Santa Cruz County.
In lieu of those subsections the following shall apply:

(a) The plan submitter shall prepare and submit to the Director, with the plan, a Notice of
Intent to Harvest Timber as described in 14 CCR 1032.7(d) includina  the following:

cu

0

A statement that the approximate property lines have been flaaaed for review
where truck roads, tractors roads or harvest areas are within 100 feet of the
proDerty  line.

In the event helicopter yarding is proposed the Notice of Intent will include the
maDDed location of helicoDter  loa landinn and service area sites and a statement
about the approximate duration of helicopter vardinn activities.

-l-
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(b) The plan submitter shall furnish to the Department at the time of submission of the plan,
the names and addresses of all property owners within 300 ft. of the exterior
boundaries of assessor’s parcels upon which a plan has been submitted, and-the
names and addresses of property owners with property fronting or bordering that
portion of the haul route lying between the plan area and the nearest public road, and
the addresses of all applicable private road association contacts. The list shall be
compiled from the latest equalized assessment roll of the county or a list provided by a
title insurance company.

(cl The plan submitter shall mail copies of the Notice of Intent to all property owners and all
applicable private road associations identified pursuant to (b) at least 10 davs prior to
plan submission and at this time shall post a COPY of the Notice of Intent including a
map as described in 14 CCR 1032.7 (d)(8) at a conspicuous location on the private
road where a maioritv of the road association members can view the notice. The
posted Notice of Intent shall be on colored paper or identified with colored flagging so
as to be easily visible to the public. The plan submitter shall further mail the Notice of
Intent to:

(1) All members of the Board of Supervisors in whose district any timber operation
is proposed;

(2) The local school district;

(3)

All downstream publicly owned water purveyors. At the time of plan submission,
the plan submitter shall certify in writing that this procedure has been followed.

(d) The plan submitter shall have the Notice of Intent published in a newspaper of general
circulation in the area, concurrently with the submission of the plan to the Director.
Proof of publication of notice shall be provided to the Director prior to his/her
determination made pursuant to 14 CCR 1037.6.

(6 For plan amendments, the submitter of the amendment shall certify in writing at the time
the amendment is submitted that copies of a new Notice of Intent have been mailed to:

(1) All property owners not previously noticed under sub-section (b) who, because
of the plan amendment, would be required to receive the notice provided in
subsection (b).

(2) All property owners previously noticed under subsection (b) when there is a
change in silvicultural method.

sl The plan submitter shall include with the mailed Notice of Intent sent to the persons
identified above, other than members of the Board of Supervisors, local school district
or publicly-owned water district(s), any available printed general informational material
that has been iointly approved by the County of Santa Cruz and the Department,
describina  the review process and the riohts of adiacent  landowners and other
neighbors under applicable rules, ordinances or statutes.

- 2 -
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(9) The RPF shall simultaneously file with the Department any notice of deviation given to
the plan submitter or landowner required under Public Resources Code section 4583.2.

4. 926.7 Review Team Field Review [Santa Cruz County]

Any review team member may, on request, accompany the Department as an advisor to the
Department, on any field review the Department conducts prior to approval of the plan. If
member of the review team does not concur with the chairperson’s recommendation to the
Director, the member may submit in writina. within five working days of the review team
meetino,  the specific reasons whv the recommendation does not provide adequate protection
of the resources for which his or her agency has responsibilitv.

When a proposed timber harvest area is adiacent to a residential neiohborhood,  the only
access to the THP is throuah neiahborina property or multi-owner private road(s) are to be
used for haulina, the residents of the adiacent  neiqhborhood  or the owners of the private
road(s) may designate one person as their representative to attend review meetinas and any
pre-harvest inspection that is scheduled. Such person shall be entitled to receive advance
notice of the time and place of review team meetinqs and any pre-harvest inspection, may
make inquiries of the review team members, but shall not be a member of the review team.

5. 926.9 Hours of Work [Santa Cruz County]

k3 Except as provided in paragraph (b) below, the operation of chain saws and other
power-driven sawequipment shall be restricted to the hours between 7:00 a.m. and
9XNJ-m p.m., and shall be prohibited on Saturdays, Sundays, and nationally
designated legal holidays. An exception to this rule may be aranted bv the Director
where s/he has found that no disturbance will result from the use of such equipment.

sa Within 300 feet of any occupied dwelling, Tthe operation of chain saws and all other
power equipment, except licensed highway vehicles,+MhkGN!  ft v
dwelkngshall be restricted to the hours between &Ml-m a.m. and 9&M&66 p.m.,
and shall be prohibited on Saturdays, Sundays and nationally designated legal
holidaysc

The Director mav grant an exception to allow operations between 7:00 a.m. and 7:Og
p.m. within 300 feet of residences if a determination of “no disturbance” can be made
based upon the occupant(s) agreement to a written request submitted bv the RPF to
the Director before plan approval.

f.Q When it is anticipated that there will be staging of licensed vehicles outside the plan
submitter’s property between the hours of 9:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m., the RPF shall
provide an operating plan which reduces noise impacts to nearbv  residences.

- 3 -
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926.10 Log Hauling [Santa Cruz County]

Log hauling on public roads, or private roads is not permitted on Saturdays, Sundays,
or on those days which are nationally designated holidays.

Log hauling on public roads, or private roads may be restricted or not permitted by the
Director during commute hours or during school busing hours when necessary to
present a serious hazard to traffic flow and safety or to prevent hazardous conditions
that would endanger public safety.

During log hauling on public roads, or on private roads the timber operator may be
required by the Director to post special traffic signs and/or flagpersons where
determined to be necessary to prevent a hazard to traffic.

926.11 Flagging of Property Lines [Santa Cruz County]

rn m
. . .
e The RPF’ shall, prior to plan
submission to the Department. flag the approximate property lines of the timberland owners
parcel on the site where any truck road, tractor road or harvest area is proposed within 100 ft.
of a property line, and the approximate boundaries of all residential buffer zones If the
property boundary line is contested in writing, and the dispute is found to have ma at least
two members of the review team, the plan submitter shall have the subiect boundary line
surveved and flanged bv a licensed surveyor; or alternatively the Director mav assign lands
within 200 feet of the contested property line to be off limits to timber operations.

8. 926.13 Performance Bonding [Santa Cruz County]

When hauling logs pursuant to a THP, the LTO shall provide for the repair of any damage to a
county or private road that is m caused by the LTO’s log hauling operations,
and shall provide for the repair of any damage caused by the LTO’s log hauling operations to
appurtenant structures, including, but not limited to, guard rails, signs, traffic signals, culverts,
curbs and similar facilities. If necessary to ensure compliance with this section, the county,
owner(s)/easement  holder(s) of private road or applicable private road associations may request,
and the Department, upon such request, mayw require the timber operator or responsible party
to post adequate financial security to restore paved or unpaved county or private roads and
appurtenant structures which are damaged by log hauling operations. The request for posting of

\ financial security shall be made to the Department during the THP review procedure and no later
than five days before the Directors decision date. The following standards apply:

fa For County roads, The timber operator or responsible party shall post a certificate of
deposit, certificate of insurance or performance bond, or other financial security in favor
of the Department in a reasonable amount set by the Director, not to exceed $5,000 per
mile of county road used or $50,000, whichever is less and subject to provisions of Division
3, Part I, Chapter 1, Article 8, Sec. 11110 through 11113 of the Gov. C. Such cash deposit

- 4 -
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or other acceptable financial security shall cover a period not to exceed the effective period
of the plan.

When a form of financial security is required, logging trucks shall not use the county roads
until the required security is posted with the Department. The Director shall release the
bond or equivalent to the principal of the security upon completion of log hauling operations
and compliance with the requirements of this section. If and when repairs are necessary,
the Director shall request the operator to provide for making the repairs. If the repairs are
not made the Department may take corrective action and may order the bond, or
equivalent, forfeited in an amount not to exceed actual damage. When a bond or
equivalent has been posted, the Department shall provide the county with a copy of the
Work Completion Report. The county shall advise the Department in writing within 30 days
of its receipt of notification of completion of hauling operations or the Work Completion
Report if damage has occurred repairs need to be made. If the county fails to notify the
Director within 30 days, the bond of surety shall be released.

0 For private roads. the timber operator or responsible partv shall either obtain a written
agreement providing for road repair obligations between timber harvester and other
landowners with interest in road, addressing the issue of security for repair costs, or post
a bond, certificate of deposit or other form of collateral to secure payment of cost of road
repairs to private road caused by harvest operations in the amount as calculated usino the
following schedule:

c!l $300.00 for every 300 feet of dirt road to be used.
0 $500.00 for every 300 feet of travel  rock road to be used.
fa $800.00 for ever-v  300 feet of oil and screen road to be used.
f9 $1 .OOO:OO  for every 300 feet of paved road to be used.

Loaainn trucks shall not use the private road until the required security is posted with the
road association. The road association shall release the bond or equivalent security to the
principal of the securitv  one year after completion of log hauling operations and compliance
with the requirements of this section. If and when repairs are necessary, the road
association shall request the operator to make the repairs. If the repairs are not made, the
road association may order the bond or equivalent security forfeited in an amount not to
exceed actual damage. When a bond or equivalent securitv has been posted, the
Denartment shall provide the road association with a copy of the Work Completion Report.
The road association shall advise the Department in writing within one year of its receipt
of notification of completion of hauling operation or the Work Completion Report if damage
has occurred and repairs need to be made. If the road association fails to notifv the
Director within one year, the bond or other security shall be released.

9. 926.15 Road Construction and Maintenance [Santa Cruz County]

In addition to Article 12 (14 CCR Sections 923 through 923.8). the following shall apply in Santa
Cruz County:

-5-
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k!l New loaqing roads shall be subiect to the followinn limitations:

New road construction shall be prohibited where any of the following conditions are
present:

f.0 Slopes steeper than 65%.
(iiJ Slopes steeper than 50% where the erosion hazard rating is high or

extreme.
liii) Slopes over 50% which lead to a watercourse or lake, without flattenino to

sufficiently dissipate water flow and trap sediment.

Any exceptions to these standards granted  by the Director will require
abandonment of the road immediately following cessation of active loaning
operations. Abandonment shall include recontourino to the slope that existed prior
to construction and re-establishment of all drainage to ore-existing conditions.

Whenever new road construction is proposed and the plan submitter owns or
controls any property contiguous to the parcel or parcels on which timber
operations are proposed, and such contiguous property contains timberland, the
RPF shall include a map and explanation of how the new road is integrated into the
existing or proposed truck road and associated transportation system for all the
contiguous property owned or controlled by the plan submitter on which timberland
is found. Such proposed integrated truck road and associated transportation
system shall be reviewed in connection with review of the proposed plan, and the
plan shall be modified, if necessary, to assure that the approved plan will be
compatible and consistent with timber operations on the contiguous property.

New road construction or road reconstruction on areas of active mass movement,
inner ooroe slopes or headwater swales shall be reviewed by a Certified
Enoineering Geologist or Licensed Geotechnical Enoineer.with  experience in forest
road construction.

Any new permanent loggino roads or bridges that will be used to serve purposes
other than forest management activities under an active plan shall be subiect to all
County road standards and applicable policies, includino  the requirement for a
County nradinn  and bridne permit.

I!3 All new and existing permanent longing roads used for haulinn or for any purpose other
than forest manaaement activities during the winter period, as defined by 14 CCR Section
926.18, shall be treated to prevent excessive loss of road surface materials by the use of
non-erodible surfacing materials meetinq the followinn minimum standards:

c!l Roads on slopes between 0% and 10% require a oravel surface to a depth of 6
inches, and renewed treatment upon resutfacinn  of bare soil.

B Roads on slopes between 10% and 15% require a S-inch layer of baserock  and oil
and screen.

- 6 -
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c!l Roads on slopes oreater than 15% require a 5inch layer of Class II baserock with
l-1/2 inches of asphaltic concrete overlay.

All new and existing seasonal roads shall be maintained throughout their use and require
an approved erosion and drainage plan and yearly inspections between harvest plans by
a Certified Professional in Erosion and Sediment Control or licensed soils engineer or shall
be abandoned in compliance with 14 CCR 923.8.

All new tractor roads shall be abandoned and recontoured pursuant to 14 CCR Section
926.17 immediately followina cessation of active logoinn operations. Id CCR
914.2(f)(3)fCoast  only1 shall not apply in Santa Cruz County.

926.16 Flagging [Santa Cruz County]

The location of -truck roads, eon&&e&tractor  roads, landings, and watercourse
crossings and riparian corridor exclusion areas shall be designated on the plan map and
shall be located in the field with flagging. Such flagging shall occur prior to the preharvest
inspection if one is to be conducted. Flagging for truck roads and constructed tractor roads
will be intervisible along the proposed alignments.

The RPF or supervised designee shall flaa the location of all waterbreaks which are within
the WLPZ, on mapped unstable areas or on slopes over 65% regardless of erosion hazard
rating,

926.17 Abandonment of Roads and Landings [Santa Cruz County]

When an existing truck road, tractor road, or landing is located in an area in which it could not be
newly constructed in conformance with these-the Santa Cruz County Forest Practice Rules, rules
then, -such road or landing shall be abandoned, stabilized, recontoured,
revegetated, and restricted from vehicular use prior to the Work Completion Inspection, unless the
use of such road or landing would produce less environmental impact than the use of a new road
or landing constructed in accordance with these rules:

12. 926.19 Erosion Control Maintenance [Santa Cruz County]

The plan submitter shall maintain all drainage structures, and-drainage facilities and Rating or other
road closure facilities required by. these rules in effective working condition throughout the required
*winter periods after completion of timber operations unless other stricter measures are
required under the FPA. All trails, landings and work areas shall be reseeded, mulched or
protected by compactina  woe&-slash  and debris from harvest operation. The Director may
require further measures to prevent unnecessary damage  to road surfaces from unauthorized use
and to protect the quality and beneficial uses of water. The County representative responsible for
review of timber harvests shall receive advanced notice and may attend the work completion
inspection with the Department to review erosion control measures. When there is evidence of
the lack of maintenance in the past, the Director shall require the timberland owner to enter into
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a maintenance aoreement  that is recorded at the County. A work completion report may not be
filed until this these requirements has have been met.

13. 926.22 Treatment of Loaaina Slash [Santa Cruz County1

In addition to requirements of 14 CCR 917.4 limb stubs on tree top slash shall be lopped to 8 in.
(20.3 cm) or less from the bole of the tree.

14. 926.23 Contents of Plan [Santa Cruz County1

In addition to 14 CCR 1034 the followino shall apply in Santa Cruz Countv:

When loa haulina is proposed over non-appurtenant private roads, the RPF shall provide:

i.u Information substantiatinn  the timber owner’s leqal right to access or use said
private road(s).

121. A statement as to the estimated number of total logoing truck loads to be removed
and the approximate number of haul days and location of proposed logging truck
staqing areas.

fa A statement as to how obliaations to maintain the road shall be satisfied
commensurate with use.

M Specific measures which provide for the safe use of the road, such as flag persons,
sinnane,  pilot cars and hours of restriction.

Gil Videotape, photograph or other means of documentation for notinq the existing
conditions of the road.

The RPF shall provide a map showing the location of the flanged  property boundaries
along with any documentation that substantiates the accuracy of the property line.

The description of the plan area shall include the Countv Assessor Parcel Number(s) for
those parcel(s) within which timber operations are to be conducted.

The RPF shall include within the notice to the landowner section of the plan the following
statement: “Section 16.22.030 of the County Code states that any road or bridge
constructed pursuant to a Timber Harvest Permit issued by the State of California, if used
to serve purposes other than forest manaoement activities under an active plan shall be
considered new and shall be subiect  to all County design standards and applicable policies
includinq County grading and bridge permits.”
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15. 926.24 Residential Buffer Zone [Santa Cruz Countvl

Harvestinq or other timber operations are prohibited within 300 feet of any leqal structure used for
residential purposes on non-TPZ parcels without the residential property owner’s consent in
writinq except for dead, dvina and diseased trees which are imminently threateninn leqal habitable
structures or which constitute an imminent fire hazard. If timber operations do occur within 300
feet of a residential dwellinq, all slash shall be looped to 30.5 cm (12 in.)or less or removed, within
10 workinq days of loa removal operations but no later than 60 days of fellina trees.

16. 926.25 Special Harvestinq Methods [Santa Cruz County]

In addition to 14 CCR 913.8 subsection (a), the harvestinq  limitation, re-entrv period and leave tree
standards shall be modified as follows:

fa The cuttinq standards for TPZ parcels are as follows:

m For areas where the proposed harvest rate is 5160% of the trees qreater than 45.7
cm (18 in.) d.b.h., the minimum re-entry period shall be 14 years.

12-2 For areas where the proposed harvest is 50% or less of the trees qreater than 45.7
cm (18 in.) d.b.h., the existinn 10 year re-entry period shall apply.

fi3 Reqardless of re-enttv period no more than 40% of the trees qreater than 35.6 cm.
(14 in.) And less than 45.7 cm (18 in.1 d.b.h. shall be harvested.

f!a The cuttinq standards for non-TPZ parcels are as follows:

fa For areas where the harvest rate is 40% or less of those trees greater than 45.7 cm
(18 in.) d.b.h. present prior to commencement of current timber operations, the re-
entrv period shall be 10 years.

0 For areas where the harvest rate is 50% or less of those trees greater than 50.8
cm (20 in.) d.b.h. present prior to commencement of current timber operations, the
re-entrv period shall be 14 years.

fa When a Non-industrial Timber Management Plan (NTMP) or a Sustained Yield Plan
/SYP)  as provided in Article 6.5 and 6.75, Subchapter 7, is submitted to the
director, an alternative method may be approved if a RPF submits a stratified
random sample, of at least 5% of the oropertv or harvest area, with statisticallv
valid qrowth data that supports a cuttinq percentaqe  and cuttinq cycle that will
achieve the same vield of timber on each successive harvest in oerpetuity. In no
event shall the re-entrv period be more than 14 years or less than 10 years. Before
commencement of harvestino  oderations the property owner shall record with the
County Recorder a Declaration of Restrictions which cites the approved cutting
percentaqes  and re-entrv period as stated in the NTMP or SYP.
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f.G For both TPZ and non-TPZ parcels, no conifer shall be cut which is more than 22.9 m (75
ft.) from a leave tree of equal size class. Equal size class is defined as follows:

u Over 45.7 cm (18 in.) to 71.1 cm (28 in.) d.b.h.

fa Over 71.1 cm (28 in.) to 91.4 cm (36 in.) d.b.h.

fa Any tree over 91.4 cm (36 in.) d.b.h.

17. 926.26 Water Course and Lake Protection [Santa Cruz County1

In addition to the requirement of Article 6 (14 CCR Sections 916 to 916.10 the followinq shall apply
in Santa Cruz County:

fi9 On non-TPZ parcels no timber harvestinq operations are allowed within riparian corridors.
The width of this no cut, no entry zone is defined as follows:

f.ll At least 15.2 m (50 feet) from Class I and II watercourses and wetlands.

fa At least 9.1 m (IO feet) from Class III watercourses.

f.3 The width of the riparian corridor shall be measured horizontally out from each side
of the watercourse from the mean rainy season (bankfull) flowline.

M. Exceptions are allowed for temporary stream crossinqs (fords, bridqes.  culverts,
etc.) if no other alternative exists as explained and iustified  in the THP and
approved by the Director.

18. 926.27 Non-native Plants (Santa Cruz County]

Maintenance activities for the eradication of French broom or other invasive, non-native plants
alonq harvest roads and landinns should occur on the first, third and fifth year after the initial site
disturbance occurs. Where seedinq is needed for erosion control, the use of appropriate native
or a non-invasive exotic plants, such as cereal barley, is recommended.

19. 926.28 Helicopter Operations [Santa Cruz County1

Helicopter service and Ion landinn  zones must be sited on TPZ parcels within the THP boundaries.
No helicopter fliqht may occur within 1,000 feet of an inhabited residence, provided that the
Director may reduce this requirement to 500 feet with the written concurrence of the residential
inhabitant. Helicopter operations within 2,000 feet of an inhabited residence are restricted to the
hours between 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. and shall be prohibited on Saturdays. Sundays and
nationallv desiqnated leqal holidavs.
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20. 926.29 Emerclency Conditions [Santa Cruz Countyl

A “financial emergency” as defined in 14 CCR 895.1 (Emergency (b)) and further referred to in 14
CCR 1052.1 (Emergency Conditions) shall not constitute an emerqencv for the purposes of the
Santa Cruz County Rules.
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May  IS. 1998

TIMBER HARVESTING

RECOMMENDED  POLICY AND ZONING AMENDMENTS

These proposals are presented in three categories:

Category 1: Zoning Ordinance amendments that are recommended to be adopted regardless of
the outcome of the Forest Practice Rules (FPR) amendments

Category 2: Zoning Ordinance amendments to implement an approved set of FPR amendments

Category 3: Zoning Ordinance amendments to be put in place should the FPR amendments not
be approved

_ Category  1

Zoning Ordinance amendments that are recommended to be adopted regardless of the outcome of
the Forest Practice Rules amendments:

Section 16.20.180(e) and (h) - rural road standards incorporating higher levels of
surfacing to reduce erosion

Section 16.30.050(c) - riparian corridor exemptions (delete timber harvesting under
County Permit as an exemption)

Section 13.10.170(d) - delete TP as an implementing zone district in the Agriculture,
Mountain and Rural Residential land use designations

Section 13.10.378-  (new) limits helicopter staging and logging operations to the areas
which are within a CDF approved THP and which are on or adjacent to the parcel
from which the timber is being harvested
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Ilay 15. 1998

Category 2

Zone districts and zoning changes to be considered in conjunction with acceptable changes to
the Forest Practice Rules:

Acceptable Zoning Districts: TP SU*
PR CA
M-3 A

* SU w/timber resource; SU w/o timber resource if the criteria for General Plan consistency can
be met.

Implementation:
1. Amend Section 13.10.380 et seq (SU zone) to:

a) allow timber harvesting in the SU zone district on all parcels with the
timber resource designation and those parcels without the timber resource
designation if all criteria have been met, and
b) add the list of criteria and procedure to determine General Plan
consistency, and

2. Amend Section 13.10.3 12(b) to allow timber harvesting in the CA and A zone
districts

3. Amend GP/LCP Policy 5.13.5 to add timber harvesting as a principal permitted
use on CA zoned land

4. Amend GP/LCP Policy 5.14.1 to add timber harvesting as a use allowed on
non-commercial agricultural land(A zone)
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Category 3

Zone districts where timber harvesting is allowed and zoning ordinance amendments to be
adopted if an acceptable Forest Practice Rules package is not adopted by the State:

This option would essentially maintain the status quo as far as zoning parcels for timber
harvesting, but new ordinances are proposed to duplicate and, in some cases, strengthen, the FPR
provisions that can be translated to zoning ordinances.

Zoning: Tp PR
M-3 SU”
CA A

* SU w/timber resource; SU w/o timber resource on parcels 20 acres in size or greater if the
criteria for General Plan consistency can be met.

Implementation: 1. Amend the Use Charts for each zone district noted above to add “.., subject
to the provisions of County Code Section 13.10.695” after the entry in
each chart where timber harvesting is listed as an allowed use

2. Create a new County Code Section (13.10.695) that requires THP’s in non-
TP zone districts to meet specific locational criteria, derived from the
proposed FPR changes, for timber harvesting operations, such as
excluding:

1) riparian corridors(except for necessary crossings)
2) residential buffers(larger than proposed in the FPR amendments)
3) geologic hazards(landslides, etc.), and

limiting timber harvesting to specific sized parcels, etc

3. Amend Section 13.10.380 et seq to allow timber harvesting in the SU zone
district on all parcels with the timber resource designation and on those
parcels without the timber resource designation if all criteria have been met

4. Amend Section 13.10.3 12(b) to add timber harvesting as an allowed use in
the CA and A zone districts

5. Amend GP/LCP Policy 5.13.5 to add timber harvesting as a principal
permitted use on CA zoned land

6. Amend GP/LCP Policy 5.14.1 to add timber harvesting as a use allowed on
non-commercial agricultural land(A zone)



COUNTY-OF SANTA CRUZ
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

AT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MEETING
On the Date of February 24, 1998

REGULAR AGENDA I t e m  N o .  0 6 0

(Public hearing held,te consider the recommendations of
(the Timber Technical Advisory Committee and the
(extension of Ordinances 4473 and 4476 establishing
(interim zoning regulations;
(Closed public hearing:
((1) Expressed the gratitude of the Board of Supervisors to
(the members of the Timber Technical Advisory Committee
(for their efforts in considering and making
(recommendations regarding the future regulatidn of
(timber harvest operations in Santa Cruz County, and
(directed the Chair of the Board of Supervisors to
(extend a written thank you to the Committee's members
(for their work:
((2) Accepted and filed report on timber harvest issues and
(the work of the Timber Technical Advisory Committee:
((3) Motion made to adopt an Ordinance extending Ordinances
(Nos. 4476 and 4469 Establishing Interim Zoning
(Regulations:
((4) Directed the PlanRing Department, in consultation with
(members of the public, to prepare recommendations for
(amendment to the State Forest Practic Rules to be
(submitted to the Board of Supervisors on June 2, 1998,
(for approval and submission to the State Board of
(Forestry for adoption;
((5) Directed the Planting Department to prepare and submit
(to the Board of Supervisors on June 2, 1998, draft
(recommendations for the implementation of new zoning
(regulations restricting the location of timber harvest
(operations including the location of helicopter
(staging and loading areas in the County, to be
(ptocessed for subsequent consideration for adoption by
(the Board of Supervisors in the event that the State
(Board of Forestry fails to adopt a package of Forest
(Practice Rules to be effective January 1, 1999 and
(that are found by the Board of Supervisors to
(adequately address the timber harvest impacts in the
(County...

Pvblic hearing held to consider the recommendations of the Timber
Technical Advisory Committee and the extension of Ordinance Nos.
4473 and 4476 establishing interim zoning regulations;

S:ate of California,  County of Santa Cruz-5s.

I, Susan A. Mauriello, Ex-officio Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Cruz,  State
of Califdrnia,  do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the order mad&  and
entered in the Minutes of said Board of Supervisors. In witness thereof I have hereunto set my hand
and affixed the seal of said Board of Supervisors.
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COUNTY -OF SANTA
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

AT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MEETING
On the Date of February 24, 1998

REGULAR AGENDA I t e m  N o .  0 6 0

CRU 2

Closed public hearing;

Upon the motion of Superviso'r Wormhoudt, duly seconded by Su-
oervisor Almquist, the Board, by unanimous vote, expressed the grat-
?tude of the Board of Supervisors to the members of the Timber Tech-
nical Advisory Committee for their efforts in considering and making
recommendations regarding the future regulation of timber harvest
operations in Santa Cruz County, and directed the Chair of the Board
o? Supervisors to extend a written thank you to the Committee's
members for their work:

Upon the motion of Supervisor Wormhoudt, duly seconded by Su-
pervisor Almquist, the Board, by unanimous vote, accepted and filed
report on timber harvest issues and the work of the Timber Technical
Advisory Committee;

Motion made by Supervisor Wormhoudt, seconded by Supervisor
Almquist, to adopt an Ordinance extending Ordinance Nos. 4476 and
4469 Establishing Interim Zoning Regulations: motion failed, with
Supervisors Symons and Belgard voting "no";

Upon the motion of Supevisor Wormhoudt, duly seconded by Super-
visor Almquist, the Board, by unanimous vote, directed the Planning
Department, in consultation with members of the public, to prepare
recommendations for amendment to the State Forest Practice Rules to
be submitted to the Board of Supervisors on June 2, 1998, for ap-
proval and submission to the State Board of Forestry for adoption:

Upon the motion of Supervisor Wormhoudt, duly seconded by Su-
pervisor Almquist, the Board, by unanimous vote, directed the Plan-
ning Department to prepare and submit to the Board of Supervisors on
June 2, 1998, draft recommendations for the implementation of new
zoning regulations restricting the location of timber harvest opera-
tions including the location of helicopter staging and loading areas
in the County, to be processed for subsequent consideration for
adoption by the Board of Supervisors in the event that the State
Board of Forestry fails to adopt a package of Forest Practice Rules
to be effective January 1, 1999 and that are found by the Board of
Supervisors to adequately address the timber harvest impacts in the

State of California,  County of Santa Cruz-ss.

I, Susan A. Mauriello, Es-officio Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Cruz, State
of Califdrnia, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the order made and
entered in the Minutes of said Board of Supervisors. In witness thereof I have hereunto set my hand

and affixed the seal of said Board of Supemisors.
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County

cc:

CA0 . ’
Tlanning
County Counsel
Timber Technical Advisory Committee

S:ate of California,  County of Santa Cruz-ss.

I, Susan -4. Mauriello, Es-officio Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Cruz, State
of California, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the order made and
entered in the hiinutes of said Board of Supervisors. In witness thereof I have hereunto set my hand
and affixed the seal of said Board of Supervisors, on February 27, 1998.
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COUNTY OF SANTA LRUZ
--mm..--

m= m ZAtltUKNlA

AT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MEETING
-7,On the Date of March 24, 1998

' :;j.:-&"GUL~ AGENDA Item No. 080

(CONSIDERED actions regarding timber harvest policies
(in Special Use Zones:
(The Board took action to state that its interpretation
(of Special Use (SU) zoning is that it requires a Level
(5 hearing for logging unless the parcel has a timber
(overlay; directed that public hearings will focus only
(on whether the parcel meets the criteria for timber
(overlay and should receive that designation:
(directed the Planning Department to return on April
(14, 1998 with clear criteria for determining whether
(Special Use (SU) parcels meet timber overlay
(standards. The criteria will address the issue of
(timber stand density, suitability of slopes and an
(absence of natural hazards as well as the yearly board
(foot production. This shall be consistent with the
(timber policies contained in the 1972 Parks, Open
(Space and Cultural Services Plan; directed the
(Planning Department to return on June 2, 1998 with a
(recommendation for a permanent ordinance addressing
(and eliminating the inconsistencies in the Special Use
((SU) zone regarding timber harvesting as well as the

dn(recommended rule change package to be submitted to CDF

ti,
$Q(and all other items previously authorized by tne Board
':$? (of Supervisors; with an additional directive to return

(April 14, 1998 with an appropriate resolution to
(change the Unified Fee Schedule to charge a maximum of
($300 for rezoning to Timber Production zone. property
(only for the period between when the interim ordinance
(expires and June 2, 1998...

Considered actions regarding timber harvest policies
in Special Use Zones;

Upon the motion of.Supervisor Wormhoudt, duly seconded by Su-
pervisor Beautz, the Board, with Supervisors Symons and Belgard
voting "no", took action to state that its interpretation of Special
Use (SU) zoning is that it requires a Level 5 hearing for logging
unless the parcel has a timber overlay; directed that public hear-
ings will focus only on whether the parcel meets the criteria for
timber overlay and should receive that designation; directed the
Planning Department to return on April 14, 1998 with clear criteria
for determining whether Special Use (SU) parcels meet timber overlay

Staxo  of California, County of Santa Cruz-ss.

I, Susah A. Mauriello,  Es-officio Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Cruz, State
Of California, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a t&e and correct copy of the order made and
entered in the Minutes of said Board of Sup&visors. In witness thereof 1 have hereunto set my hand
“‘9 affixed the seal of said Board of Supervisors.
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.'.: ':jAT 'J!EB BOARD OF SUE'E32VISORS  MEETING
.,f,On the Date of March 24, 1998

,I-:. -
REGULAR AGENDA Item No. 080

C u z

standards. __._Thn rriteri~  y;lld-e--- ad&ess the issue of timber stand den-
sity, suitability of slopes and an absence of natural hazards as
well as the yearly board foot production. This shall be consistent
with the timber policies contained in the 1972 Parks, Open Space and
Cultural Services Plan; directed the Planning Department to return
on June 2, 1998 with a recommendation for a permanent ordinance
addressing and eliminating the inconsistencies in the Special Use
SU) zone regarding timber harvesting as well as the recommended rule
change package to be submitted to CDF and all other items previously
authorized by the Board of Supervisors; with an additional directive
to return April 14, 1998 with an appropriate resolution to change
the Unified Fee Schedule to charge a maximum of $300 for rezoning to
Timber Production zone property only for the period between when the
interim ordinance expires and June 2, 1998

County Administrative Officer
County Counsel
Planning Department

State of California. County of Santa Cruz-ss.

I, Susan A. Mauri&o, Er-officio Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Cruz, State
of Catifonia,  do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the order madeand

_. entered in the Minutes of said Board of Supervisors. In witness thereof I have hereunto set my hand
‘ad affixed the seal of said Board of Supervisors, on March 27, 1998.

LJi,’

7Q
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y I Deputy Clerk
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C O U N T Y  O F  S A N T A  CRUZAn
SiATE-OFC7it-IFORNIA

AT THE'BOARD OF SUPERVI$ORS  I3EETIffi
On the Date of April.14, 1998

REGULAR AGENDA Item No. 081

(CONSIDERED criteria and process for conducting the
(Level V public hearing reviews to determine if parcels
(zoned special use (SU) without timber resource
(designation should be considered as having a timber
(resource designation for the purpose of timber
(harvesting:
((1) accepted and filed report:
((2) adopted RESOLUTION NO. 134-98. as amended, adopting a
(criteria review checklist and a procedure for
(determination of General Plan consistency for timber
(harvesting in areas of the Special Use (SU) Zone
(district that do not have a timber resources land use
(designation:
((3) adopted RESOLUTION NO. 135-98, .as amended, revising
(the Unified Fee Schedule:
((4) requested the Chairperson of the Board to write a
(letter to Assembly.Member.Keeley transmitting the
[eT;E;ted legxlative actlons as dxcussed In this

.
((5) wiih an additional directive to Planning staff that
(when this item returns on June 2, 1998, any.additional
(recommendations for consideration in the Keeley bill
(be brought back to the Board at that time:
('(6) and further directed Planning staff to have all
(materials  available  May 21, 1998 for the June 2, 1998
(hearing:...

Considered criteria and process for conducting  the Level V
pub1 ic hearing reviews to determine if parcels zoned special use
(SU) without timber resource designation should be considered as
having a timber resource designation for the purpose of timber
harvesting:

Upon the motion of Supervisor Wormhoudt, duly seconded by Su-
pervisor Beautz. the Board, with Supervisors Symons and Belgard
voting "no", accepted and filed report:

Motion made by Supervisor Wormhoudt. seconded by Supervisor
Beautz, to amend language of Criteria No. 1 of the Criteria Review
Checklist to read "parcel size of twenty acres or greater": motion
failed with Supervisors Symons, Belgard and Almquist voting "no";

- :_
.i, :.:-.: :

Szare of California; County of Santa Cruz-ss.
J, Susan A. Mawiello,  ExLofficio  Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the.County  of Santa Crux,  State
of California, do,.her&y  certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the order made md
entered  in the Mfnuta  of said Board  of Supervisors. In witness thereof I htwe hereunto set my hand
and affixed the seal ‘of said Board of Supewisors..” .:

: I
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C O U N T Y  OF SANTA CRUfiTTACH
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ATTHE.BOARDOFSUPERVIkH4EETI~-
On the Date of' April 14, 1 9 9 8

REGULAR AGENDA Item No. 081

Motion made by Supervisor Wormhoudt, seconded by Supervisor
Beautz, to amend lan uage of Criteria No. 2 of the Criteria Review
Checklist to read "s opes greater than fifty9
failed with Supervisors  Symons, Belgard and A mquistP

ercent...": motion
voting "no";

Motion made by Supervisor Wormhoudt, seconded by Supervisor
Beautz, to amend language of Criteria No. 4 of the Criteria Review
Checklist to read,"areas  of property...are  excluded and parcels that
~~un;&have  a minimum stand density of twenty percent shall be ext

: motion failed with Supervisors  Symons. Belgard and Almquist
voting "no":

Motion made by Supervisor Wormhoudt, seconded by Supervisor
Beautz, to amend language of Criteria No. 6 of the Criteria Review
Checklist to read "Areas w ithin a 500-foot buffer...": motion
failed with Supervisors Symons, Belgard and Almquist voting "no":

U on
visor !

the motion of Supervisor Almquist, duly seconded by Super-
ymons,

ing "no",
the Board, with Supervisors  Wormhoudt and Beauty vot-

adopted RESOLUTION  NO. 134-98. as amended, adopting a
criteria review checklist and a procedure  for determination  of Gen-
eral Plan consistency for timber harvesting  in areas of the Special
Use (SU) Zone district that do not have a timber resources land use
designation:

AMENDED LANGUAGE TO RESOLUTION NO. 134-98 CRITERIA REVIEW CHECKLIST
CRITERIA NO. 6 TO READ: Areas within a 200.foot buffer,..., are
excluded,
dwelling."

"except as waived, in writing, by the occupant of the

U on
y;-itr Iii

the motion of Supervisor Almquist, duly seconded by Super-
eautz, the Board, with Supervisors  Symons and.Belgard  voting

ado ted RESOLUTION NO. 135-98. as amended, revising the Unl-
fied'fee chedule;!i

AMENDED LANGUAGE OF RESOLUTION  NO. 135-98 RE: REZONING FEE PROVI-
SIONS TO READ:
"At Cost, except that the fee for a
Timber Production Zone District sha8

lication for rezoning to the
be $750.00."

-.- . .
Y

Szate of CalifornJq;~County  of Santa Cruz-ss.

I, Suscn  A. Ma~&llo,  Er-officio  Clerk of the Board of SupenGsors  of the County of Santa CPU, State
of California, doher&y  certify~that  the foregoing is a. true and correct copy of the order made and
entered in the Mtitsa of said Borrrd  of Supervisors. In witness thereof Z have hereunto set my hand
md affixed the seol’d~ said Board of Supervisors.‘. ‘. .f

.:. ._ : )
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ATTACtiMEliI  5
C!x!NTY OF SA,U,?A CRUZ  58:

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

AT THE'EOARD OF SUPERVISORS XEETING
On the Date of April 14, 1998

REGmARAGEmA Item No. 081

Upon the motion of Supervisor Wormhoudt, duly seconded by Su-
pervisor Beautz. the Board, with Supervisors Symons and Belgard
-voting "no", requested the Chairperson of the Board to write a let-
ter to Assembly Member Keeley transmitting  the requested legislative
actions as discussed in this letter:

Upon the motion of Supervisor Wormhoudt. duly seconded by Su-,
pervisoCnizautz. the Board.+wlth Supervisors Symons and Belgard
votin
June B 1998.

directed Planning staff that when this item returns on
an

the Keeley bill i
additional  recommendations  for consideration in

e brought back to the Board at that time:

Upon the motion of Supervisor Wormhoudt, duly seconded by Su-
pervisor Beautz, the Board, with Su rvisor Belgard voting "no",
further directed Planning staff to ave all materials  available  Mayr
21, 1998 for the June 2, 1998 hearing

‘cc:

CAO
Planning

Szate of Californid;  County of Santa Cruz-ss.
I, Su;cn A. Mrucrfello, Ex-officio Clerk of the Board  of Supervisors  of the County of Santa Cruz State

of California, do her&y certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the order madte and
entered in the Minutes  of said Board of Supervisors. In witness thereof Z have hereunto set my hand
and affixed the seal of said Bomb of Supervisors, on April 20.1998.

.-. :.

, Deputy Clerk
Page 3 of 3
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ATTACHMENT 6
SANTA CRUZ COUNTY

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE CALIFORNIA FOREST PRACTICE RULES

Proposed text is underlined. Deletions from existing text are shown with strikeout. All other text
is existing rule language.

1. Amend 926.3 (a),(b) and (c) Plan Submittal and Notice of Intent [Santa Cruz County]

14 CCR 1032.7, subsections (c),(e),(f) and (g)m shall not apply in Santa Cruz
County. In lieu of those subsections the following shall apply:

(a)

(b)

(cl

The plan submitter shall prepare and submit to the Director, with the plan, a
Notice of Intent to Harvest Timber as described in 14 CCR 1032.7(d) includina the
followina:

ill In the event loo haulinq is proposed over non-appurtenant private roads,
the Notice of Intent will also include the following:

al Disclosure of available documentation reqardinq the rinht  to access
or use private road(s).

(iiJ A statement as to the estimated number of total looging  truck loads
to be removed and the approximate duration, number of loads per
dav and time of dailv trips.

( i i A statement as to how obliqations to maintain the road shall be
satisfied commensurate with use.

(iv) Specific reviewable measures which provide for the safe use of the
road.

la The location and extent of flanging of propertv  line boundaries and
residential buffer areas.

f3.l In the event helicopter vardino  is proposed the Notice of Intent will include
a map of the planned flight path and approximate duration and number of
fliohts per dav.

The plan submitter shall furnish to the Department at the time of submission of the
plan, the names and addresses of all property owners within 300 ft. of the exterior
boundaries of assessor’s parcels upon which a plan has been submitted, and the
names and addresses of property owners with property fronting or bordering that
portion of the haul route lying between the plan area and the nearest public road. ~
and the addresses of all applicable private road associations on record with the
Countv. The list shall be compiled from the latest equalized assessment roll of the
county or a list provided by a title insurance company.

The plan submitter shall mail copies of the Notice of Intent to all property owners
and all ariplicable private road associations identified pursuant to (b) at least 10
days prior to plan submission and at~this  time shall post a copy of the Notice of
Intent including a map as described in 14 CCR 1032.7.(d)(8) at a conspicuous
location at an intersection of the private road where a maioritv of the road
association members can view the notice. Said Notice of Intent shall be on

-l-
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colored paper or identified with colored flaqning  so as to be easily visible to the
public. The plan submitter shall further mail the Notice of intent to:

(1) All members of the Board of Supervisors in whose district any timber
operation is proposed;

(2)

(3)

The local school district;

The publicly-owned water district which maintains any water production or
water storage facility in the watershed within which any timber operation is
proposed. At the time of plan submission, the plan submitter shall certify
in writing that this procedure has been followed.

(4 The plan submitter shall have the Notice of Intent published in a newspaper of
general circulation in the area, concurrently with the submission of the plan to the
Director. Proof of publication of notice shall be provided to the Director prior to
his/her determination made pursuant to 14 CCR 1037.6.

(e) For plan amendments, the submitter of the amendment shall certify in writing at
the time the amendment is submitted that copies of a new Notice of Intent have
been mailed to:

(1) All property owners not previously noticed under sub-section (b) who,
because of the plan amendment, would be required to receive the notice
provided in subsection (b).

(2) All property owners previously noticed under subsection (b) when there is
a change in silvicultural method.

2. 926.7 Review Team field Review [Santa Cruz County]

Any review team member may, on request, accompany the Department as an advisor to the
Department, on any field review the Department conducts prior to approval of the plan. The
review period shall be extended from 45 days to 60 davs  when multi-owner private roads are to
be used for haulinq.

3. 926.9 Hours of Work [Santa Cruz County]

The operation of chain saws and other power-driven saw equipment shall be restricted to the
hours between 7:00 a.m. and 99&m p.m., and shall be prohibited on Saturdays, Sundays,
and nationally designated legal holidays. The operation of chain saws and all other power
equipment, except licensed highway vehicles, within 300 ft. of an occupied dwelling shall be
restricted to the hours between 6+6-m a.m. and M0-66 p.m., and shall be prohibited on
Saturdays, Sundays and nationally designated legal holidays. .When  it is anticipated that there
will be staqinn  of licensed vehicles outside the plan submitter’s propet-tv  before the hours of 6:00
a.m., the RPF shall provide an operatinq plan which reduces noise impacts to nearby residences.

’ The Director may grant an exception to allow operations between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. within
300 feet of residences if a determination of “no disturbance” can be made based upon the
occupant(s) response to a written request submitted bv the RPF. An-Any other exceptions to

-2-
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this rule may be granted by the Director where he/she has found that no disturbance will result
the occupants of the dwelling from the use of such equipment.

4. 926.11 Flagging of Property Lines [Santa Cruz County]

submission to the Department. flan approximate property lines on the site where any truck road,
tractor road or harvest area is proposed within 100 ft. of a property line.

5. 926.13 Performance Bonding [Santa Cruz County]

When hauling logs pursuant to a THP, the LTO shall provide for the repair of any damage to a county
or private road that is m caused by the LTO’s log hauling operations, and shall
provide for the repair of any damage caused by the LTO’s log hauling operations to appurtenant
structures, including, but not limited to, guard rails, signs, traffic signals, culverts, curbs and similar
facilities. If necessary to ensure compliance with this section, the county or applicable private road
associations may request, and the Department, upon such request, may require the timber operator
or responsible party to post adequate financial security to restore paved or unpaved county or private
roads and appurtenant structures which are damaged by log hauling operations. The request for
posting of financial security shall be made to the Department during the THP review procedure and
no later than five days before the Director’s decision date. The followinn standards apply:

kd For Countv roads, The timber operator or responsible party shall post a certificate of deposit,
certificate of insurance or performance bond, or other financial security in favor of the
Department in a reasonable amount set by the Director, not to exceed $5,000 per mile of
county road used or $50,000, whichever is less and subject to provisions of Division 3, Part
I, Chapter 1, Article 8, Sec. 11110 through 11113 of the Gov. C. Such cash deposit or other
acceptable financial security shall cover a period not to exceed the effective period of the
plan.

When a form of financial security is required, logging trucks shall not use the county roads
until the required security is posted with the Department. The Director shall release the bond
or equivalent to the principal of the security upon completion of log hauling operations and
compliance with the requirements of this section. If and when repairs are necessary, the
Director shall request the operator to provide for making the repairs. If the repairs are not
made the Department may take corrective action and may order ihe bond, or equivalent,
forfeited in an amount not to exceed actual damage. When a bond or equivalent has been
posted, the Department shall provide the county with a copy of the Work Completion Report.
The county shall advise the Department in writing within 30 days of its receipt of notification
of completion of hauling operations or the Work Completion Report if damage has occurred
repairs need to be made. If the county fails to notify the Director within 30 days, the bond of
surety shall be released.

fill For private roads, the timber operator or responsible party shall either obtain a written
agreement providing for road repair obligations between timber harvester and other
landowners with interest in road, addressing the issue of security for repair costs, or post a* bond, certificate of deposit or other form of collateral to secure payment of cost of road
repairs to private road caused by harvest operations in the amount as calculated usinq the
following schedule:

70
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al $300.00 for every 300 feet of dirt road to be used.
(iiJ $500.00 for every 300 feet of qravel rock road to be used.
(iii) $800.00 for every 300 feet of oil and screen road to be used.
(iv) $l,OOO.OO for every 300 feet of paved road to be used.

6. 926.15 Road Construction and Maintenance [Santa Cruz County]

In addition to Article 12 (14 CCR Sections 923 throuqh 923.81, the followinq shall apply in Santa Cruz
County:

iid New loqqinq roads shall be subiect to the followinq limitations:

113 New road construction shall be prohibited where any of the followinq conditions are
present:

fa Slopes steeper than 65%.
QiJ Slopes steeper than 50% where the erosion hazard ratinq is hiqh or extreme.
(iii). Slopes over 50% which lead to a watercourse or lake. without flatteninq to

sufficiently dissipate water flow and trap sediment.

Gl Any exceptions to subsection (I) granted  by the Director will require abandonment
of the road immediately followinq cessation of active loqqinq operations.
Abandonment to include recontourinq to the slope that existed prior to construction
]tinq conditions or providinn for sheet
dispersal of water flow so that it is hydrologically invisible.

fa Whenever new road construction is proposed and the plan submitter owns or controls
any property contiguous to the parcel or parcels on which timber operations are
proposed, and such contiguous property contains timberland, the RPF shall include
a map and explanation of how the new road is integrated into the existing or
proposed truck road and associated transportation system for all the contiguous
property owned or controlled by the plan submitter on which timberland is found.
Such proposed integrated truck road and associated transportation system shall be
reviewed in connection with review of the proposed plan, and the plan shall be
modified, if necessary, to assure that the approved plan will be compatible and
consistent with timber operations on the contiguous property.

f!u Any new permanent loqqinq roads or bridqes  that will be used to serve other
purposes in addition to timber harvestinq  shall be subiect to all County road
standards and applicable policies, includinn  the requirement for a Countv qrading
permit.

0 All new and existinq  permanent loqqinq roads used year round shall be treated to prevent
excessive loss of road surface materials by the use of non-erodible surfacinq  materials
meetinq the following minimum standards:

fi.l Slopes between 0% and 10% require a qravel surface to a depth of 6 inches, and
renewed treatment upon resurfacinq  of bare soil.

la Slopes between 10% and 15% require a 5-inch  layer of baserock and oil and screen.
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fz9 Slopes qreater than 15% require a 5-inch layer of Class II baserock wit.h a l-1/2

inches of asphaltic concrete overlay.

fc. All new and existinq seasonal roads shall be maintained throuqhout their use and require an
approved erosion and drainage plan and yearly inspections between hat-vest  Plans by a
Certified Professional in Erosion and Sediment Control or licensed soils enqineer or shall be

abandoned in compliance with 14 CCR 923.8.

(dl All new tractor roads shall be abandoned immediately followinq  cessation of active loqqing
operations.

7. 926.16 Flagging [Santa Cruz County]

The location of proposed truck roads, constructed tractor roads, landings, and watercourse
crossings, riparian corridor exclusion areas and any proposed chanqes to waterbreaks which are
within the WLPZ, and on mapped unstable areas or on slopes over 65% regardless of erosion
hazard ratin& shall be designated on the plan map and shall be located in the field with flagging.
Such flagging shall occur prior to the preharvest inspection if one is to be conducted. Flagging for
truck roads and constructed tractor roads will be intervisible along the proposed alignments.

8. 926.17 Abandonment of Roads and Landings [Santa Cruz County]

When an existing truck road, tractor road, or landing is located in an area in which it could not be
newly constructed in conformance with these rules, then, -such road or landing shall
be abandoned, stabilized, recontoured, revegetated,  and restricted fro& vehicular use,,-

9. 926.19 Erosion Control Maintenance [Santa Cruz County]

The plan submitter shall maintain all drainage structures and drainage facilities and natinn  or other
road closure facilities required by these rules in effective working condition throughout the required
ene-winter  periods after completion of timber operations unless other stricter measures are required
under the FPA. All trails, landings and work areas shall be reseeded. mulched or protected by
compactinq woody debris from harvest operation. The Director may require further measures to
prevent unnecessary damage to road surfaces from unauthorized use and to protect the Quality and
beneficial uses of water. The timberland owner shall have the option to desiqnate what measures
are to be employed to achieve the level of protection desired by the Director. A work completion
report may not be filed until this requirement has been met. The ,Director  may require the timberland
owner to maintain erosion control facilities throuqhout  the plan area up to the time of the landowners
re-entry of the unit or sale of the property  when there is evidence of the lack of maintenance iri the
past. The County representative responsible for review of timber harvests may attend the work
completion inspection with the Department to review erosion control measures.

10. 926.22 .Treatment  of Logging Slash [Santa Cruz County]

In addition to requirements of 14 CCR 917.4 limb stubs on tree top slash shall be lopped to 8 in.
(20.3 cm) or less from the bole of the tree.

- 5 -



11. 926.23 Contents of Plan [Santa Cruz County]

In addition to 14 CCR 1034 the followinq shall apply in Santa Cruz County:

&!I When loq haulinq  is proposed over non-appurtenant private roads, the RPF shall provide:

Information substantiatinq the timber owner’s leqal  riqht to access or use said private
road(s).

A statement as to the estimated number of total loqqinq truck loads to be removed
and the approximate number of loads per day and timinq of daily trips.

A statement as to how obligations to maintain the road shall be satisfied
commensurate with use.

Specific reviewable measures which provide for the safe use of the road.

Videotape, photoqraph or other means of documentation for notinq  the existing
conditions of the road.

0 The RPF shall disclose the basis for the location of property boundaries.

12. 926.24 Residential Buffer Zone [Santa Cruz County]

Harvesting or other timber operation are prohibited within 200 feet of any leqal structure used for
residential purposes on parcels not zoned TPZ without the property owner’s consent in writinn,
except for dead, dyinq and diseased trees which are imminently threateninq leqai habitable
structures or which constitute a fire hazard. If timber operations do occur within 200 feet of a
residential dwellinq,  all slash shall be lopped to 30.5 cm (12 in.)or  less or removed, within 10 working
days of loq removal operations.

13. 926.25 Special Harvesting Methods [Santa Cruz County]

+l4 CCR 913.8 subsections (a), except for the basal area and countable tree stockinq  standards shall
not apply in Santa Cruz County, instead the followinq shall apply:

ii9 Leave uncut a well-distributed timber stand after timber operations have been completed on
the loqqinq area that is determined by using the followinq criteria based on the site
classification as defined by PRC 4528(d). The re-entry period shall be based on the proposed
level of harvest.

u Site I Lands - Allowed harvest of 40% of trees 61.0 cm (24 in.) and more d,b.h. in any
10 year period or 50% of trees over 61 .O cm (24 in.)and  more d.b.h. in any 14 year
period.

la Site II Lands - Allowed harvest of 40% of trees 55.9 cm (22 in.) and more d.b.h. in
any 10 year period or 50% of trees over 55.9 cm (22 in.) and more d.b.h. in any 14
year period.

- 6 -
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f3l Site III Lands - Allowed harvest of 40% of trees over 50.8 cm (20 in.)  and more d.b.h.

in any 10 year period or 50% of trees over 50.8 cm (20 in.) and more d.b.h. in any 14
year period.

f3l Site IV and V Lands - Allowed harvest of 40% of trees over 38.1 cm (15 in.) and more
d.b.h. in any 14 year period.

0 Leave trees shall be thrifty coniferous trees which were dominant and codominant in crown
class prior to timber harvestinq or which have crowns typical of such dominant and
codominant trees. They shall be free from significant damaqe caused by the timber
operations. No conifer shall be cut which is more than 22.9 m (75 ft.) from a leave tree of
equal size class. Averaqe top stump diameter, outside bark. shall be considered 2.5 cm (1
in.) qreater than d.b.h. No area mav be cut in excess of the leave tree standards Of this rule.
The equal size class ranqe is defined as follows:

f9 Over 38.1 cm (15 in.) to 45.7 cm (18 in.) d.b.h.

Gil Over 45.7 cm (18 in.) to 61.0 cm (24 in.) d.b.h.

f3l Over 61.0 cm (24 in.) to 81.3 cm (32 in.)  d.b.h.

f3 Over 81.3 cm (32 in.) to 91.4 cm (36 in.) d.b.h.

fa Anv tree over 91.4 cm (36 in.) d.b.h.

ia An alternative method may be approved only if a RPF submits a stratified random sample,
of at least 5% of the property or harvest area, with statistically valid nrowth data that supports
a cutting percentage and cuttinq cycle that will achieve the same yield of timber on each
successive harvest in perpetuitv.  In no event shall the cuttinq cycle exceed 20 years. The
landowner must submit to the Director, a Nonindustrial Timber Manaqement Plan (NTMP)
or a Sustained Yield Plan GYP\ as provided in Article 6.5 and 6.75. Subchapter 7. Before
commencement of harvestinq operations the property owner shall record at the County a
Declaration of Restriction which cites the approved cuttinq percentaqes and cuttinq cycle as
stated in the NTMP or SYP.

14. 926.26 Water Course and Lake Protection [Santa Cruz County]

In addition to the reauirement of Article 6 (14 CCR Sections 916 to 916.10 the followinn shall apply
in Santa Cruz County:

No timber harvesting operations are allowed within riparian corridors. The width of this no
cut, no entry zone is defined as follows:

f.u At least 15.2 m (50 feet) from Class I and II watercourses.

f.3 At least 9.1 m (10 feet1 from Class III watercourses.

Those trees not allowed to be cut in the riparian corridor can be traded for equal volume
outside of the WLPZ to a ma>cmum  of 60% or those trees in the same size class ranae as
defined in 14 CCR 926.25 (b;) as present prior to commencement of current timber
operations.

-7-
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fd The width of the riparian corridor shall be measured alone the around  from the top edae of
the watercourse bank.

f.a Exceptions are allowed for temporary stream crossings (fords, bridges, culverts, etc.) if no
other alternative exists as explained and iustified  in the THP and approved by the Director.

15. 926:27  Non-native Plants [Santa Cruz County]

The prescribed maintenance period for the eradication of French broom or other invasive, non-native
plants along the harvest roads and landinps  shall be at least two vears  after completion of the
harvest.

16. 926.28 Helicopter Operations [Santa  Cruz County]

Helicopter service and loo landino  zones must be sited within the THP boundaries, Helicopter
operations within 1000 feet of an inhabited residence are restricted to the hours between 7:00 a.m.
and 7:00 p.m. and shall be prohibited on Saturdays, Sundavs  and nationally designated lenal
holidays. The Director may grant an exception if a determination of “no disturbance” can be made.

- 8 -
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MARK MORGENTHALER

25401 Spanish Ranch Road
Los Gatos, CA 95030
(H) (408) 353-5536
(W) (408) 357-5536
Fax (408) 353-5526

5 9 0

May 3,1998

Jeff Almquist, Supervisor
Santa Cruz County Board of Supervisors
701 Ocean Street
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

SUBJECT: RESPONSE TO PROPOSED TIMBER HARVEST REGULATIONS

Dear Jeff,

Thank you for meeting with us on last Monday to explore options for developing timber
harvest regulations for the County. At the conclusion of that meeting, we agreed to provide
you with the details of our recommendations on the issues of where and how timber harvest
should be allowed in our County. We have invested a great deal of time and effort since that
meeting in reviewing the proposed rules and projecting the impact of various rule structures.
Because of the large effort and number of people involved in this process, we have not been
able to provide you with these details as quickly as we had originally hoped, but we believe
that effort will allow the development of the needed regulations to now move forward with
more understanding of the impacts.

Because of the need to respond to the Planning Department by their deadline for
commenting on the proposed rules package, we have prepared and submitted a set of
requested changes to the currently proposed rules package. We remain quite open,
however, to continued discussion and possible evolution of the rules as this process
continues.

To gauge the impacts of various rules proposals, we have created a model which estimated
the acres of Timber Resource in the County that are located in each zone district and how
those lands would be affected by harvesting rules, with specific focus on the buffering of
riparian corridors and residential uses. The purpose of this modeling effort is to demonstrate
how the combined application of zoning and harvesting rules result in the allocation of the
timber resources of the County to the disparate demands of commercial harvesting,
environmental management, and residential enjoyment and protection. The model is based
on acreage figures provided by the Planning Department, with expanded projection of the
number of acres of Timber Resource outside of the TP zone district which is not accounted
for in the existing mapping. We would be very happy to fully explain this modeling work and
provide staff and the Board with the modeling results.

70 1
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LOCATIONAL IMPACTS OF PROPOSED ZONING AND RULES

The model projections we have prepared: allow us to draw conclusions regarding the amount
of timber resource land which will be available and subject to timber harvesting. The results
of this analysis is presented below. In addition, we would be happy to discuss regulatory
approaches other than those outlined in the options below and which distinguish two levels of
harvesting practices based on considerations of zoning and buffers.

1. The current County rules proposal based on a single set of harvesting standards applied
to all of the non-residential zone districts, would re?ult in over 94% of the timber
resources in the County being subject to full scale commercial harvesting. Under the
proposed standards, the beneficial management of timber and environmental resources
on these lands would be solely at the option of the land owners. Less than 7% of the land
containing timber resources would be obligated to provide protection to the adjacent
residential uses. Clearly this disposition is not responsive to the diverse needs placed on
our County’s timber resources. In addition, such regulations incorporating a 14 year
reentry period would allow on average the annual harvesting of over 6,700 acres of
timber land, which is 3.0 times the average annual acreage harvested over the last 11
years.

FIGURE 1: ACRES OF TIMBER RESOURCE HARVESTABLE
UNDER THE COUNTY PROPOSED RULES
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2. In order to utilize the proposed harvesting standards and still meet the environmental and
residential needs of the community, the proposed rules would. have to be changed at a
minimum to include residential and riparian no-harvest buffers, and the harvests would
have to be limited to land only within the TP zone district. If such zoning restrictions are
imposed and harvesting is eliminated within a riparian buffer established 300 feet on both
sides of streams and within a residential buffer of 200 feet adjacent to residences, the
harvestable acreage contajning timber resources could be reduced to just over 55% of
the total resource acreage in the County. Although these restrictions would result in
better meeting the needs of the residential community and the goal for environment
protection, they clearly create a problem for the many owners of non-TP land who wish to
harvest their property. This undesirable result demonstrates the fatal flaw in the timber

f industry’s proposal for one set of harvesting’ rules. This option which incorporates the
same 14 year reentry period, however, would still allow on average the annual harvesting
of almost 4,000 acres of timber land, which is 1.8 times the average annual acreage
harvested over the last 11 years.

FIGURE 2f ACRES OF TIMBER RESOURCE HARVESTABLE
UNDER THE COUNTY PROPOSED RULES WITH MODIFICATIONS.

1 DISTRICT ACRES ’ NOCUT C U T  1 NOCUT CUT

62.900

0
6,000
3,400

22,800
6,000

0
0

3. In response to the County’s rules proposals, we have submitted comments directed at
implementing the intent expressed by the community representatives as a part of the

a Timber Technical Advisory Committee’s recommendation. These proposals are based
on a two-tiered set of harvesting rules based on both zone districts and buffer protection
areas, and achieves the 55%/30%/15%  division we discussed. The proposed rules would
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establish protective buffer zones providing for no harvesting of timber within 50 feet of a
stream and 200 feet of a residence. In addition, more sensitive harvesting practices
would be required in buffers extending out to 300 feet from streams and 500 feet from
residences. This option would allow full commercial harvesting in the TP zone district,
with more sensitive harvesting practices required outside of TP. This option assumes
that no harvesting activities will be allowed in residential zone districts as in the .other
options, and additionally no harvesting in the SU zone district on parcels of less than 20
acres. To provide needed flexibility, we propose that a new rural zone district be created
that would allow timber harvesting, so that the smaller SU parcels could be considered for
rezoning to the new district where appropriate. This option would allow for 52% of the
timber resource lands to be fully harvested, and another 31.5% to be harvested under
more sensitive practices, resulting in a total of almost 84% of the timber resource land
being available for commercially harvesting. This option based on reentry periods of 14
and 20 years, would allow on average the annual harvesting of almost 5,300 acres of
timber land, which is 2.3 times the average annual acreage harvested over the last 11
years.

FIGURE 3: ACRES OF TIMBER RESOURCE HARVESTABLE
UNDER THE RECOMMENDED CHANGES TO THE PROPOSED RULES
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SILVICULTURE STANDARDS

The rules that we have recommended include specific timber cutting standards which specify
both the amount of timber that can be harvested as well as that which must be left standing
after the harvest. These silviculture standards are found in Section 13 of the accompanying
set of recommendations that have been presented to the County Planning Department. As
we have previously explained, the objective of establishing two tiers of harvesting ru1e.s  is to
insure that the County’s forests are managed for both the production of timber as well as the
protection of the environment and the residential community. Based on the information we
have reviewed, reducing the cut of timber outside of the TP zone district and ‘within the
proposed buffer zones which extend into TP will reduce the initial harvest of timber, but over
the long run should provide equal or greater production of timber from these forested lands.

CONCLUSION

In summary, we are proposing that harvesting regulations be developed that are more
sensitive to the diverse needs in the community for environmental and residential protection
in conjunction with continued timber production based on the following propositions:

l harvesting rules that are based on land use distinctions defined through zoning
l the establishment of adequate protective buffers for riparian areas and residential

areas adjacent to harvests
l silviculture standards directed at reestablishing late successional forest

characteristics outside of defined TP commercial harvest areas
l operating standards that are more protective of adjacent property and residents

We are hopeful that you can not only support this approach, but that you will provide the
leadership needed to bring resolution to the current impasse over harvesting rules. We look
forward to continuing to work with you in this effort and we stand ready to meet and discuss
these proposals with anyone you can suggest to move the process forward.

Sincerely,

70

MARK MORGENTHALER

Attachments

cc: Jan Beautz
Mardi Worrnhoudt
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May 1, 1998

To: Board of Supervisors
Planning Department

From: Steven M. Butler, Spokesperson
303 Potrero Street #42-202
Santa Cruz, CA. 95060
(408) 426-6415

Dear Supervisors and Planning Department Staff:

Our group of local responsible foresters has carefully reviewed the draft /:

proposed amendments to the California Forest Practice Rules dated April 13,
1998. We have modified our earlier proposal dated January 28, 1998, to include
as much of staffs wording or intent as possible while meeting the following
guidelines:

l Proposed changes must be consistent with current law.

l They must have a reasonable chance to be approved by the Board of
Forestry.

l They must be economically feasible, enforceable, reasonable’ and equitable
to timberland owners and neighborhood groups and the public.

Our latest proposed amendments are attached to this letter. The rationale for
our position on each proposal of Planning Staff is outlined in this letter. We
have used Planning Staff’s numbers for each of the proposals.

1. We generally agree that the information in 1 (a) (1) should be disclosed.
However, the Notice of Intent is supposed to be a brief summary -of the THP
which is sent to neighbors and published in the newspaper. Adding too much
information defeats its purpose. We are recommending that these items be
specifically required to be stated in the THP.

The exception is l(a) (1) (ii) regarding the time of daily trips. It is often not
known where the logs will be delivered at time of THP submission or even
approval. Further, it is impossible to predict exactly when logs trucks go in and
out. What if the truck driver takes a longer than normal lunch? What if there is
a traffic jam? It is much preferable to set up windows of time where hauling is or
is not allowed. This is currently done under the existing rules.’ ,

With respect to helicopter yarding, l(a) (3) a map of the planned flight path has
no meaning. It is more descriptive to show the landings as the flight path will /

1 70 i
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vary according to weather conditions and location of logs to be yarded. The
helicopters must comply with FAA regulations.

1 (b) We are in agreement that private road associations should be noticed as
long as it is clear that the county is responsible for compiling this information and J

making it readily available to the RPF.

2. We support this change to CCR 926.7 as long as multi owner private roads is
reasonably defined (one person should not cause this review period extension, v

fifteen owners should). It should be understood that this will require lemon
to change the Public Resources Code.

5. CCR 926.13

This section is unacceptable because it is not consistent with current law, not
likely to be approved by the Board of Forestry, not reasonable, or equitable. We
recommend using Section 2 of our January 28, 1998, letter regarding PRIVATE >
ROAD USE. L

Use of private roads is a complex issue that we do not feel can be adequately
addressed under the current legislation establishing the charge of the Board of
Forestry. This is because the Board of Forestry is generally charged with
promulgating regulations dealing with environmental protection. A part of the
use and maintenance of private roads has environmental consequences which
are addressed in the Forest Practice Rules and are currently enforced by CDF.
But the contentious part of the private road use issue is a civil matter that can
only be reasonably and equitably dealt with through the judicial system. If the
established process is not satisfactory, the solution is tort reform.

We are in general agreement that there should be discussions and notification
of all parties when a private road is used as part of a THP. Timberland owners
should pay their fair share of the use and maintenance of such roads. But there
are fundamental differences between the goals and objectives of tree farmers
and residential users of said roads.

Many of the private roads that serve mixed use ownership s were originally low -
standard dirt roads that were built for timber harvesting. Tree farmers typically
use their roads during the summer period for harvesting or forest management
purposes. Homeowners, on the other hand, want to upgrade such roads for all
season use. It is common for the roads to be upgraded as inexpensively as
possible. A coat of oil and screenings is applied but the expensive and
necessary work of compacting and adequately draining the subgrade is not
done. It is thus very common that when beginning planning for a timber harvest,
the private road shows patching and alligatoring (small cracks).

70 i
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To further complicate this issue is the difficulty of equitably assigning
59?

responsibility and cost for the different uses of the road. Harvesting usually
occurs once every ten to fifteen years. During this period, the private road is
used often and by heavy trucks. Typically, the owners use the private road
infrequently for the ten or fifteen years post harvest. On the other hand,
residential use is continual, and, importantly, occurs during the winter period
when the potential for damage is greatly increased. This is especially true when
a residential user requires heavy loads (lumber, concrete, or heavy equipment)
on the road during the winter period.

Thus, by nature of their differing uses there is a large potential for conflict. It is
clear that by its very complexity, this issue is not appropriate for the THP
process, nor does the Department of Forestry possess the expertise (legal or
engineering) to deal with this. We would encourage the different users to
engage in good faith negotiations to deal with this issue. But we understand that
reasonable people might disagree about their respective responsibilities. The
solution to such a problem is appropriate for resolution by the judicial system.

6 (a) CCR 926.15

This entire section, if adopted as written, would have exactly the opposite effect
then what we think is intended. While some would like to have forestry
operations conducted by detailed rules, the wide variety of environmental
conditions, potential mitigations, and changing logging technology make it
impossible to do so. We see no way around allowing for professional
responsibility and judgment. The excellent reputation that forestry in Santa Cruz
has throughout the state, exemplifies that this approach has worked well over
the last 25 years.

An example of a site specific situation that is repeatedly observed in the Santa
Cruz mountains illustrates this point. On a hillside of various slope
configurations there are sections of stable old roads that could be joined if a
short section of new road is built on slopes over 65%. The alternative with the
suggested rule would be to build a significantly longer new road that is on slopes
less than 65%. The latter proposal would have significantly greater ground
disturbance than the first scenario. It is true that an exception is allowed, but the
tendency is to use the “safe haven” provided in the rules. Many times this is the
approach that common sense and engineering practice says not to use.

6 (b) See our proposal which meets the intent of Planning Staff and allows for
flexibility and judgment.

7. CCR 926.16 Flagging

70 I
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First, there has been no peer reviewed research or documentation that the
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current WLPZ Rules are not working. Secondly, it would be blatantly unfair to
timberland owners in that it is recognized that some of the best redwood timber ’
grows in moist drainage ways, including alongside watercourses. Such no cut
zones would have severe economic impacts to tree farmers. They would also
unequally and haphazardly penalize those property owners who have a higher
percentage of watercourses on their land.

10. CCR 926.22 Treatment of Logging Slash

It is not clear what problem this proposal addresses. Santa Cruz County has the
strictest slash disposal requirements in the state. In addition, many foresters in
Santa Cruz, require clean up in selected areas on a property in excess of the
standard in the rules. /

11. CCR 926.23 Contents of Plan

Our proposal is very close to the County’s wording, This whole section would be
more appropriate as part of CCR 926.10, Log Hauling. I/

12. CCR 926.24 Residential Buffer Zone

This is unacceptable for the same reasons that riparian buffers are
‘unacceptable. See our proposal.

13. CCR 926.25 Special Harvesting Methods

There is no justification for this change in the cutting rule. It would be difficult to
implement and near impossible to enforce. See our proposal which is
reasonable and equitable, and likely to be approved by the Board of Forestry.

14. 926.26 Watercourse and Lake Protection

This section is unacceptable as outlined in 7 above. In addition, the increased
canopy retention and riparian protection required under the 2090 Agreement
adequately protects water quality. There has been no showing that these
measures are not working.

15. CCR 926.27 Non-Native Plants

Unless this is applied equally to all landowners, not.just timberland owners, it is
unacceptable. This is more appropriately handled through education, not more
rules.



We believe that our modified proposal (May 1, 1998) addresses the concerns of
the affected parties and has reasonable potential to be approved by the Board of
Forestry. The best results will be achieved if we can present and keep the rules
as a package. Many of the.rules proposed work together with other rules to
achieve these results. There is one shot at each concern and we believe it is
best to take that shot with a rule that has a reasonable chance of being
approved and enacted.

Please consider utilizing the proposal we have prepared as it stands.

-r&&*. L’

Steven 8. Butler RPF 2390

70 I



-MAY I,1998 SANTA CRUZ  COUNTY
PROPOSED AMENDMENTS

TO THE CALIFORNIA FOREST  PRACTICE RULES
Proposed text is underlined. Deletions from existing text are shown with strikeout. All other
text is existing rule Ianguage.

1. Amend 926.3  Plan Submittal and Notice  of Intent
. 14 CAC 1032.7, subsections (c), (e), (f), and (g), w shall not apply in Santa Cruz

County. In lieu of those subsections the following shall apply:

(a> The plan submitter shall prepare and submit to the Director, with the plan, a
Notice of Intent to Harvest Timber as described in 14 CAC 1032.7(d) includino
the followine:
(1) A statement that the approximate property lines have been flaoeed for

review where truck roads. tractor roads or harvest areas are within 100 feet
of the’$%?~

- -

(2) In the event helicopter yarding is Droposed  the Notice if Intent will include
the mapped location of helicopte?%ndingS  d ~VU m a S’kS J

(b) The plan submitter shall furnish to the Department at the time of submission of
the plan, the names and addresses of all property owners within 300 ft. of the
exterior boundaries of assessor’s parcels upon which a plan has been submitted,
a-& the names and ciddresses  of property owners with property fronting or
bordering that portion of the haul route lying between the plan area and the nearest
public road, and the addresses of all applicable private road associations on record
with the countv. The::ii~~~hl;IC~‘compiled  from the latest equalized assessment
roll of the county or a list provided by a title insurance company. The road
association list shall be obtained from the countv. The county shall maintain such
a list and provide reasonable access to list at no cost.

(cl The plan submitter shall mail copies of the Notice of Intent to all property owners
and all applicable private road associations identified pursuant to (b) within 5 davs
of the receipt of notice of filing. At this time the RPF (or supervised designee)
shall post a copv  of the Notice of Intent, including a map, as described in 14 CCR
1032.71d)(8)  at a conspicuous location. The Notice of Intent shall be on colored
paper or identified with colored flagging so as to be easily visible to the public.
The plan submitter shall further mail the Notice of Intent to:
(1) All members of the Board of Supervisors in whose district any timber

operation is proposed;

(2) The local school district;

(3) The publicly-owned water district which maintains any water production
or water storage facility in the watershed within which any timber
operation is proposed. At the time of plan submission, the plan submitter
shall certify in writing that this procedure has been followed.

Cd) The plan submitter shall have the Notice of Intent published in a newspaper of
general circulation in the area, concurrently with the submission of the plan to the

70 May%,  1998 page 1
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2.

3.

4.

Director. Proof of publication of notice shall be provided to the Director prior to
his/her determination made pursuant to 14 CCR 1037.6.

W For plan amendments, the submitter of the amendment shall certify in writing at
the time the amendment is submitted that copies of a new Notice of Intent have
been mailed to:
(1) All property owners not previously noticed under sub-section (b) who,

because of the,plan  amendment, would be required to receive the notice
provided in subsection (b).

(2) All property owners previously noticed under subsection (b) when there is
a change in silvicultural method.

926.7 Review Team Field  Review
Any review team member r-nay,  on request, accompany the Department as an
advisor to the Department, on any field review the Department conducts prior to
approval of the plan. The review period shall be extended from 45 davs to 60
days when multi-owner (greater than 15 owners) private roads are to be used for
(*This will also require a change to PRC 45 16.6)hauling.

926.9  Hours of Work
(4 The operation of chainsaws and other power driven saw equipment shall be

restricted to the hours between 7:00 a.m. and w 7:00 p.m., and shall be
prohibited on Saturdays, Sundays, and nationally designated holidays. &
exception to this rule mav be granted bv the Director where he/she has found that
no disturbance will result to neighboring residences.

(b) Within 300 feet of anv occupied dwelling, the operation of all ether power
equipment, q excluding licensed highway vehicles, m
s,shall be restricted to the hours between-&QQ+n+7:00  a.m. and
m 7:00 p.m., and shall be prohibited on Saturdays, Sundays, and nationally
designated holidays. Where. because of unusual ground conditions. or very close
proximitv of occupied leeal dwellings or special circumstances related thereto. the
Director documents that a need exists for further restrictions. he/she mav limit
these hours to not less than 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. An exception to this rule may
be granted by the Director where he/she has found that no disturbance will result
to the occupants of the dwelling from the use of such equipment.

Cc) Include in the
Amend 926.10 Log Hauling
(4

(b)

cc>

W

May 1,1998

Log hauling on public roads is not permitted on Saturdays, Sundays, or on those
days which are nationally designated legal holidays.
Log hauling on public roads may be restricted or not permitted by the Director
during commute hours or during school busing hours when necessary to prevent a
serious hazard to traffic flow and safety or to prevent hazardous conditions that
would endanger public safety.
During log hauling on public roads, the timber operator may be required by the
Director to post traffic signs an/or flagpersons where determined to be necessary
to prevent a hazard to traffic.
In the event lop: hauling is proposed over non-appurtenant private roads. the
Timber Harvest Plan will also include the following:
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5.

(1) Disclosure of available documentation regarding the claim to access or use
private road(s).

(2) Documentation such as written narrative. video, or photographs for noting
the existing condition of the road.

(3) A statement as. to the estimated number of total loeeinrr  truck loads to be
removed. approximate duration and number of loads per day

(4) A statement as to how oblieations to maintain the road shall be satisfied
commensurate with use.

(5) Specific reviewable measures which provide for the safe use of the road.
926.11  Flagging of Property Lines
64 m: fksi~~3

6.

approximate property lines of the timberland owner’s parcel on the site where any
truck road, tractor road or harvest area is proposed within 100 ft. of a property
line.

(b) The RPF shall disclose the basis for the location of estimated property boundaries.
926.15  Road Construction  and Maintenance

(a>

(b)

Cc)

In addition to Article 12 (14 CCR Sections 923 through 923X), the following
shall apply in Santa Cruz  County:
Whenever new road construction is proposed and the plan submitter owns or
controls any property contiguous to the parcel or parcels on which timber
operations are proposed, and such contiguous property contains timberland, the
RPF shall include a map and explanation of how the new road is integrated into
the existing or proposkd truck road and associated transportation system for all the
contiguous property owned or controlled by the plan submitter on which
timberland is found. Such proposed integrated truck road and associated
transportation system shall be reviewed in connection with review .of the proposed
plan, and the plan shall be modified, if necessary, to assure that the approved plan
will be compatible and consistent with timber operations on the contiguous
property.
All new and existing loggino  roads used in coniunction  with the proposed timber
operation which solely  provide access to permanently occupied dwellines within
the boundaries of the THP parcel shall be treated as necessary to prevent
excessive loss of road surface. This will be done bv treating the rdad with non-
erodible surfacing materials (i.e. gravel. pavement) and shall be identified and
described by the RPF within the THP.
The RPF shall include within the riotice  to the landowner section of the plan the
following statement: Section 16.22.030 of the County Code states that “any road
or bridge constructed pursuant to a Timber Harvest Permit issued by the State of
California shall be considered a new road for the purposed of the subsequent
development and shall be subiect  to allcc&%  standards and applicable policies.”,

926.16 Flagging ‘\

(4 The location of proposed truck roads, constructed tractor roads, landing, and
watercourse crossings shall be designated on the plan map and shall be located in

.7.
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the field with flagging. Such flagging shall occur prior to the preharvest
inspection of one is to be conducted. Fla,,cuing  for truck roads and constructed
tractor roads will be intervisible along the proposed alignments.

(b) The RPF or supervised designee shall flag/identify the location of all waterbars
which are: within the WLPZ. on mapped unstable areas or on slopes over 65%
regardless of EHR.

8. 926.17  Abandonment  of Roads  and Landings
G-9 When an existing truck road, tractor road, or landing is located in an area-in  which

it could not be newly constructed in conformance with these rules, then, where
feasible, such road or landing shall be abandoned, stabilized, recontoured.
revegetated, and restricted from vehicular use, unless the use of such road or
landing would produce less environmental impact than the use of a new road or /
landing constructed in accordance with these rules.

9. 926.19  Erosion Control Maintenance
The plan submitter shall maintain all drainage structures and drainage facilities and eating
or other road closure facilities required by these rules in effective working condition
throughout the required ene winter period3  after completion of timber operations unless
other stricter measures are required under the FPA. Tractor roads. landings and bare
areas of soil exposed by the operation shall be seeded or mulched or protected by
coverin,o  with slash and debris from the ‘harvest operation where necessary to prevent the
degradation of water qualitv. The Director mav require further measures to prevent
unnecessary damage to road surfaces from unauthorized use and to protect the aualitv and
beneficial uses of water. The timberland owner shall have the option to designate what
measures are to be.emploved to achieve the level of protection desired bv the Director. A
work completion report may not be filed until this requirement has been met. The
Director may require the timberland owner to maintain erosiori  control facilities
throuohout the plan area up ten vears or sale of the property. whichever occurs first. when
there is evidence of the lack of maintenance in the past. The county representative
responsible for review of timber harvests may attend the work compleiion inspection with
the Department to review erosion control measures.

10. 926.22  Residential  Buffer Zones
Within 200 ft. of adiacent legal dwellings (existing prior to 199s)  shall be considered a
residential buffer Zone (RBZ).  Where operations occur within an RBZ.  thev shall complv
with the following:

GO All treatment of slash shall be done within 10 working davs of log removal
operations except for piling  and burning.

@I Marking and harvesting shall conform to a modified standard of 913.8(a).
Additionally, the base diameter within this zone shall be 24 inches instead of 18
inches from 913.8(a). Up to 60% of the trees 24 inches and Iarper may be cut
with the re-entrv period dependin on intensity and no more than 40% of the trees
between 14 and 24 inches may be cut. Exceptions will be made with consent of
affected legal  dwelling or when utilizing 913.8(b).

Cc) Slash created within 200 feet shall be lopped to 12 inches.
11. 926.23  Silviculture

70
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12.

In addition to 14 CCR 913.8(a) the re-entry period and additional harvesting limitations
shall be modified as follows:
(4 The re-entry period shall be based on the proposed level of harvest. For areas

where the proposed harvest rate is 51-60% of the trees greater than 18 inches. the
minimum re-entry period shall be 14 years. For areas where the proposed harvest
is 50% or less of the trees greater than 18 inches. the existing  10 year re-entry
shall apply. The proposed harvest intensity shall be stated in the plan.

(b) Regardless of re-entry period no more than 40% of the trees greater than 14 inches
and less than 18 inches shall be harvested.

926.24 Helicopter Operations
Helicopter service and lop  landinn  zones must be located within the THP boundaries.
Helicopter operations within 1000 feet of an inhabited legal residence are restricted to the
hours between 7:00 a.m. and ?:OO p.m. and shall be prohibited on Saturdays, Sundavs and
nationally designated legal holidays. The Director may prant an exception if an
determination of “no significant disturbance” can be made.

7 clay  3k998 page 5



Citizens for Responsible Forest Management
Sierra Club

Summit Watershed Protection  League
Valley Women’s Club

May I,1998

Santa Cruz County Planning Department
701 Ocean Street
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

f
Attention: Donna Bradford

RESPONSE TO COUNTY PROPOSAL FOR
AMENDMENT TO THE STATE FOREST PRACTICE RULES

We are responding to the Co:unty’s proposal for amendment to the State Forest Practice
Rules on behalf of a county-wide coalition of concerned citizens whose everyday lives are
affected by commercial logging. We were appointed by the Board of Supervisors to serve
on the Timber Technical Advisory Committee. As members of that advisory committee,
we recommended many amendments to the existing rules (submitted to the T-TAC on
February 6, 1998), some of which you have incorporated into your proposal.

The main thrust of our recommendations on the T-TAC was that the County needs two
sets of forest practice rules to meet two different sets of forest management goals: one set
of goals which apply to lands where timber production is the primary land use (properties
zoned TP), and another set of goals which apply to m.ixed-use  lands (properties zoned M-
3, CA, A, PR, SU) and within buffer areas for riparian corridors and adjacent to residential
uses where timber production is not the primary land use. (We also recommended that
commercial logging be made off limits through zoning restrictions on all lands where the
primary land use is residential (RA, RR, R-l).)

The County’s response has been to propose only a “one size-fits-all” set of rules, which
apparently assume that timber production is the primary goal for all forested land including
that located both within TP as well as in the mixed-use and buffer areas in the county. We
again urgently request that the County add a second tier of rules to regulate logging in the
mixed use areas of the County in order to address the growing conflicts in the forested
areas of our community.

In addition, the County’s response has been to propose a set of rules that do not
adequately address the issues we raised on the T-TAC, are not adequately protective of
the environmental and residential values in the community, and in many cases are weak
and/or ineffective.
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RESPONSE TO COUNTY PROPOSAL FOR
AMENDMENT TO THE STATE FOREST  PRACTICE  RULES

We therefore request that the County redraft the proposed rules changes to more
adequately address the issues raised on the T-TAC, including the creation of a two-tiered
set of Forest Practice Rules. At a minimum, we are requesting the inclusion of the
attached set of changes to the County’s proposed rules.

We would be very interested in meeting with you to discuss and explain the basis for the
rule recommendations that we have presented. For instance, the silviculture
recommendations are based on the need to leave permanent green retention trees both
as a biology legacy for healthy ecosystem functions and as recruitment for future snags
and down logs as is well documented in forestry literature (see Swanson and Franklin,
1992, “New forestry Principles from Ecosystem Analysis of Pacific Northwest Forests,”
Ecological Applications, 2:3 pp 262-274).

We remain open to a continued dialog on the appropriate rules and are ready to work with
you and other members of the community in the preparation of the draft rules to be
presented to the Board of Supervisors on June 2. Please let us know how we can most
productively work with you in this effort.

Sincerely,

Betsy Herbert and Mark Morgentbaler for Citizens for Responsible Forest
Management

Jodi Frediani for the Sierra Club
Steven Stewart for the Summit Watershed Protection League
Julie Hendriks for the Valley Women’s Ciub

Attachment: Recommended Changes to Proposed Forest Practice Rules Amendments

cc: Board of Supervisors
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Citizens for Responsible Forest Management
Sierra  Club

Summit Watershed Protection  League
Valley Women’s Club

RECOMMENDED CHANGES
TO THE PROPOSED FOREST PRACTICE RULES AMENDMENTS

May I,1998

Changes proposed by the County:
l new text is underlined
l deletions are shown with &r&e&

Changes proposed by the coalition of concerned citizens:
l ’ new text is underlined and bold
l deletions are shown with m

All other text is existing rule language.

1. Amend 926.3
CountyJ

(a),(b) and (c) Plan Submittal and Notice qf Intent @anta Cruz

14 CCR 1032.7, subsections (c),(e),(f) and (g)mshall not apply in Santa Cruz
County. In lieu of those subsections the following shall apply:

(a) The plan submitter shall prepare and submit to the Director, with the plan, a
Notice of Intent to Harvest Timber as described in 14 CCR 1032.7(d) including
the following:

0 In the event log hauling is proposed over non-appurtenant private roads,
the Notice of Intent will also include the following:

(iJ ’ Disclosure of m documentation m demonstrating
to the satisfaction of the Director the right to access or use
private road(s).

(iiJ A statement as to the estimated number of total logging truck loads
to be removed and the approximate duration, number of loads per
day and time of daily trips.

(iii) A statement as to how obligations to maintain the road shall be
satisfied commensurate with use.

-l-
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ATTACHMENT, 7,- 608
(iv> Specific reviewable measures which provide for the safe use of the

road.

(2) The location and extent of flagging of property line boundaries and
residential buffer areas, and an explanation of how citizens may
contest-the location of the boundaries of the property and of the
buffer areas as flagged by the RPF.

(3) In the’event helicopter yarding is proposed the Notice of Intent will include
a map of the planned flight path and approximate duration and number of
flights per day.

The plan submitter shall furnish to the Department at the, timiof submission of
the plan, the names and addresses of all property owners within 300 ft. of the
exterior boundaries of assessor’s parcels upon which a plan has been submitted,
and the names and addresses of property owners with property fronting or
bordering that portion of the haul route lying between the plan area and the
nearest public road. , and the addresses of all applicable private road
associations on record with the County. The list shall be compiled from the latest
equalized assessment roll of the county or a list provided by a title insurance
company.

(c) The plan submitter shall mail copies of the Notice of Intent to all property owners
and all owners and part owners of any portion of an affected private haul
road and members of all applicable private road associations identified
pursuant to (b) at least 10 days prior to plan submission and at this time shall
post a copy1 of the Notice of Intent including a map as described in 14 CCR
1032.7 (d)(8) at a conspicuous location at an intersection of the private road

where a majority of the road association members can view the notice. Said
Notice of Intent shall be on colored paper or identified with colored flagging so as
to be easily visible to the public. The plan submitter shall further mail the Notice
of Intent to:

(1) All members of the Board of Supervisors in whose district any
operation is proposed;

timber

(2) The local school district;

(3) The publicly-owned water district which maintains any water production or
water storage facility in the watershed within which any timber operation is
proposed. At the time of plan submission, the plan-submitter shall certify
in writing that this procedure has been followed.
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(d) The plan submitter shall have the Notice of Intent published i
,p~~h’t@ ’ q

a newspaper of
general circulation in the area, concurrently with the submission of the plan to the
Director. Proof of publication of notice shall be provided to the Director prior to
his/her determination made pursuant to 14 CCR 1037.6.

(e) For plan amendments, the submitter of the amendment shall certify in writing at
the time the amendment is submitted that copies of a new Notice of Intent have
been mailed to:

(1) All property owners not previously noticed under sub-section (b) who,
because of the plan amendment, would be required to receive the .notice
provided in subsection (b).

,/
(2) All property owners previously noticed under subsection (b) when there is

a change in silvicultural method.

2. 926.7 Review Team Field Review [Santa Cruz County]

At least one field1  review shall be conducted prior to plan approval and shall
include a representative of the County. Any review team member may, on request,
accompany the Department as an advisor to the Department, on any field review the
Department conducts prior to approval of the plan. The review period shall be
extended from 45 days to 60 days when multi-owner private roads are to be used for
hauling, the THP access is through neighboring property, residences are within
200’ of the THP boundary, or notification exceeds 50 properties.

3. 926.9 Hours of Work [Santa Cruz County]

The operation of chain saws and other power-driven saw equipment shall be restricted
to the hours between 7:00 a.m. and 8&%7:00 p.m., and shall be prohibited on
Saturdays, Sundays, and nationally designated legal holidays. The operation of chain
saws and all other power equipment, except licensed highway vehicles, within 300 ft. of
an occupied dwelling shall be restricted to the hours between &Q&8:00  a.m. and Q&U
&iXJ 200 p.m., and shall be prohibited on Saturdays, Sundays and nationally- -
designated legal holidays. When it is anticipated that there will be staging of licensed
vehicles outside the plan submitter’s property before the hours of m 7:00 a.m.,
the RPF shall provide an operating plan which reduces noise impacts to nearby
residences. The Director may grant an exception to allow operations between 7:00 a.m.. . (1 . IIand 7:00 p.m. within 300 feet of residences if a ti

q
.v written statement submitted before plan approval to the

Director from occupants of all affected residences within 300 feet allows the
extension. &Any other exceptions to’this rule may be granted by the Director where

- 3 -
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he/she has found that no disturbance will result to the occupants of the dwelling from6 10
the use of such equipment.

4. 926.11 Flagging of Property Lines [Santa Cruz County]

prior to plan submission to the Department, flag approximate property lines on the s.ite
where any truck road, tractor road or harvest area is proposed within #Q 200 ft. of a
property line. If the neighbors contest the boundary line, the plan submitter. shall
have the boundary line surveyed and flagged by a licensed surveyor; or
alternatively, if the plan submitter and neighbors agree, the Director shall assign
lands within 200 feet of the marked property line to be off limits to timber
operations.

5. 926.13 Performance Bonding [Santa Cruz County]

When hauling logs pursuant to a THP, the LTO shall provide for the repair of any
damage to a county or private road that is m caused by the LTO’s
log hauling operations, and shall provide for the repair of any damage caused by the
LTO’s log hauling operations to appurtenant structures, including, but not limited to,
guard rails, signs, traffic signals, culverts, curbs and similar facilities. If necessary to
ensure compliance with this section, the county or owners of any portion of the
affected private or the applicable private road associations may request, and the
Department, upon such request, v shall require the timber operator or responsible
party to post adequate financial security to restore paved or unpaved county or private
roads and appurtenant structures which are damaged by log hauling operations. The
request for posting of financial security shall be made to the Department during the THP
review procedure and no later than five days before the Director’s decision date. The
following standards apply:

(a) For County roads, The timber operator or responsible party shall post a
c’ertificate  of deposit, certificate of insurance or performance bond, or other
financial security in favor of the Department in a reasonable amount set by the
Director, not to exceed $5,000 per mile of county road used or $50,000,
whichever is less and subject to provisions of Division 3, Part I, Chapter 1, Article
8, Sec. 11110 through 11113 of the Gov. C. Such cash deposit or other
acceptable financial security shall cover a period not to exceed the effective
period of the plan.

When a form of financial security is required, logging trucks shall not use the
county roads until the required security is posted with the Department. The
Director shall release the bond or equivalent to the principal of the security upon
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completion of log hauling operations and compliance with the requirements p
this section. If and when repairs are necessary, the Director shall request the
operator to provide for making the repairs. If the repairs are not made the
Department may take corrective action and may order the bond, or equivalent,
forfeited in an amount not to exceed actual damage. When a bond or equivalent
has been posted, the Department shall provide .the  county with a copy of the
Work Completion Report. The county shall advise the Department in writing
within 30 days of its receipt of notification of completion of hauling operations or
the Work Completion Report if damage has occurred repairs need to be made. If
the county fails to notify the Director within 30 days, the bond of surety shall be
released.

(b) For private roads, the timber operator or responsible party shall either obtain a
written agreement providing for road repair obligations between timber harvester
and other landowners with interest in road, addressing the issue of security for
repair costs, or post a bond, certificate of deposit or other form of collateral to
secure payment of cost of road repairs to private road caused by hawest
operations in the amount as calculated using the following schedule:

I.!l $300.00 for every 300 feet of dirt road to be used.
(iiJ $500.00 for every 300 feet of gravel rock road to be used.
(iii> $800.00 for every 300 feet of oil and screen road to be used.
(iv> $1 ,OOO.OO  for every 300 feet of paved road to be used.

Logging trucks shall not use the private road until the required security is
posted with the road association. The road association shall release the
bond or equivalent to the principal of the security one year after
completion of log hauling operations and compliance with the
requirements of this section. If and when repairs are necessary, the road
association shall request the operator to make the repairs. If the repairs

are not made, the road association may order the bond or equivalent
.forfeited in an amount not to exceed actual damage. When a bond or
equivalent has been posted, the Department shall provide the road
association with a copy of the Work Completion Report. The road
association shall advise the Department in writing within one year of its
receipt of notification of completion of hauling operation or the Work
Completion Report if damage has occurred and repairs that need to be
made. If the road association fails to notify the Director within one year,
the bond or surety shall be released.

6. 926.15 Road Construction and Maintenance [Santa Cruz County]

In addition to Article 12 (14 CCR Sections 923 through 923.8) the following shall apply
in Santa Cruz County:

70
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(a) New logging roads shall be subject to the following limitations:

(lJ New road construction on property zoned to TPZ shall be prohibited
where any of the following conditions are present:

N Slopes steeper than 65%.

giJ Slopes steeper than 50% where the erosion hazard rating is high or
extreme.

(iii) Slopes over 50% which lead to a watercourse or lake, without
flattening to sufficiently dissipate water flow and trap sediment.

Any exceptions to these standards M&&G+@+  granted by the Director
will require abandonment of the road immediately following cessation of
active logging operations. Abandonment to include recontouring to the
slope that existed prior to construction and re-establishment of all.
drainage to pre-existing conditions e

New road construction on property not zoned to TPZ shall be
prohibited where any of the following conditions are present:

El Slopes steeper than 50%.

(ii) Slopes steeper than 35% where the erosion hazard rating is
high or extreme.

(iii) Slopes other  35% which lead to a watercourse or lake, without
flattening to sufficiently dissipate water flow and trap
sediment.

No exceptions shall be granted to these standards.

(3) Whenever new road construction is proposed and the plan submitter owns
or controls any property contiguous to the parcel or parcels on which
timber operations are proposed, and such contiguous property contains
timberland, the RPF shall include a map and explanation of how the new
road is integrated into the existing or proposed truck road and associated
transportation system for all the contiguous property owned or controlled
by the plan submitter on which timberland is found. Such proposed
integrated truck road and associated transportation system shall be
reviewed in connection with review of the proposed plan, and the plan
shall be modified, if necessary, to assure that the approved plan will be
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proposed changes to waterbreaks which are within the WLPZ- or on mappe

%-I.4unstable areas or on slopes over 65% reqardless of erosion hazard rating, and the
boundaries of residential no-cut buffer zones and property line setbacks s&U-be

. . . .
g Such
flagging shall occur prior to the preharvest inspection 4.
Flagging for truck roads and constructed tractor roads will be intervisible  along the
proposed alignments.

8. 926.17 Abandonment of Roads and Landings [Santa Cruz County]

When an existing truck road, tractor road, or landing is located in an area in which it
could not be newly constructed in conformance with these rules, then, N&G&XMG
such road or landing shall be abandoned, stabilized, recontoured, revegetated with
native plant seed, and restricted from vehicular use by gating prior to the Work
C o m p l e t i o n  I n s p e c t i o n . , 3

9. 926.19 Erosion Control Maintenance [Santa Cruz County]

The plan submitter shall maintain all drainage structures and drainage facilities and
gating or other road closure facilities required by these rules in effective working
condition throughout the required -winter periods after completion of timber
operations unless other stricter measures are required under the FPA. All trails,
landings and work areas shall be reseeded, mulched or protected by compacting woody
debris from harvest operation. The Director may require.further  measures to prevent
unnecessary damage to road surfaces from unauthorized use and to protect the quality

. .
and beneficial uses of watere

.
rlbCtrhr( A work completion report may not be filed until this
requirement has been met. The Director may shall require the timberland owner and
any successors in interest to maintain erosion control facilities throughout the plan
area up to the time of the landowners re-entry of the unit w when
there is evidence of the lack of maintenance in the past. The County representative
responsible for review of timber harvests may attend the work completion inspection
with the Department to review erosion control measures.

10. 926.22 Treatment of Logging Slash [Santa Cruz County]

. In addition to requirements of 14 CCR 917.4 limb stubs on tree top slash shall be
lopped to 8 in. (20.3 cm) or less from the bole of the tree.

70
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I I . 926.23 Contents of Plan [Santa Cruz County]

In addition to 14 CCR 1034 the following shall apply in Santa Cruz County:

@J When log hauling is proposed’over non-appurtenant private roads, the RPF shall
provide:

615

co

0

0

0

0

Information substantiating the timber owner’s legal right to access or use
said private road(s).

A statement as to the estimated number of total logging truck loads to be
removed and the approximate number of loads per day and timing of daily
trips.

A m copy of an agreement between the individual
owners of the road or their representative road association and the
plan submitter stating how obligations to maintain the road shall be
satisfied commensurate with use.

Specific reviewable measures which provide for the safe use of the road.

Videotape, photograph or other means of documentation for noting the
existing conditions of the road.

(b)
. . .

The RPF shall 1
Provide a map showing the location of the flagged property boundaries
along with any documentation, such as an existing survey by a licensed
surveyor, that substantiates the accuracy of the line.

12. 926.24 Residential Buffer Zone [Santa Cruz County]

Harvesting BF and all other timber operation are prohibited within 200 feet of any legal.
structure used for residential purposes gP7 ~#xMUIB

8 w . .
3 unless the affected neighboring property
owner provides written consent, except for dead, dying and diseased trees which are
imminently threatening legal habitable structures or which constitute a fire hazard.- cf
Even with this written consent for timber operations rlh within 200 feet of a
residential dwelling, all slash shall be lopped to 30.5 cm (72 in.) or less or removed,.
within 10 working days from when it was deposited hF

-9-



13. 926.25 Special Hayesting  Methods [Santa Cruz County]

14 CCR 913.8 subsections (a), except for the basal area and countable tree stocking
standards shall not apply in Santa Cruz County, instead the following shall apply:

(a) Leave uncut a well-distributed timber stand after timber operations have been. . .
completed on the logging areag

.m T h e

allowable harvest of trees shall not exceed the following limits:

On the parcels in the TP zone district that are greater than 300 feet
from a Class I or Class II watercourse or wetland, and greater than
500 feet from a legal residence on an adjacent property,‘a  harvest of
no more than 40% of trees 45.7 cm (18 in) and more d.b.h. and 50%
.of trees between 38.1 cm (15 in) and 45.7 cm (18 in) d.b.h. may occur
with a reentry period no less than 14 years.

On parcels not in the TP zone district, and on those portions of
parcels zoned TP that are between 50 feet and 300 feet of a Class I or
Class II watercourse or wetland, or between 200 feet and 500 feet of
a legal residence on an adjacent property, a harvest of no more than
25% of trees 45.7 cm (18 in) and more d.b.h., and 50% of trees
between 38.1 cm (15 in) and 45.7 cm (18 in), may occur with a re-
entry period no less than 20 years.

(b) Leave trees shall be thrifty coniferous trees which were dominant and
codominant in crown class prior to timber harvesting or which have crowns
typical of such dominant and codominant trees. They shall be free from
significant damage caused by the timber operations. No conifer shall be cut
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which is more than 22.9 m (75 ft.) from a leave tree of equal size class.
61

Average
top stump diameter, outside bark, shall be considered 2.5 cm (1 in.) greater than
d.b.h. No area may be cut in excess of the leave tree standards of this rule.

(1) For timberland within the TP zone district and greater than 309 feet
from a Class I or Class II watercourse or wetland, and greater than
500 feet from a legally constructed residence on ah adjacent
property, the equal size class range is defined as follows:

l!l Over 38.1 cm (15 in.) to 45.7 cm (18 in.) d.b.h.

(ii) ‘Over 45.7 cm (18 in.) to 61 .O cm (24 in.) d.b.h.

” (iii) Over 61.0 cm (24 in.) to 81.3 cm (32 in.) d.b.h.

(iv) Over 81.3 cm (32 in.) to 91.4 cm (36 in.) d.b.h.

(v) Any tree over 91.4 cm (36 in.) d.b.h.

(2) : For timberland not within the TP zone district, and on those portions
of parcels zoned TPZ that are between 50 feet and 300 feet from a
Class I or Class II watercourse or wetland, or between 50 feet and.
500 feet from a legally constructed residence on an adjacent
property, the equal size class range is defined as follows:

i!l

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

0

(vi)

(vii)

Over 38.1 cm (15 in.) to 45.7 cm (18 in.) d.b.h.

Over 45.7 cm (18 in.) to 61.0 cm (24 in.) d.b.h.

,Over 61.0 cm (24 in.) to 81.3 cm (32 in.) d.b.h.

Over 81.3 cm (32 in.) to 91.4 cm (36 in.) d.b.h.

Over 91.4 cm (36 in.) to 106.7 cm (42 in.) d.b.h.

Over 106.7 cm (42 in.) to 121 cm (48 in) d.b.h;

Any tree over 121.9 cm (48 in) d.b.h.

At least three leave trees per acre in the largest diameter class (over 48 in.)
shall be designated as. permanent green retention trees which shall never
be cut. If there are less than three trees per acre of the largest diameter
class, then the remaining permanent green retention trees shall be
selected from the next largest diameter class. If any of the permanent
green retention trees dies, then another tree of equal size and quality shall

-II-
70



ATTACHMENI: I

be designated as a substitute.

An alternative method may be approved only if a RPF submits a stratified
random sample, of at least 5% of the property or harvest area, with statistically
valid growth data that supports a cutting percentage and cutting cycle that will
achieve the same yield’of timber on each successive harvest in perpetuity. In no
event shall the cutting cycle exceed 20 years. The landowner must submit to the
Director, a Nonindustrial Timber Management Plan (NTMP) or a Sustained Yield
Plan (SYP) as provided in Article 6.5 and 6.75, Subchapter 7. Before
commencement of harvesting operations the property owner shall record at the
County a Declaration of Restriction which cites the approved cutting percentages
and cutting cycle as stated in the NTMP or SYP.

14. 926.26 Water Course and Lake Protection [Santa Cruz County]

In addition to the requirement of Article 6 (14 CCR Sections 916 to 916.10 the following
shall apply in Santa Cruz County:

(a) No timber harvesting operations are allowed within riparian corridors. The
width of this no cut, no entry zone is defined as follows:

(1) At least 15.2 m (50 feet) from Class I and II watercourses and
wetlands.

(2) At least 9.1 m (I 0 feet) from Class III watercourses.

i . , .
\j-! c\ \lCy 13 t-,:+. * <“Jr-< c”“: ..-‘f, -j&o

The width of the riparian corridor shall be measured mm the ..T~
top edge of the watercourse bank. c-I >.‘.‘Ci c;l I-,_l i_

30 A / F-,‘,,c,,  .,;
Exceptions are allowed for temporary stream crossings (fords, bridges, culverts,
etc.) if no other alternative exists as explained and justified in the’ THP and
approved by the Director.

15. 926.27 Non-native Plants [Santa Cruz County]



Insert the accompanying changes recommended by the California Native Plant
Lociet  y .)

16. 926.28 Helicopter Operations [Santa Cruz County]

Helicopter service and log landing zones must be sited within the THP boundaries and
only on parcels zoned TPZ. Helicopter operations within 1000 feet of an inhabited

.residence are restricted to the hours between w 8:00 a.m. and
6:00 p.m. and shall be prohibited on Saturdays, Sundays and nationally designated

. . . . ,Ilegal holidays. @@,

17. 926.1 Registered Professional Forester Advice

The provisions of 913.8 (b) (5) shall apply when timber operations are conducted in,
accordance with 84&6+)  926.25.

18. 913.8 Special Harvesting Methods for Southern Subdistrict

913.8 (b) (5): The timber operator is responsible for carrying out timber operations as
described in the plan. The plan submitter is responsible for retaining an RPF to provide
professional advice to the timber operator and timberland owner on a continuing basis
throughout the timber operations. The RPF or the designee of the RPF shall work
WC&S closely with the timber operator to 44-p assure compliance with the approved
alternative prescription and the terms and specifications of the approved plan. The RPF
or the designee of ‘the RPF shall be is present on the harvest areas sufficient hours
each week to know the operation’s progress and advise the timber operator. The RPF
shall inform irrirrrmc the timber operator of potential environmental impacts and the
mitigation measures to be taken to minimize such impacts. The timber operator shall
sign the plan and major amendments thereto, or shall sign and file with the Director a
facsimile thereof prior to the commencement of continuation of operation thereunder
agreeing to abide by the terms and specifications of the plan. ti The RPF rrca)c shall
be responsible for the conduct of timber operations under contractual arrangements
with the timber owner.

- 13- 70



ATTACHMENT : 7
Santa Cruz Chapter of CNPS

Position Statement
Non-native  plant invasions into disturbed  work sites.

620

The Santa Cruz County Chapter of the California Native Plant Society is extremely concerned about the spread of invasive, non-
native plants into our local ecosysrems.  These plants invade disturbed sites, particularly those affected by human disturbance.
Examples include:

l ditches cut for pipes
. road-cuts
. utility rights-of-way
0 logging roads.

k These disturbances, though perceived as merely temporary, can actually cause permanent damage to ecosystems because of the
long-term problems associated with invasive non natives. Sites which once contabed relatively pristine ecosystems can rapidly
degrade, resulting in a significant loss to native plant diversity. Some species of concern in our region are Pampas grass
(Cortedaria sp.), French broom Genistamonsplessulana),  acacia (Acacia sp.),  and Cape or German IvJLTynesta  delanea).

Invasive non-native species are spread by human activity through many different vectors. Examples include:

0 Automobiles and heavy equipment
l Shoes and clothing
l Animals
0 Landscaping activities

For this reason, the Santa Cruz  County Chapter recommends that the County of Santa Cruz,  the Public Utilities Commission, the
California Department of Foresuyf3alTRANS,  and other land management agencies adopt policies designed to control invasive
exotic plants in projkcts that create temporary disturbances.

Because it may take a few years for the effects of non-native invasions to become apparent, we recommend the following course
of action:

1) For short-term disturbances associated with specific projects (e.g. logging roads or ditches), monitoring activities should occur
at least on the first, third, and fifth years after the initial disturbance. Invasive non-native plants should be removed from the
disturbed area before these plants have an opportunity to become permanently established. In cases where the addition of plants to
the natural habitat may be essential to a project (e.g. for erosion control), we recommend the use of either appropriate native or
non-invasive exotic plants (e.g. cereal barley)

2) For long-term disturbances (e.g. utility rights-of-way), we recommend that a strategy for long-term monitoring and control be
implemented to contain and reverse the spread of invasive non-native plants. In cases where the addition of plants to the natural
habitat may be essential to a project (e.g. for erosion control), we recommend the use of either appropriate native or non-invasive
exotic plants (e.g. cereal barley)

Prepared for CNPS by JoeRigney
Adopted by the Board by unanimous vote on February 9,1998

- 14-



STATE  OF CALIFORSIA--THE  RESOURCES  ACEKC%’

DEPARTMENT  OF FORESTRY
ANti FIRE PROTECTION
~O~~HIGHWAY~. ~.O..DRAWERF-~
FELTON,CA~~O~S

PETE  WLSOS,  ~VERNOR

t2:

(408)335-6740

April 29, 1998

County of Santa Cruz
Resource Planning
Attention: Donna Bradford
701 Ocean Street, Room 400
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Dear Donna,

The following comments represent the California Department of Forestry and
Fire Protection’s (CDF) response to Santa Cruz County’s draft rule package.
This response focuses on issues of clarity, enforcement, and authority. -’

1. Most of the requested information should be incorporated into
Section II of the THP. Due to the County’s existing requirement
to publish the Notice of Intent (including the THP map) in a
newspaper, the Notice of Intent should be limited to essential
information that can be meaningfully reproduced in a newspaper
at  a reasonable cost . As  an  a l te rna t ive ,  th is  add i t iona l
information could be included in the Notice of Intent that is
posted and sent to the adjacent property owners and road
association, but not included in the published version.

* 1 .(a)(Z). “The location and extent of flagging of property line
boundaries and residential buffer areas. ” T h i s  i,,/’
requirement is unclear. Is a map required? Y

1 .(a)(3). Does “approxhnate  d u r a t i o n ”  re fe r  to  the  en t i re
project or per day? Q/

1 w. The language addressing where the Notice of Intent
should be posted is unclear. It should read “at a
conspicuous location where a majority of the road
association members can view the notice” or “at the
intersection of the private road, with the nearest the
public road.”

-

1 69. This entire section should be .deleted. Re-notification
is required under the state rules if there is a change
in the haul route involving another (unnoticed)

4



< Donna Bradford
Apr,il 29, 1998
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2.

3.

5 W.

ATTXHMENT, 7
622

private road or if acreage is added that affects new
landowners (within 300 feet of the new boundary)
because these changes a re  rev i ewed  as  ma jo r
amendments .  Per  CCR 0 895.1, a change in the
silvicultural method is defined as a substantial (major)
deviation.

This rule lacks authority. P R C  $j 4516.6(a) would have to be
amended. /

This proposed rule is uncleap,sand  should be simplified. Perhaps
one section should address equipment operations outside 300
feet of  a home, including al lowable except ions; and another
sect ion should address operat ions within the 300 feet area,
including exceptions. The proposal presented by local RPFs was
much clearer and would be easier to enforce.

While counties have been granted the authority in the Public
Resource Code to request a rule for the bonding of private roads,
the legislature obviously never gave any thought to how such a
rule could be implemented! Issues include:
. Who decides whether the road has been damaged by the

harvest operation?
If the answer is CDF, how does CDF prove this?
Obvious damage can be photo or video documented, but small
cracks and minor impacts cannot be captured but could be
argued forever).
And what if there’s not a single cause for the damage (e.g,
landowner. crushes a culvert during a heavy rainstorm, causing
the culvert to overflow; overflow washes out a portion of the
road where the LTO had removed a berm)?
Who is the bond payable to?
Can the LTO repair the road or does the bond automatically
get pulled?
If the bond gets “pulled” does the road association have to do
the repair work?
Who okays whether the repair work is satisfactory?
What if a private road has no road association?
What  i f  the  t imber land owner  a l ready pays annua l  road
association dues?

.

.

.

l

.

.

70
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Who signs the “written agreement for road repair” if there’s no
road association or no agreement among the road association
members?
If a road agreement can be achieved, does CDF enforce it?
What are the timeframes for the bond (are they the same as for
the public roads?).
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q Donna Bradford
April 29, 1998 623
Page Three

6 (a)4. “(0)ther purposes in addition to timber harvesting” needs to be
defined. What about forest management activit ies including
erosion control maintenance, tree planting, and noncommercial
harvests? If  a grading permit  is required, th’e rule should
s t i p u l a t e  t h a t  t h e  p e r m i t  m u s t  b e  o b t a i n e d  p r i o r  t o  T H P
submission.

6 @I. What does “used year round’ refer to? Accessing a home?

6(b)(i)(m)  Is “road gradient” a more appropriate term than “s/apes”?  What
does “renewed treatment upon resurfacing of bare soil’ mean?

THP related inspections are limited to no more than three years
following the acceptance of a Work Completion Report, per PRC 5
4562.9. During this interval of time, non-CDF professionals could
enter the property only when they are accompanied by CDF, per
PRC 5 4604. As the landowner’s agent, the RPF could possibly
assume t h i s  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  ( u n a t t e n d e d  b y  C D F )  f o r  t h e
aforementioned three years.

6 (4 What does “abandoned’ mean? Recontoured?

7. The first sentence should read “. . . riparian corridor exclusion
areas shall be designated on the plan map and shall  be located in
the field with flagging.” The concern about the location of
waterbars cannot be meaningfully mapped; the location of critical
waterbars (adjacent to a mapped slide, etc.) can be narratively
described in the THP. These waterbars and the waterbars
associated with the other areas identif ied in this rule (steep
slopes, WLPZs,  unstable areas) could be flagged by the RPF prior
to the Preharvest Inspection, and reflagged prior to installation.
Also, the existing language in the first sentence of this rule
should be clarified. What does “proposed’ refer to? ‘What does
” constructed’ refer to? For instance, does a proposed, non-
constructed landing have to be flagged? Does an existing landing
have to be flagged?

8. “(on conformance with these rules...,” what rules does this refer
to? What if ,the existing truck road is the only access to the
parcel? Or to the home? What if the existing road is not causing
a problem? Do all of the requirements (abandoned, stabilized,
recontoured, revegetated and restr icted from vehicular use)
apply?

9. Per PRC 5 4562.9, CDF’s  inspection authority is limited to three
years fol lowing acceptance of the Work Complet ion Report .
“Slash”  is a more appropriate term than “woody.debris.”



5 Donna Bradford
April 29, 1998
Page Four

10.

13(a)1 - 4 .

13(b).

What does this rule mean?

What percentages apply if the interval between harvests is more
than ten years, but less than fourteen?

The “leave tree” provision by size class would be impossible to
enforce. Under the current regulations, a “leave tree” is 2 12”
dbh. This could be increased, but it should be a single standard.

14(b).

14(c).

This section, without a doubt, would be impossible to enforce!

“(W)atercourse  or lake transition line” is defined in CCR 0 895.1
and is perhaps, therefore, more appropriate and precise than “top
edge of the watercourse banK’.

14(d). What about permanerrt stream crossings?

15. The authority for this rule is questionable. If there is authority,
what eradication methods are acceptable? What are “other,
invasive, non-native plants’? How would this rule be enforced
(i.e., how would CDF know when to inspect for this work? Would
an annual inspection be done by CDF? What is the standard for
acceptable eradication- most of the plants? Is it all of the plants?)

Sincerely,

Steve Wert
Unit Chief

ATTACHMENT 7
t;?cf

bY
Nancy Drinkard, RPF #1979
Division Chief, Forest Practice

.c 5. Wert
D. Lucke
G. Brittner



J.E. GREIG, Inc.
CONSULTING FORESTER
P.O. Box 90190
Henderson, NV 8?009-0190
(702) 564-9867 l Fax (702) 564-9876

ATTACHMENT: 7

April 17,199s

Mr. Alvin James, Director Planning
Resource Planning
Governrnent Center
701 Ocean St., Room 400
Santa Cruz,  CA 95060 I’

Dear Mr. James:

My name is James E. Greig, a resident of Santa Cruz County, Soquel, from 1959 through 1989. I am a
forester, R.P.F. #113,  graduate of the School of Forestry, University of California, class of 1950.

I have managed forest lands in the Santa Cruz mountains since 1956 and am currently the forest manager,
since 1973, for Redtree Properties, L.P. (formerly The Santa Cruz Lumber Co.). I was a member of the
original Santa Cruz County committee which developed the Santa Cruz Co. ordinance regulating timber
harvesting under a use-permit process. The rules we developed in this ordinance later became the basis
for the State Forest Practice rules in the Southern Subdistrict of the Redwood Region, including Santa
cmz county.

I read with some dismay your proposed amendments to the California Forest Practice Rules. I can
understand your desire to eliminate timber harvesting on non-TPZ parcels within the county. 1 do believe,
however, that so doing will only accelerate the fragmentation of parcels into smaller units and further
increase urban sprawl. If you eliminate any possibility of economic return from an owners ‘parcel, what
else can he do but sell it for residential development. You will have, in effect, condemned all non-TPZ
forest lands for all but residential use.

Your zoning of the non-TPZ parcels does not directly effect me, as forest manager for Redtree  Properties,
L.P. Their forest lands are generally zoned T.P.Z. I am wough, very concerned with your proposed
changes to the State Forest Practice Rules. Logging has been under way in the Santa Cruz Mountains for
more than 150 years. The current state of our beautiful forests speaks well of the forest owners exercise of
responsible forest management and the California Dept. of Forestry’s administration of the Forest Practice
Rules.

If increasing arbitrary regulation fostered by uninformed citizens further erodes forest owners confidence
in their ability to maintain an economically viable resource, the end result cannot be what the county
desires. If forest management is abandoned, the end result can only be more development . If you
consider that the T.P.Z. forest lands are rapidly becoming the primary source of free flowing water, due to
the severe restrictions on residential building, their break-up would reduce this stream flow even more.
The San Lorenzo Valley is a prime example of what has happened. All the surface feeder streams are

70 i



ATTACHMENT  k, 7

diverted into sewer systems and septic tanks. The water never reaches the river during the summer
months. If you regulatory goal is the improvement in quality of life in Santa Cruz Co., these proposed
regulations do just the opposite.

For some of my specific objections, I point to: :

1. Performance bonds on County Roads --
This is discrimination unless applied to all road users. Is not road maintemance included in benefits from
property and Yield Taxes?  After all, T.P.Z. lands receive very few other services as compared with
residential areas.

2. Road Construction and Maintenance -b. & c.
Forest roads are a vital part of the forest fire control system on our TPZ lands. These regulations are
escessive and e,xpensive  and could result in abandonment of access vital to forest fire suppression in the
total forested area.

3. Special Harvesting Methods
b. The concept of such narrow diameter class regulation of leave trees is not practical in developing the
ideal all-aged, all size forest stand. Redwood trees do not grow the way this system contemplates. If it
were adapted no forest owner would want to let any tree grow into a diameter class greater than 32”
D.B.H. We have purposely grown many trees into 40” to 50”  diameter classes, most of which could
become un-harvestable under this vstem,  radically effecting our management program.

4. Water Course and Lake Protection
The no hmesting corridors along class I, II, & III watercourses would remove our most valuable lands
from production. It could reduce our sustained yield level by as much as 25%.

We have proved we can harvest in these watercourse zones without damaging the streams, under the
esisting reguIations. Confiscation by the County of our most valuable forest lands is neither necessary or
prudent.

I am proud of our forest management record and invite Supervisors, Planning Commissioners, regulators
and interested parties to visit and inspect Redtree Properties, L.P. forest land. If you wish to do so, please
contact my Santa Cruz office for appointments. See or call:

Dave Herman
J. E. Greig, Inc.
100 Ponderosa Court
Santa Cruz, CA 95060
Phone (408) 438-0700

y”
JEGhnlg
cc: Douglas P. Ley

Richard Wilson
Jeff Almquist, 5th Dist
Donna Bradford
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PAlR!CK POWANS & ABOCl4TES

April 29,1998 . .

Santa Cruz County Board of Supervisors
701 ocean  street
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

F a x :  4084S4-3363 <A‘7.. (.‘. ‘.-

To: AU Members of the Board ;:_-..:-.  .I- . . ,L I
RE::COUMENTS  ANDSUPPORTT~THECOUNTY~OARDOFSUPERVISI)RS'PROPOSEDAMENDMENTSTOTHECALIFORNI~..'~

F O R E S T  P R A C T I C E  R U L E S  ’ .

Attn.: Donna Bradford, Res&rce  Plphg .Fax:  40?&454-2131

Porgans  & ASSO&&S (P&A) has once again been retained by Van Valkenburgh  etal to serve IU their consultunts, The
following comments are jn refkrence  to the Board’s solicitation f6r public input on its Yproposed  mendmtnta  to tho
California Forest Practice Rules.” On behalf of our clients, P&A has wnsistmtly  participated in the County’s publio
mcetk@hearing  process pertinent to additional public notification of proposed timber beets, an increased level
of protection for watercourses, a reduFtion  of contzicts  with existing reddetitial  uaeg, and greatsr timbti resourca
wnscrvation  standards. P&A addressed those types of issues in our report (Santa Cruz County,  Final Report,
Preliminary  TimHarvest  Assessment, Cost-Benefits-Impacts,Msrch  1998),  whichweprovided  to theBoard  and
other  County departments,

AfM having had had the opportunity  to review the proposed~amendmentu,  we support them in their entirety,
and P&A will notify the California Board of Forestry of its support, In addition, P&A recently testified  before
the Senate Natural Resources and Wildlife Conrmittec  on several Senate Bills currently going through the legh&tiv~
process. Senate Bill 1856 (Thompson) provides an additional oneplus  million dollars  to fImd new  staffpositions
tir the Ca%xnia Departin&  ofForestry  (CDF), California Department ofFi& and Game (DFG),  and the Regional
Water Quality Control Boards (RWQCBs)  to assist in monitcnktg  and. enforcemost  of timber harvest phcn  activities.
AS P&4 stated  to.&  Committee, we are not opposed to the bill  per say, however, we need additional assurance that
DFG’s and the RWQCB’s  input will carry  the weight of law and tbcrefore  be legally binding. Furthermore,  118 stated
in our Ictttr to the C!onxi&tco  and the bill’s author, P&A believes that a ‘Yhm-strikes”  provision  sb~ukl  be tided
in the legislation. Please refer to the attached letter for detailed infomxttion,

.

In conclwsio%  we believe that it would also behoove the County to consider adding such tl three-strikes  provision
in its propo&d  amendments to the Forest Practice Rules,. P&4 commends the Board snd its staff for their col’lective
commitment to t&e pro active measures to protect the health, &f&y  and well being of the County’s regidunts. If
you have any questions regarding the content.9 of this letter, please notify us at your i+arl.iest  convcnicucx~. T&U& you.

. .

Patrick Porgans  -
PP:sp &1:528myfilea~.co~L+
Enclosure (Original letter will be‘sent  via U.S. mail.)

I
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PA~‘RICKP#?CANS~ASSOC~A~S

Tale: 0316) 972-M&$  fuc 9’124313

April 27,199s

To; Senatcbr  Tom Hayden, Chair, Natural Resources and WIldlife Committee
Senator Mike Thompson (Author SB 1836) Hand Dtlfvtrtd

Fr, Patrick Porgam
f

RE:  SENATE BILL 1856 - COMMENTS AND REauEsT  FOR VTHREE-STRIKES  AMENDMENT

On Wednesday, April 22,199&I had the opportunity to test@ before the Senate Natural Resource8 and Wildlife
Cornmittw. At that meet@,  I k&fly  expressed my views  and c~nccrns  pertinent to the lat~guagc  contained  in SB
1856. As you may red, 1 was not oppoesd  to the hill per say, however, I did address my oonoerf~~  regarding  the
approximate  onylus million  to fiud acic&.ional  &to review  end enfarce  the provisions of the Forest Practice Act
@PA). This letter is to reafkn my position and solicit your support to amend the bW to incorporate a Vhme
strikes” pmviaion.

Albeit, additional Mmembars for the respective agencies involved in the r&xv, inspection and “enfixcement”  of.
timber harvwt plans ‘Gould  possibly” help to alleviate some symptomatic problems associated with timber harvest
violdon~.  Ne~erthelcs~,  it dl not deal with the underlying  flaws  inherent within the law and the confikting  priorities
and @ities ofthe  various r&ory agencies.  In addition, it will  not provide the much  needed baseline ‘~ormatioa
pestin&  to watefgheds,  biota  and or endangered species/habitat. Lastly,  chain timber operators are very cognizant
of the fundamental flaws contained  within  &e ETA, the interagency wnfiicts,  and the lack of commitment  by the local
district attorney’s al&e to enforce the law when it is violated, Unless, the Department of Fish and C3ame’s  and the
Water  Quality Control  Boards’ recommendations are binding and carry@  come  legal weight,  additional expenditures
offtads for staffwill  only amount to more window dress&. The legislature needs to send a strong  message that
it rn- business. ‘3%~ three st&es provisions is impcrativo,  as it will doterrqm&tcd  o5mdars  from violating tic law
and artritrarily  destroying public truet  and adjo+  property owners’ resources, The law should be amended with
the provision clearly &&ing that no repeated offender will be allowed to conduct business in California, either as
individuals or as a corporation, This three strikes provision is “rfgbt4n4ne”  with the Governor’s and Attqney
General’s law and order policy.
unlawfid  business activities.

We must support and promote law abiding busiiesses,  conversely, we need to deter

Rcctntly,  ~RfUNS  &ASSOCIATES (p&A) had the opportunity to &11c!uc4  a study of tin&r  harvest plans and  related
activities fix our client6 in Santa Cruz  County. We eaclose  a copy of that report. The report,  entitled,  Sivaia  Ck
Coun@,  Fbd Report,  J+&nhary  Umber Hanest  Assessment Cost-&ne@.lrn~,  March 1998, provides
insight and an update on timber harvest activities. The report also cr~ntains a two-volume appendioe~  report, which
contains nearly  400 pages of supporting data, In &et, the written testimony that I provided to the committee
members,  present at the hearing, ~88 a synq+s of the klings con&i& in the report, If you read the two-page
synopses  it refix-s  to the rquest for a ‘%ree&nkes”  provision, and provides the reasons for ite necessity. Additional
information  TO support the request is contained within the report. As I also pointed OLI& the public is already  paying
botween  $11 million to $12 million annual fur the. ruview  and inslpectiona  of timber  hmmt  plans, while  those
involved in profiting from timber harvesting, on average, pay only about one-third the co& for the review and
proceasing  of timber harvest  plans. P&A reiterates our position that any additional costs should be borne
by the industry, not the public. fid02iMwWwden

E n c l o s u r e
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CITY OF SANTA  CRUZ 6 2 c~
Water Department
809 Center Street, Room 102
Santa Cruz,  California 95060

ADMINISTRATION 429-3670
CUSTOMER SERVICE 429-3666
WATER CONSERVATION 429-3662
ENGINEERING 429-3676
WATER PRODUCTION 429-3680
WATER DISTRIBUTION 429-3677
WATER QUALI?“Y 429-3679
LOCH LOMOND 335-7424

Donna Bradford
County of Santa Cruz - Planning Department
701 Ocean St. Room 400 f
San+2 cruz, CA 95060

April 30,1998

Dear Donna,

As you well know, sedimentation of surface waters is a serious ongoing threat to salmonid
habitat as well as a hindrance to drinking water production and quality. Increased logging
industry accountability for use of roads and decreased intrusion of the riparian zone will be
positive steps toward resolution of “non-background” sedimentation problems in the watersheds
of the County. In the interest of enhanced protection for beneficial uses of Santa Cruz County’s
water resources, I would like to express my support for the proposed amendments to the
California Forest Practice Rules. Furthermore, I would like to suggest that 14 CCR 1032.7
subsection C be amended to require mailing of the Notice of Intent to all water purveyors
downstream. Historically, Timber Harvest Practices have considered the impacts in the smallest
sub-watersheds, and haven’t adequately included consideration of cumulative impacts on a basin
wide level. For instance, a plan in the Jamison Creek sub-watershed may require a Notice of
Intent mailing to Big Basin Water Company, but not the Santa Cruz Water Department. The
addition of the requirement for notification of all water purveyors downstream within 10 days of
filing the THP will provide water pmeyors  within the boundaries of the larger watersheds, who
may have limited jurisdiction due to political boundaries, the ability to participate more
effectively in the development of THPs which are increasingly sensitive to all beneficial uses of
our water resources.

Thank you for your consideration of our comments. If you have any questions please feel free to
contact me at 429-3679, or citywtqc@cruzio.com,

Christopher Berry,
Watershed Program Coordinator-
City of Santa Cruz Water Department



From: Jeff Almquist
To: Donna Bradford

These are my suggestions, as of now at least. The CRFM folks were going to get me a proposal
on using a lower level of cut in buffer and some other, undefined, area. As I have not heard
from them, I have included a proposat  to address this that modifies the buffer provision and your
version of 926.25.

In reviewing your proposal, I found that you had incorporated most of the changes that we
originally discussed. I think you have done a thorough and thoughtful job on this endeavor.
Thanks.

SANTA CRUZ COUNTY

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE CALIFORNIA FOREST PRACTICE RULES

Proposed text is underlined. Deletions from existing text are shown with strikeout. All other text
is existing rule language.

1. Amend 926.2 Field Review and Timber Operator Certification [Santa Cruz County]

Subsequent to plan approval, but prior to commencement of timber operations, the RPF
responsible for preparing the plan, the RPF who will advise the timber operator during timber
operations (if different), and the timber operator shall meet in the field to review the specifics of
the plan. The Director may attend and participate in such meeting, and shall be given advance
notice of the meeting by the plan submitter. After such meetino and prior to commencement of
timber operations, or upon the filina of any subseauent amendment to the plan, the licensed
timber operator shall execute and file with the Department a written certification that such timber
operator or a supervised desionee familiar with on-site conditions activelv participated in the field
review, is familiar with all state and local rules aoplicable to the proposed timber operation
includino without limitation the reouirements of Section 1035.2 and 1035.3, understands the olan
or such amendment and each of the conditions that have been placed upon the plan or such
amendment bv the Department as part of the review process. and is familiar with and
acknowledaes the responsiblitv to communicate this information to those persons hired to carr\(
out the proposed timber operation under his direction.

2. Amend 926.3 (a),(b) and (c) Plan Submittal and Notice of Intent [Santa Cruz County]

14 CCR 1032.7, subsections (c),(e),(f) & (g)w shall not apply in Santa Cruz
County. In lieu of those subsections the following.shall  apply:

(a ) The plan submitter shall prepare and submit to the Director, with the plan, a
Notice of Intent to Harvest Timber as described in 14 CCR 1032.7(d) includinq
the followina:

0 In the event loo haulina is proposed over non-appurtenant private roads,
the Notice of Intent will also include the followina:

fo Disclosure of available documentation reqardina the rioht to
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access or use orivate road(s).

m A statement as to the estimated number of total loaaina truck loads
to be removed and the aooroximate duration, number of loads oer
dav and time of dailv trios.

@J A statement as to how oblioations to maintain the road shall be
satisfied commensurate with use.

(iv) Soecific  reviewable measures which orovide for the safe use of the
road.

fa The location and extent of flaaaino of propertv  line boundaries and
residential buffer areas.

0 In the event helicooter vardina is oroposed  the Notice of Intent will include
a map of the planned fliaht oath and aooroximate duration and number of
fliahts per dav. ,I

(4 The plan submitter shall furnish to the Department at the time of submission of
the plan, the names and addresses of all property owners within 300 ft. of the
exterior boundaries of assessor’s parcels upon which a plan has been submitted,
the names and addresses of property owners with property fronting or bordering
that portion of the haul route lying between the plan area and the nearest public
road. .’ and the addresses of all aoolicable private road associations on record
with the Countv. The list shall be compiled from the latest equalized assessment
roll of the county or a list provided by a title insurance company.

.

.

(cl The plan submitter shall mail copies of the Notice of Intent to all property owners
and all apolicable private road associations identified pursuant to (b) at least IO
davs prior to plan submission and at this time shall oost a COW of the Notice of
Intent includina a mao as described in 14 CCR 1032.7 (d)(8) at a conspicuous
location at an intersection of the orivate road where a maioritv of the road
association members can view the notice. Said Notice of Intent shall be on
colored oaoer or identified with colored flaooina so as to be easilv visible to the
public. The plan submitter shall further mail the Notice of Intent to:

(1) All members of the Board of Supervisors in whose district any timber
operation is proposed;

(2)

(3)

The local school district;

The publicly-owned water district which maintains any water production or
water storage facility in the watershed within which any timber operation is
proposed. At the time of plan submission, the plan submitter shall certify
in writing that this procedure has been followed.

1
JO ’

0 The plan submitter shall include with the mailed Notice of Intent sent to the
persons identified above, other than members of the Board of Suoervisors.  tocal
school district or oubliclv-owned water district. any printed aeneral informational
material as may from time to time be iointlv aooroved bv the Counts of Santa Cruz
and the Department, describina  the review orocess and the riahts of adiacent
landowners and other neiahbors under aoolicable rules, ordinances or statutes.



(e) The plan submitter shall have the Notice of Intent published in a newspaper of
general circulation in the area, concurrently with the submission of the plan to the
Director. Proof of publication of notice shall be provided to the Director prior to
his/her determination made pursuant to 14 CCR 1037.6.

For plan amendments, the submitter of the amendment shall certify in writing at
the time the amendment is submitted that copies of a new Notice of Intent have
been mailed to:

(1) All property owners not previously noticed under sub-section (b) who, ’
because of the.plan amendment, would be required to receive the notice
provided in subsection (b).

(2) All property owners previously noticed under subsection (b) when there is
a change in silvicultural method.

(9) The RPF shall simultaneously file with the Department any notice of deviation
given to the plan submitter or landowner required under Public Resources Code
section 4583.2.

3. 926.7 Review Team Field Review [Santa Cruz County]

Any review team member may, on request, accompany the Department as an advisor to the
Department, on any field review. the Department conducts prior to approval of the plan. The
review period shall be extended from 45 davs to 60 davs when multi-owner private roads are to
be used for haulina. When a proposed timber harvest area is adiacent to a residential
neiohborhood or multi-owner private roads are to be used for haulina, the residents of the
adiacent  neiohborhood or the owners of the multi-owner roads mav desianate one oerson as
their representative to attend review meetinas and any pre-harvest inspection that is scheduled.
Such person shall be entitled to notice of the time and place of review team meetinqs and any
preharvest inspection, may make inauiries of the review team members. but shall not be a
member of the review team.

4. 926.9 Hours of Work [Santa Cruz County]

The operation of chain saws and other power-driven saw equipment shall be restricted to the
hours between 7:00 a.m. and Mm p.m., and shall be prohibited on Saturdays, Sundays,
and nationally designated legal holidays. The operation of chain saws and all other power
equipment, except licensed highway vehicles, within 300 ft. of an occupied dwelling shall be
restricted to the hours between 6%-m a.m. and %B-&QQ  p.m., and shall be prohibited on
Saturdays, Sundays and nationally designated legal holidays. When it is anticipated that there
will be stamina  of licensed vehicles outside the plan submitter’s propertv before the hours of 6:00
a.m., the RPF shall provide an ooeratina plan which reduces noise impacts to nearbv
residences.

The Director mav arant an exception to allow operations between 7:OO a.m. and 7:00 p.m. within
300 feet of residences if a determination of “no disturbance” can be made based uoon  the

’ occupant(s) response to a written reauest submitted bv the RPF. ARAnv  other exceptions to
this rule may be granted by the Director where he/she has found that no disturbance will result to
the occupants of the dwelling from the use of such equipment.
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5. 926.10 Log Hauling [Santa Cruz County]

(4

03

(4

Log hauling on public roads, or private roads subiect to travel bv persons other
than the plan submitter who have not consented in writina to such use. is not
permitted on Saturdays, Sundays, or on those days which are nationally
designated holidays.

Log hauling on public roads. or private roads subiect to travel bv persons other
than the plan submitter who have not consented in writina to such use, may be
restricted or not permitted by the Director during commute hours or during school
busing hours when necessary to prevent a serious hazard to traffic flow and
safety or to prevent hazardous conditions that would endanger public safety.

During log hauling on public roads, or on private roads subiect to travel bv
persons other than the plan submitter who have not consented in writina to such
use, the timber operator may be required by the Director to post special traffic
signs and/or flagpersons where determined to be necessary to prevent a hazard
to traffic.

6. 926.11 Flagging of Property Lines and Residential  Buffer Zone [Santa Cruz County]

submission to the Department. flaa approximate property lines of the timberland owner’s parcel
on the site where any truck road, tractor road or harvest area is proposed within 100 ft. of a
property line, as well as the aooroximate boundaries of all residential buffer zones required by
elan.the

7. 926.13 Performance Bonding [Santa Cruz County]

When hauling logs pursuant to a THP, the LTO shall provide for the repair of any damage to a
county or orivate road that is m caused by the LTO’s log hauling operations, and
shall provide for the repair of any damage caused by the LTO’s log hauling operations to
appurtenant structures, including, but not limited to, guard rails, signs, traffic signals, culverts, curbs
and similar facilities. If necessary to ensure compliance with this section, the county or aoolicable
private road associations may request, and the Department, upon such request, may require the
timber operator or responsible party to post adequate financial security to restore paved or unpaved
county or private roads and appurtenant structures which are damaged by log hauling operations.
The request for posting of financial security shall be made to the Department during the THP review
procedure and no .later than five days before the Director’s decision date. The followina standards
aoolv:

ia For Countv  roads, The timber operator or responsible party shall post a certificate of deposit,
certificate of insurance or performance bond, or other financial security in favor of the
Department in a reasonable amount set by the Director, not to exceed $5,000 per mile of
county road used or $50,000, whichever is less and subject to provisions of Division 3, Part
I, Chapter 1, Article 8, Sec. 11110 through 11113 of the Gov. C. Such cash deposit or other
acceptable financial security shall cover a period not to exceed the effective period of the
plan.
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When a form of financial security is required, logging trucks shall not use the county roads
until the required security is posted with the Department. The Director shall release the bond
or equivalent to the principal of the security upon completion of log hauling operations and
compliance with the requirements of this section. If and when repairs are necessary, the
Director shall request the operator to provide for making the repairs. If the repairs are not
made the Department may take corrective action and may order the bond, or equivalent,
forfeited in an amount not to exceed actual damage. When a bond or equivalent has been
posted, the Department shall provide the county with a copy of the Work Completion Report
The county shall advise the Department in writing within 30 days of its receipt of notification
of completion of hauling operations or the Work Completion Report if damage has occurred
repairs need to be made. If the county fails to notify the Director within 30 days, the bond
of surety shall be released.

0 For private roads. the timber ooerator or responsible partv shall either obtain a written
aqreement ‘orovidina  for road repair obliaations between timber harvester and other
landowners with interest in road, addressina the issue of securitv  for repair costs. or post a
bond. certificate of deoosit or other form of collateral to secure pavment of cost of road
reoairs to private road caused bv harvest ooerations in the amount as calculated usina the
followina schedule:

iii $300.00 for every  300 feet of dirt road to be used.
m $500.00 for everv 300 feet of aravel  rock road to be used.

.(iii) $800.00 for every 300 feet of oil and screen road to be used.
(iv) $1 .OOO.OO for everv  300 feet of oaved road to be used.

8. 926.15 Road Construction and Maintenance [Santa Cruz County]

In addition to Article 12 (14 CCR Sections 923 throuah 923.81, the followina shall aoolv  in Santa
Cruz Countv:

(a) New looaina roads shall be subiect to the followina limitations:

0 New road construction shall be prohibited where anv of the followina conditions are
present:

fo Slopes steerer than 65%.
m Slooes steerer than 50% where the erosion hazard ratina is hiah or extreme.
(iiil, Slopes over 50% which lead to a watercourse or lake, without flattenina to

sufficientlv dissioate water flow and trap sediment.

0 Anv exceptions to subsection (1) qranted bv the Director will reauire abandonment
of the road immediatelv followina cessation of active loaaina operations.
Abandonment to include recontourina to the slope that existed prior to construction
and re-establishment of all drainaae to ore-existina conditions or providina for sheet
dispersal  of water flow so that it is hvdroloaicallv invisible.

0 Whenever new road construction is proposed and the plan submitter owns or
controls any property contiguous to the parcel or parcels on which timber operations
are proposed, and such contiguous property contains timberland, the RPF shall
include a map and explanation of how the new road is integrated into the existing or
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proposed truck road and associated transportation system for all the contiguous
property owned or controlled by the plan submitter on which timberland is found.
Such proposed integrated truck road and associated transportation system shall be
reviewed in connection with review of the proposed plan, and the plan shall be
modified, if necessary, to assure that the approved plan will be compatible and
consistent with timber operations on the contiguous property.

0’ Anv new permanent loaaina roads or bridaes that will be used to serve other
purposes in addition to timber harvestina  shall be subiect  to all Countv road
standards and aoolicable policies. includina the reauirement for a Countv aradinq
permit.

0 All new and existina permanent loaaina roads used vear round shall be treated to or-event
excessive loss of road surface materials bv the use of non-erodible surfacina  materials

r’meetinq  the followina minimum standards:

0 Slooes  between 0% and 10% reauire a aravel surface to a depth of 6 inches, and
renewed treatment uoon resurfacina of bare soil.

0 Slopes between 10% and 15% require a 5-inch  laver of baserock  and oil and screen.

0 Slopes areater than 15% require a 5-inch laver of Class II baserock with a l-1/2
inches of asohaltic concrete overlay.

i!a All new and existino seasonal roads shall be maintained throuahout their use and
require an approved erosion and drainaae plan and vearlv inspections between
harvest plans bv a Certified Professional in Erosion and Sediment Control or licensed
soils enaineer or shall be abandoned in compliance with 14 CCR 923.8.

0 All new tractor roads shall be abandoned immediatelv followinq cessation of active loaqinq
ooerations.

9. 926.16 Flagging [Santa Cruz County]

The location of proposed truck roads, constructed tractor roads, landings, and watercourse
crossings, riparian corridor exclusion areas and any orooosed chanaes  to waterbreaks or waterbars
which are within the WLPZ, and on maooed unstable areas or on slopes over 65% reqardless of
erosion hazard ratina, shall be designated on the plan map and shall be located in the field with
flagging. Such flagging shall occur prior to the preharvest inspection if one is to be conducted.
Flagging for truck roads and constructed tractor roads will be intervisible along the proposed
alignments.

IO. 926.17 Abandonment of Roads and Landings [Santa Cruz County]

When an existing truck road, tractor road, or landing is located in an area in which it could not be
newly constructed in conformance with these rules, then, -such road or landing shall

. be abandoned, stabilized, recontoured, revegetated, and restricted from vehicular use,,-

10
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11. 926.19 Erosion Control Maintenance [Santa Cruz County]

The plan submitter shall maintain all drainage structures and drainage facilities and aatina or other
road closure facilities required by these rules in effective working condition throughout the required
one-winter periods after completion of timber operations unless other stricter measures are required
under the FPA. All trails. landinas and work areas shall be reseeded. mulched or protected by
comqactinq woodv debris from harvest operation. The Director mav require further measures to
prevent unnecessarv  damaqe to road surfaces from unauthorized use and to orotect the aualitv  and
beneficial uses of water. The timberland owner shall have the ootion to desianate what measures
are to be emploved  to achieve the level of protection desired bv the Director. A work completion
report may not be filed until this requirement has been met. The Director mav require the timberland
owner to maintain erosion control facilities throuahout  the elan area UP to the time of the landowners
re-entrv  of the unit or sale of the orooertv when there is evidence of the lack of maintenance in the
past. The Countv representative responsible for review of timber harvests mav attend the work.
completion inspection with the Deoat-tment  to review erosion control measures.

12.926.22 Treatment of Logging Slash [Santa Cruz County]

In addition to reauirements of 14 CCR 917.4 limb stubs on tree too slash shall be lopped to 8 in.
120.3 cm) or less from the bole of the tree.

13. 926.23 Contents of Plan [Santa Cruz County]

In addition to 14 CCR 1034 the followina shall applv in Santa Cruz Countv:

Ia When loo haulina is oroposed over non-appurtenant private roads. the RPF shall orovide:

L!l Information substantiatina the timber owner’s leaal riaht to access or use said private
road(s).

0 A statement as to the estimated number of total loaainq truck loads to be removed
and the aooroximate number of loads per dav and timina of dailv trios.

0 A statement as to how obliqations ‘to maintain the road shall be satisfied
commensurate with use.

0 Specific reviewable measures which orovide for the safe use of the road.

0 Videotaoe. ohotoaraoh  or other means of documentation for notina the existinq
conditions of the road.

0 The RPF shall disclose the basis for the location of orooertv boundaries.

14. 926.24 Residential Buffer Zone [Santa Cruz County]

Harvestino or other timber ooeration within 300 feet of any leaal structure used for residential
purposes on parcels  not zoned TPZ shall conform to the soecial  stockina and ooerational rules set
forth in 926.25 (d) unless the orooertv owner protected bv the buffer consents in writina to a more

10 i
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intense cut, uo to the level oermitted bv 926.25 (a) throuah (~1. For timber operations within 300 feet
of a residential dwellina, all slash shall be loooed to 30.5 cm (12 in.)or less or removed, within 10
workina davs  of loa removal ooerations. .

15. 926.25 Special Harvesting Methods [Santa Cruz County]

14 CCR 913.8 subsections (a). except for the basal area and countable tree stockina standards
shall not aoolv  in Santa Cruz Countv, instead the followina shall aoolv:

(a) Subject to the specific restrictions in suboaraaraoh  Id) below, leave uncut a well-distributed
timber stand after timber ooerations have been completed on the loaqina area that is
determined bv usina the followina criteria based on the site classification as defined bv PRC
4528(d). The re-entry oeriod shall be based on the proposed level of harvest.I

iu Site I Lands - Allowed harvest of 40% of trees 61 .O cm (24 in.) and more d.b.h. in any
10 vear period or 50% of trees over 61 .O cm (24 in.)and  more d.b.h. in any 14 vear
period.

121 Site II Lands - Allowed harvest of 40% of trees 55.9 cm (22 in.) and more d.b.h. in
.anv 10 vear period or 50% of trees over 55.9 cm (22 in.) and more d.b.h. in anv 14
‘year period.

0 Site III Lands - Allowed harvest of 40% of trees over 50.8 cm (20 in.) and more d.b.h.
in any 10 Year  period or 50% of trees over 50.8 cm (20 in.) and more d.b.h. in anv 14
year Deriod.

(41 Site IV and V Lands - Allowed harvest of 40% of trees over 38.1 cm (15 in.) and
more d.b.h. in anv 14 year oeriod.

0 Leave trees shall be thriftv  coniferous trees which were dominant and codominant in crown
class prior to timber harvestina or which have crowns tvoical of such dominant and
codominant trees. Thev shall be free from sianificant damaae caused bv the timber
operations. No conifer shall be cut which is more than 22.9 m (75 ft.) from a leave tree of
eaual size class. Averaae too stumo diameter, outside bark, shall be considered 2.5 cm (1
in.) greater than d.b.h.  No area mav be cut in excess of the leave tree standards Of this rule.
The equal size class ranae is defined as follows:

0 Over 38.1 cm (15 in.) to 45.7 cm /I8 in.) d.b.h.

0 Over 45.7 cm (18 in.) to 61.0 cm (24 in.) d.b.h.

(3) Over 61 .O cm (24 in.) to 81.3 cm (32 in.) d.b.h.

0 Over 81.3 cm (32 in.) to 91.4 cm 136 in.) d.b.h.

ia Anv tree over 91.4 cm (36 in.) d.b.h.

‘f.d An alternative method may be aooroved onlv if a RPF submits a stratified random sample,
of at least 5% of the propertv  or harvest area, with statisticallv  valid arowth data that supports
a cuttinq  percentaqe and cuttinq  cvcle that will achieve the same vield of timber on each
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successive harvest in perpetuity. In no event shall the cuttinq  cvcle  exceed 20 vears. The
landowner must submit to the Director. a Nonindustrial Timber Manaaement Plan (NTMP)
or a Sustained Yield Plan (SYPJ as provided in Article 6.5 and 6.75. Subchapter 7. Before
commencement of harvestino.operations  the propertv owner shall record at the Countv a
Declaration of Restriction which cites the approved cuttina  percentaaes  and cuttino  cycle as
stated in the NTMP or SYP.

(a) On all lands proposed for timber harvest where harvestina is permitted under Santa Cruz
Countv  zoninq ordinances other than timber production zones which contain a Class 1 or 2
watercourse. or on lands which constitute a residential buffer zone under 926.24, leave
uncut a well-distributed timber stand after timber operations have been completed on the

loqqinq area that is determined bv usino the followinq  criteria based on the site classification
as defined bv PRC 4528/d).  The re-entrv period shall be based on the proposed level of
harvest.

Site I Lands - Allowed harvest of 20% of trees 61 .O cm (24 in.) and more d.b.h. in anv
10 vear period or 30% of trees over 61 .O cm (24 in.)and  more d.b.h. in any 14 vear
period.

Site II Lands - Allowed harvest of 20% of trees 55.9 cm (22 in.) and more d.b.h. in
anv 10 year period or 30% of trees over 55.9 cm (22 in.) and more d.b.h. in anv 14
vear period.

Site III Lands - Allowed harvest of 20% of trees over 50.8 cm (20 in.) and more d.b.h.
in anv IO vear period or 30% of trees over 50.8 cm (20 in.) and more d.b.h. in anv 14
year period.

Site IV and V Lands - Allowed harvest of 20% of trees over 38.1 cm (15 in.) and
more d.b.h. in anv 14 vear Period.

16. 926.26 Water Course and Lake Protection [Santa Cruz County]

In addition to the reouirement of Article 6 (14 CCR Sections 916 to 916.10 the followina shall apply
in Santa Cruz Countv:

(a)

/b)

*fd

No timber harvestina operations are allowed within riuarian corridors. The width of this no
cut. no entrv zone is defined as follows:

IL1 At least 15.2 m (50 feet) from Class I and II watercourses.

La At least 9.1 m (10 feet) from Class III watercourses.

Those trees not allowed to be cut in the riparian corridor can be traded for eaual volume
outside of the WLPZ to a maximum of 60% or those trees in the same size class ranae as
defined in 14 CCR 926.25 (b) as present prior to commencement of current timber
operations.

The width of the riparian corridor shall be measured alona the around from the top edge of
the watercourse bank.



(d) Exceptions are allowed for temuorarv stream crossinas  (fords. bridaes. culverts. etc.) if no
other alternative exists as explained and iustified in the THP and approved by the Director.

. 17. 926.27 Non-native Plants [Santa Cruz County]

The prescribed maintenance period for the eradication of French broom or other -invasive, non-
native plants alonq the harvest roads and landinas shall be at least two years after completion of
the harvest.

.

18.926.28 Helicopter Operations [Santa Cruz County]

Helicopter service and loq landina zones must be sited within the THP boundaries. No helicopter
fliqht  may occur within 1000 feet of an inhabited residence, provided that the Director may reduce
this requirement to 500 feet with the written concurrence of the residential inhabitant. Helicopter
operations within 2000 feet of an inhabited residence are restricted to the hours between 8:00 a.m.
and 6:00 p.m. and shall be prohibited on Saturdays, Sundays and nationally desiqnated leqal
holidays. The Director may qrant an exception if a determination of “no disturbance” can be made.

-, ..’ ; .(
‘I-... ..-.__--
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SANTA CRUZ COUNTY. -* -

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO’THE CALIFORNIA FOREST PRACTICE RULES

Proposed text is underlined. Deletions from existing text are shown with strikeout. All other text
is existing rule language.

submitter. :.After  such meetinc!  and prior to commencement of--..<y\- 1.m..  \
na of an subse .iiiitnt  ‘Cie’ndmerit  10 the Ian’-the licensedik.tit;thg. Dgqgnieil ‘.&writteii’  ~?grtific;tior; th&t  kiich y&g.;

t itions g&..lv uarticinated  in the field
leto the~tirijdosed  tkiibei operation

%cf%6%ithoutliiiiiiatio~n‘the  reouirements  bf Secticn‘lO35.2 and 1035.3,’ understands the~r%n
or Such atieridm&it  ‘and e&h bf the tionditidns  thitii‘htii;;ii!  b&n placed won the plan oi such
amendment bv the Debartment as’oart of the review”broces’s:and  is familiar with’and
acknowledaes  the resuonsiblitv  to communicate this information to those persons hired to caini
out the proposed timber operation under his direction.

Amend 926.3 (a),(b) and (c) Plan Submittal and Notice of Intent [Santa Cruz County]

14 CCR 1032.7, subsections (c),(e),(f) and (g)w shall not apply in Santa Cruz
County. In lieu of those subsections the following shall apply:

(a) The plan submitter shall prepare and submit to the Director, with the plan, a
Notice of Intent to Harvest Timber as described in 14 CCR 1032.7(d) includinq
the following

L12. In the event loa haulina is urooosed  over non-appurtenant private roads,
the Notice of Intent will also include the followina:

u Disclosure of available documentation reoardino  the riaht to
access or use private road(s).

giJ A statement as to the estimated number of total loaaina truck loads
to be removed and the approximate duration, number of loads per
dav and time of dailv trips.

liii) A statement as to how obliaations to maintain the road shall be
satisfied commensurate with use.

(ivl Specific reviewable measures which torovide for the safe use of the
road.
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fa The location and extent of flaaaina of urouertv  line boundaries and
residential buffer areas.

fa In the event helicopter vardina is proposed the Notice of Intent will include
a map of the planned fliaht path and approximate duration and number of
fliahts per dav.

W The plan submitter shall furnish to the Department at the time of submission of
the plan, the names and addresses of all property owners within 300 ft. of the
exterior boundaries of assessor’s parcels upon which a plan has been submitted,
and-the names and addresses of property owners with property fronting or
bordering that portion of the haul route lying between the plan area and the
nearest public road., and the addresses of all auulicable private road
associations on record with the Countv. The list shall be compiled from the latest
equalized assessment roll of the county or a list provided by a title insurance
company.

(cl The plan submitter shall mail copies of the Notice of Intent to all property owners
and all applicable private road associations identified pursuant to (b) at least 10
davs prior to plan submission and at this time shall post  a CODY of the Notice of
Intent includina a mau as described in 14 CCR 1032.7 fdH8) at a conspicuous
location at an intersection of the private road where a maioritv of the road
association members can view the notice. Said Notice of Intent shall be on
colored paper or identified with colored flaaaina so as to be easily visible to the
public. The plan submitter shall further mail the Notice of Intent to:

(1) All members of the Board of Supervisors in whose district any timber
operation is proposed;

(2) The local school district;

(3) The publicly-owned water district which maintains any water production or
water storage facility in the watershed within which any timber operation is
proposed. At the time of.pian  submission, the plan submitter shall certify
in writing that this procedure has been followed.

-k!J The plan submitter shall C. .< i n c l u d e  w i t h  t h e
mailed Notice of Intent sent to the persons identified above, other than
members of the Board of Suuervisors. local school district or uubliclv-
owned water district. any printed aeneral informational material as mav
from time to time be iointlv approved  bv the Countv of Santa Cruz and the
Department. describino the review process and the riahts of adjacent
landowners and other neiahbors under auulicable rules, ordinances or
statutes.

ie>
I’

The plan submitter shall have$$ fiotjce.of ~!ht~~~.p~~ii~~ed’in’a  r$ei@$ap&%f
general circulation in, the area, concurrently with the submission of tti~e planto the
Director. Proof of publication’of n6ticeshall beprovided to the Director priorto
his/her determination .made:pur&ant  to j 4 CCR, j,O37.,8.
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All property owners previously noticed under subsection (b) when there is
a change in silvicultural method.

3. 926.7 Review Team Field Review [Santa Cruz County]

Any review team member may, on request, accompany the Department as an advisor to the
Department, on any field review the Department conducts prior to approval of the plan. The
review oeriod shall be extended from 45 davs to 60 davs when multi-owner private roads are to
be used for haulina. .I

3; -w~~ii  pi.. :. - . _.Ix r^..,r-ih-,r---  _ (‘;-.‘.‘IIr.  Ced timb;ei.~a~e~~~~~~~~~~c~~~~a~~~~~~~~i~i‘~~~.~”hborhood  or multil

owner orivate roads are to be used for haulindi  ttie residents of the.adiacent  neiahborhood or
the owners of the multi-owner roads mav desionate  one’uerson  as their representative to attend
review meetinos and any ore-harvest insoection that is scheduled. Such person shall be entitled
to notice of the time and olade of review team meetinbs*and anv bre-hatiest inspection, may
make inauiries of the review team members~  but shall not be’a’membei  of the ‘review team.

4.926.9 Hours of Work [Santa Cruz County]

The ,operation  of chain saws and other power-driven saw equipment shall be restricted to the
hours between 7:00 a.m. and 9%0-m p.m., and shall be prohibited on Saturdays, Sundays,
and nationally designated legal holidays. The operation of chain saws and all other power.
equipment, except licensed highway vehicles, within 300 ft. of an occupied dwelling shall be
restricted to the hours between &6t+j31JQ a.m. and 953f3&@ p.m., and shall be prohibited on
Saturdays, Sundays and nationally designated legal holidays. When it is anticioated  that there
will be staainq of licensed vehicles outside the elan submitter’s propertv before the hours of 6:00
a.m., the RPF shall provide an ooeratina elan which reduces noise imoacts to nearby
residences.

The Director mav orant  an exceotion  to allow ooerations between 7:OO a.m. and 7:OO om. within
300 feet of residences if a determination of “no disturbance” can be made based uoon the
occuoant(s)  response to a written reauest submitted bv the RPF. ,ArtAnv  other exceptions to
this rule may be granted by the Director where he/she has found that no disturbance will result to

I the occupants of the dwelling from the use of such equipment.-
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Log hgulmg  on public  roads, or orivate ~~~~ds‘~~i~~~f~~~~~~l  b~$%s%s
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than the blan submitter who have not consented in writinq to such use, may be
restricted or not permitted by the Director during’commute  hours or during school
busing hours when necessary to prevent a serjous hazard to traffic flow and
safety or-to prevent.hazardous  conditions that would  endanger public safety.

03
Duiing .ldg ti..-[ing’oii‘-?.blic  ‘roads” OF .$,. ri/iie‘roads suKgct  to tiavel

.,
b

V
person’s other than the plan submitter who have not consented in writina to such
use, the timber operator may be required by the Director to post special traffic
signs and/orflagpersons  where determined to be necessary to prevent a hazard
to traffic.

6. 926.11 Flagging of qidperty Lines and R&id&ii& Buffer  Zone [Santa Cruz’County]

timberland otiner’s parcel
on the site irvhere  any truck road, tractor road or harvest area, is proposed within 1 OO,,ft.  .of a
property line, as well as thli! aonroitimate boundaries of ‘all~residential  buffer zonei’reauired b$
the plan._b:

7. -926:i$: FJ$ti~~;‘~&jkt$  Bobdjh‘g  [Santa Cruz County]

c&hen’hhauli,ng logs’pursuant to a. .
THP, c* .*the LTO shall provide for the repair.of any damage.to  a
county or private road that is.- caused by the WLPZ,  w

7’0 -
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If necessary to ensure compliance with this section, the county or aoDliCable private road
associations may request, and the Department, upon such request, may require the timber operator
or responsible party to post adequate financial security to restore paved or unpaved county z
private roads and appurtenant structures which are damaged by log hauling operations. The
request for posting of financial security shall be made to the Department during the THP review
procedure and no later than five days before the Director’s decision date. The followinq standards
apolv:

ia For Countv roads, The timber operator or responsible party shall post a certificate of deposit,
certificate of insurance or performance bond, or other financial security in favor ,of the
Department in a reasonable amount set by the Director, not to exceed $5,000 per mile of
county road used or $50,000, whichever is less and subject to provisions of Division 3, Part
I, Chapter 1, Article 8, Sec. 11110 through 11 I 13 of the Gov. C. Such cash deposit or other
acceptable financial security shall cover a period not to exceed the effective period of the
plan.

When a form of financial security is required, logging trucks shall not use the county roads
until the required security is posted with the Department. The Director shall release the bond
or equivalent to the principal of the security upon completion of log hauling operations and
compliance with the requirements of this section. If and when repairs are necessary, the
Director shall request the operator to provide for making the repairs. If the repairs are not
made the Department may take corrective action and may order the bond, or equivalent,
forfeited in an amount not to exceed actual damage. When a bond or equivalent has been
posted, the Department shall provide the county with a copy of the Work Completion Report.
The county shall advise the Department in writing within 30 days of its receipt of notification
of completion of hauling operations or the Work Completion Report if damage has occurred
repairs need to be made. If the county fails to notify the Director within 30 days, the bond
of surety shall be released.

0 For orivate roads, the timber ooerator or resoonsible oartv shall either obtain a written
aareement orovidina for road repair obliaations between timber harvester and other
landowners with interest in road, addressina the issue of securitv for repair costs, or oost a
bond, certificate of deoosit  or other form of collateral to secure pavment of cost of road
reoairs  to orivate road caused bv harvest ooerations in the amount as calculated usina the
followina schedule:

@ $300.00 for everv 300 feet of dirt road to be used.
u $500.00 for everv 300 feet of aravel rock road to be used.
(iii’) $800.00 for ever-v  300 feet of oil and screen road to be used.
QVJ $1 .OOO.OO for everv 300 feet of paved road to be used.

-8.926.15  Road Construction and Maintenance [Santa Cruz County]

’ In addition to Article 12 (14 CCR Sections 923 throuqh  923.81, the followina shall apolv in Santa
Cruz County:

10
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ATTACHMENT&$

New loqqinq roads shall be subiect to the followinq limitations:

0

fa

0

/4)

New road construction shall be orohibited where anv of the followinq conditions are
present:

fd Slooes steeoer than 65%.
m Slopes steerer than 50% where the erosion hazard ratinq is hiqh or extreme.
(iii). Slopes over 50% which lead to a watercourse or lake, without flatteninq to

sufficientlv dissioate water flow and trao sediment.

Anv exceotions  to subsection (1) qranted bv the Director will require abandonment
of the road immediatelv followinq cessation of active loqqinq operations.
Abandonment to include recontourinq to the slope that existed prior to construction
and re-establishment of all drainaqe to ore-existinq conditions or providinq for sheet
disoersal of water flow so that it is hvdroloqicallv invisible.

Whenever new road construction is proposed and the plan submitter owns or
controls any property contiguous to the parcel or parcels on which timber operations
are proposed, and such contiguous property contains timberland, the RPF shall
include a map and explanation of how the new road is integrated into the existing or
proposed truck road and associated transportation system for all the contiguous
property owned or controlled by the plan submitter on which timberland is found.
Such proposed integrated truck road and associated transportation system shall be
reviewed in connection with review of the proposed plan, and the plan shall be
modified, if necessary, to assure that the approved plan will be compatible and
consistent with timber operations on the contiguous property.

Anv new permanent looqinq roads ‘or bridqes that will be used to serve other
purposes in addition to timber harvestinq shall be subiect to all Countv road
standards and apolicable  oolicies. includina  the requirement for a Countv qradinq
permit.

All new and existinq permanent loqqinq roads used vear round shall be treated to orevent
excessive loss of road surface materials bv the use of non-erodible surfacinq materials
meetinq the followinq minimum standards:

0 Slooes between 0% and 10% require a qravel surface to a death of 6 inches. and
renewed treatment upon resurfacinq of bare soil.

f2l Slooes between 10% and 15% require a 5-inch laver of baserock  and oil and screen.

0 Slopes  qreater than 15% require a 5-inch laver of Class II baserock  with a i-1/2
inches of asohaltic concrete overlav.

All new and existina seasonal roads shall be maintained throuahout their use and
require an approved erosion and drainaae plan and vearlv inspections between
harvest plans bv a Certified Professional in Erosion and Sediment Control or licensed
soils enqineer or shall be abandoned in compliance with 14 CCR 923.8.

All new tractor roads shall be abandoned immediatelv followinq cessation of active loqqinq
ooerations.
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bhicti-are  within the WLPZ, and on maDped  tinstable a’reas‘t%  on slodes  over 65% reaardless of
erosion hazard ratina;  shall..be.-designated pry _tl~_e.:.pl&  -~@‘arid._shalj.  be,.lokated in the.fi,eld.wijh
flaggirjg. Such flagging shall occur prior to the preharvest inspection if one is to be conducted.
Flagging for truck roads and constructed tractor roads will be intervisible along the proposed
alignments.

8?j@i  926.17 Abandonment of Roads and Landings [Santa Cruz County]

When an existing truck road, tractor road, or landing is located in an area in which it could not be
newly constructed in conformance with these rules, then, -such road or landing shall
be abandoned, stabilized, recontoured. revegetated, and restricted from vehicular usez,unlesH+

%-Ii. 926.19 Erosion Control Maintenance [Santa Cruz County]

The plan submitter shall maintain all drainage structures and drainage facilities and aatina or other
road closure facilities required by these rules in effective working condition throughout the reauired
-winter periods after completion of timber operations unless other stricter measures are reauired
under the FPA. All trails. landinas and work areas shall be reseeded, mulched or protected bv
compactina woodv debris from harvest operation. The Director mav reauire further measures to
prevent unnecessaw  damaae to road surfaces from unauthorized use and to protect the aualitv and
beneficial uses of water. The timberland owner shall have the option to desianate what measures
are to be employed to achieve the level of orotection desired bv the Director. A work completion
report may not be filed until this requirement has been met. The Director mav require the timberland
owner to maintain erosion control facilities throuahout the plan area UP to the time of the landowners
reentry of the unit or sale of the orooertv  when there is evidence of the lack of maintenance in the
past. The Countv  representative resoonsible for review of timber harvests mav attend the work
completion  inspection with the Deoartment to review erosion control measures.

W12.  926.22 Treatment of Logging Slash [Santa Cruz County]

In addition to reauirements of 14 CCR 917.4 limb stubs on tree too slash shall be lopped to 8 in.
. 120.3 cm) or less from the bole of the tree.

4-443. 926.23 Contents of Plan [Santa Cruz County]



ATTACHMENT ?

In addition to 14 CCR 1034 the followina shall aoclv  in Santa Cruz Countv:

(a) When loa haulina is orooosed over non-aoounenant private roads, the RPF shall orovide:

Information substantiatina the timber owner’s leaal  riaht to access or use said orivate
road(s).

Ia A statement as to the estimated number of total loaaina truck loads to be removed
and the aooroximate number of loads per dav and timina of dailv trios.

0 A statement as to how obliaations to maintain the road shall be satisfied
commensurate with use.

M Soecific reviewable measures which orovide for the safe use of the road.
i

0 Videotape. ohotoaraoh or other means of documentation for notina the existing
conditions of the road.

3.u The RPF shall disclose the basis for the location of orooertv  boundaries:

.
$2ih.  926.24 Residential Buffer Zone [Santa Cruz County]

.
Harvestina or other timber operation ewithin 266300 feet of anv leaal structure used. .
for residential purooses  on parcels not zoned TPZ )I. .-shall conform to the soecial stockino and C
co^r,.erational rulesset forth in
926.25 (d) unless the prooertv owner orotected  bv the buffer’consenfs  iri’wiitina to.& more intense. .
cut. uo to the level permitted bv 926.25 (a\ throuah ICI.  ifFor timber ooerations s
206within  300 feet of a residential dwellina, all slash shall be loooed to 30.5 cm (12 in.)or less or
removed. within IO workina davs of loa removal operations.

shall not apply in Santa Cruz Countv: instead the followinG’shall  ~DPI$~

‘a

_ .,.-.-.  rq- -:-- -- .-Sub’eci to.  the .s.  -ecific  .restrictiiions  ingbb ara ra h

I

d f..f6”-“r  pcz ‘l~~~~~~~i~~~~

timber stand after timber ooerations have been’~comoleted  on the Ioaoind area that is
determined bv usina the followina‘criteria based on ttie site classification’as’defined bv PRC



4528(djy The re-entry period shall be based on the proposed level of harvest.

0

12)

ia

0

Site I Lands - Allowed harvest of 40% of trees 61 .O cm (24 in.) and more d.b.h. in any
10 vear period or 50% of trees over 61 .O cm (24 in.)and  more d.b.h. in any 14 vear
period.

Site II Lahds - Allowed harvest of 40% of trees 55.9 cm (22 in.) and more d.b.h. in
anv 10 vear period or 50% of trees over 55.9 cm (22 in.) and more d.b.h. in anv 14
year period.

Site III Lands - Allowed harvest of 40% of trees over 50.8 cm (20 in.) and more d.b.h.
in anv 10 vear period or 50% of trees over 50.8 cm (20 in.) and more d.b.h. in any 14
year period.

Site IV and V Lands - Allowed harvest of 40% of trees over 38.1 cm (15 in.) and
more d.b.h. in anv 14 vear  period.

Leave trees shall be thriftv  coniferous trees which were dominant and codominant in crown
class prior to timber harvestina or which have crowns tvpical of such dominant and
codominant trees. Thev shall be free from sianificant  damaae caused bv the timber
operations. No conifer shall be cut which is more than 22.9 m (75 ft.)  from a leave tree of
eaual size class. Averaae top stump diameter. outside bark, shall be considered 2.5 cm (1
in.) oreater  than d.b.h.  No area mav be cut in excess of the leave tree standards of this rule.
The eaual size class ranae is defined as follows:

II) Over 38.1 cm (15 in.) to 45.7 cm (18 in.) d.b.h.

(2‘1 Over 45.7 cm 118 in.) to 61.0 cm (24 in.) d.b.h.

0 Over 61.6 cm (24 in.) to 81.3 cm (32 in.) d.b.h.

k!l Over 81.3 cm (32 in.) to 91.4 cm (36 in.) d.b.h.

fa Anv tree over 91.4 cm 136 in.) d.b.h.

An alternative method mav be approved onlv if a RPF submits a stratified random sample,
of at least 5% of the oropertv  or harvest area, with statisticallv  valid arowth data that suo~otts
a cutting percentage  and cuttina cvcle that will achieve the same vield of timber on each
successive harvest in perpetuitv. In no event shall the cuttina cvcle exceed 20 years. The
landowner must submit to the Director, a Nonindustrial Timber Manaaement Plan (NTMP)
or a Sustained Yield Plan (SYP) as provided in Article 6.5 and 6.75, Subchapter 7. -Before
commencement of harvestina operations the proper&  owner shall record at the Counts a
Declaration of Restriction which cites the aDproved  cuttina percentaaes  and cuttina cvcle as
stated in the NTMP or SYP.

On all  /“id<  ‘^~o’o~~‘foi.iimt~r  hari;est  w,g&$  h~~&-&;~. ,; g ermitted  under  Santa  Cruz

Countv zonina ordinances other than timber production’zones which contain a Class 1 or 2
watercourse, or on lands which constitute a residential buffer zone under 926.24. leave
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__.“T . ..-“--.~  .i.“uncut  a well-‘disfi.~ur~~  .~~~~~~~~~~.~~~~r~~~~~~~~~~~ij~s~.~~~~~~~~~~-~~i~~~~  .6s ihe

P
loooina area fhat is determined bv’usina  the follotinocriteria baS’ed on the site classification
as defined by PRC 4528(d). The’&entrv’tieridd  shall be based  on the brodosed level of
h&vest:
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10 vear period or‘30% of trees’over 61 .O cm (24 in.)and  more d.b.h. in anv 14 vear
period.

B
- _-.. -~~=,~  _“. ‘-‘--’ -*“.-“;‘&’ II Lands ‘:~Allotied ha’~~‘b”t-2i~f??e~~55.9  cm (2i?i~i~d’~~??d.b.h.  In

anv 10 vear neriod or 30%‘of  treesover  55.9’cm  (22 in’.)‘and m0re’d.b.h:  in”anv’14
year oeriod.

lyi r;.“.,.
f3l

...“T ,~~-?-  . ..- ,. ..- _-. -\‘~ ,,_- “~ /,. -C.“~r.
sit& ill &$s’~&&j harvest  of 20% oftrees  over 50.8 cm (26 ‘i{~~*$;“d-<<~$~~~~
in‘anv 10 vear  period or 3O%‘of  treesbver 50.8 cm’(20 in.) and more d.b.h; inanvl4
year deriod.

16.

926.26 Water Course and Lake Protection [Santa Cruz County]

In addition to the reauirement of Article 6 (14 CCR Sections 916 to 916.10 the followina shall aooly
in Santa Cruz Countv:

m

0

m

0

*17.

No timber harvestina ooerations are allowed within rioarian corridors. The width of this no
cut, no entrv  zone is defined as follows:

0 At least 15.2 m (50 feet) from Class I and II watercourses.

f.a At least 9.1 m 110 feet) from Class III watercourses.

Those trees not allowed to be cut in the rioarian corridor can be traded for eaual volume
outside of the WLPZ to a maximum of 60% or those trees in the same size class ranae as
defined in 14 CCR 926.25 Ibj as present prior to commencement of current timber
operations.

The width of the rioarian corridor shall be measured alona the around from the top edae of
the watercourse bank.

Exceptions are allowed for temooratv stream crossinas (fords, bridaes. culverts, etc.) if no
other alternative exists as explained and iustified in the THP and aooroved  bv the Director.

926.27 Non-native Plants [Santa Cruz County]

7
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ATTACHMENT  7
The.orescribed  maintenance period for the eradication of French broom or other invasive. non-
native olants alone the harvest roads and landinas shall be at least two Years  after comoletion  of
the harvest.

j.kI926.28  Helicopter Operations [Santa Cruz County]

Helicooter service and loo landina zones must be sited within the THP boundaries. N

_
..,w.  .Ixr.  ,. ,, II.

inhabitant.. Helicorjter b~ergtions”~thin’2000  feet of an rnhabited’residence  are restricted to the
hours between 78:OO  a.m. and 3300 o.m. and shall be orohibited on Saturdavs, Sundavs and
nationallv desianated leoal  holidavs. The Director mav arant  an exceotion if a determination of “no
disturbance” can be made. f



SAN m?LENZO WXLEY WATER DISTRICT
13060 Highway 9 l Boulder Creek, CA 95006 l (408) 338-2153
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Santa cruz county
Board of Supervisors
701 Ocean St.
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

REF: Proposed Santa Cruz County Amendments
to the California Forest Practice Rules

Honorable Chairperson and Member of the Board:

The Board of Directors of the San LorenzoValley  Water District reviewed the draft
proposed amendments to the California Forest Practice Rules at our regular meeting of
May 21, 1998. Our Board commends the County for preparing significant proposed
rule changes that would greatly improve the protection of water quality if adopted and
implemented.

As your Board is already aware, accelerated erosion and sediment are degrading the
County’s rivers and streams to the extent that Federal Resource Agencies have listed
both coho salmon  and steelhead as threatened species under the Endangered Species
Act. Unless and until the County addresses the causes of erosion, water quality will
continue to suffer. Some of the proposed changes to the Forest Practice Rules
recommended in the draft report could improve water quality.

Specifically, Section 6.926.15 Road Construction and Maintenance (a) (1) and (2) are
desirable standards. We are concerned that (2) allows a non-standard road to remain
through a winter period without abandonment if the harvest operation wasn’t
completed in one year. If a non-standard road is to remain through a winter period, it
should be seeded and mulched, at a minimum. Number (4) is a needed improvement,
the method to determine that the road will be used for other purposes should be
specified in the rules. In many cases, former substandard logging roads are being used
to facilitate residential development.

The standards proposed in (b) for road surface materials for roads used year round is
important to prevent accelerated erosion from the road surface. The County and CDF
should determine whether a road could be used year-round and require the appropriate
surfacing as a condition of THP approval.



Under (c) we would prefer to see the statetent read “licensed soils engineer or a
shah be abandoned.. . .“.

Section 9.926.19 Erosion Control Maintenance, this section is critical to reducing
erosion. We support the concept of either seeding and mulching a& bare soil at the end
of each season or tractor packing slash even if operations are not completed. Seeding
and mulching is a cheap solution for temporary erosion control each winter, when
combined with proper drainage control.

In addition, we support the requirement to maintain erosion control beyond one winter.
Numerous studies and research show conclusively that 3 to 5 years are required to
stabilize road surfaces and cuts and fills following completion of operations. We
would suggest amending the statement “The Director ma-y shall require the timberland
owner to maintain erosion control facilities....”

Finally, our Board supports the proposed water course and lake protection proposed
amendments, Section 14.926.26 the no cut, no entry buffer zone along County rivers
and streams. Currently, State and Federal regulations constrain cutting along streams
to prevent temperature increases for ESA listed coho salmon and steelhead survival.
Riparian  corridors are also critically important as a filter of overland flow of storm
runoff, a source of needed large woody debris (LWD) for healthy streams, and as a
critical habitat and migration corridor for numerous species of wildlife. Some
scientists have called for a no cut buffer zone along streams two times the average
length of native trees to insure an adequate source of LWD. We recommend a buffer
strip at least the height of average dominate species plus 10% for Class I and II
streams. The County should direct Staff to insure the standard is scientifically based
and not simply politically expedient.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this critically important issue.

Sincerely,

Board of Directors

DA:dc



SAN LORENZO VALLEY
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(SANTA CFWZ COUNTY)
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A%SOClAT!ON

POST OFFICE BOX 325
BEN LOMOND, CALIFORNIA 96005

V A L L E Y
OF THE

BEDWOODS

SAN LdRENZO
VALLLY

Santa Cruz County ‘Board of Supervisors
701 Ocean Street
Santa Cruz,  CA 95060

May 221998

The San Lorenzo Valley Property Owners’ Association, at our May
21st General Membership meetin g, voted as an organization to request the
County Board of Supervisors to seriously consider the many negative
ramifications of restricting, banning, or placing numerous financial
obstacles in the path of responsible forest management.

AS our organi.zation  has before stated, any poIicy decisions affecting
the environ.ment  shou1.d  be ar-‘.ved  upon through professional analysis.
According to th,e California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), detailed
studies are required on this subject, in order .to avoid poIiticalIy pressured
decisions. We support input from the Iocal  professional foresters group
and from other qualified experts. We do not support the false claims and
“sohkions” supported by any group who lack practical experience and
knowledge of forest management.

While the issue of property rights is one of our major concerns, we
are also concerned with the health of local forests and the problems
associated with preventing or hampering activities which are beneficial to
maintaining forest properties. Road and culvert improvements required
through the Timber Harvest Plan process are financed through profit from
harvesting of timber.

Strict buffer zones in neighborhoods additionally create an economic
burden for landowners who own trees within striking distance of their
neighbors home. After a financial barrier has been created through
onerous regulations for tree removaJ, who is liable if a tree strikes a
neighbors home?

In closing, ou.r organ.ization  feels that it is the County’s duty to
inform forest landowners of the very imp0rtan.t  policy decisions being
made which financially and environmentally im,pact  their properties.

Sincerely,
The General Membership
San Lorenzo Valley Property

President



Steven M. Butler
303 Potrero #42-202
Santa Cruz CA 95060

April 1) 1998

Santa Cruz County Board of Supervisors
Governmental Center
701 Ocean Street
Santa Cruz CA 96060

Re: Timber Zoning Issues

Dear Board Members:

I attended the March 24, 1998 Board of Supervisors meeting and am in receipt of the draft
minutes order of the board (page 15, item #80).

As a local forester, this issue is extremely important to me and my clients. I have been following
these issues very closely and have provided my input every step of the way.

The timber resource map is intended to delineate the presence of a timber land resource. The
current timber resources map is inaccurate, as many properties or portions of properties which
meet the definition of timber land are not included on the map.

Timberland is defined in the General Plan (5.12.1,  page 5-40 and G-19). Timberland is also
defined by the Forest Practice Act (895. l), by the Public Resources Code of California (PRC
4526),  and by Websters Dictionary (see attached). These definitions are all essentially the same.
The potential for use of said resource is based on economic factors in combination with
regulation by the California Department of Forestry and the Forest Practice Act (a process which
the County is involved in (1037.3, 1037.5)). Not every parcel on the timber resource map has
been harvested or will be harvested, that doesn’t mean that the resource isn’t present. There are
many resources that we are not or cannot feasibly access at this time, but this does not negate
their presence for future use.

The updating of a resource map does not constitute a change in zoning, nor does it mean-that a
1 project is imminent. A change in the resource map definitely does not mean the subject property

becomes zoned TPZ.



There are other resource maps in the general plan. The updating of these other resource maps
does not require a public hearing, typically some sort of certification of resource presence or
absence is all that is required to update the map. Examples: Biological Diversity 5.1.1,  page 5-
3; Programs page 5-5(d). Hydrological, Geological, and Paleontological Resources 5.9.1, page
5-3 1, page 5-3 l(a). Mineral Resources 5.16.1, page 5-57, page 5-59(d).

As with these other mapped resources, I do not believe a public hearing is required to update a
resources map. I believe such a finding would be inconsistent with the General Plan and the
treatment of other resource maps.

I continue to be concerned with the County’s treatment of timber resources on land with
agricultural zoning. I believe timber is agriculture. Timber is a tree crop grown for fiber (see
5.14.6, 5.13.6,5,13,5).  Timber certainly is a compatible use to other agriculture. The General
Plan (5 14.1(b), 5.13.6(b)(d), and (e)) recognizes other uses when compatible. There is plenty of
evidence of the compatibility of timber with agriculture and this is recognized in the General
Plan (5.12.1, page 5-40).

I question the validity and appropriateness of applying the June 1972 Parks Open Space and
Cultural Services Plan. This is a background source for the 1994 General plan. Any policies
found within this source is superseded by the current General Plan (Appendix A, page A-l).

I believe that the time that staff is being directed to spend on this anti-timber management
crusade is counter productive to all involved. Let us please work forward in a positive way.

Sincerely,

Steven M. Butler, RPF #2390

enc.

PSI



Z’BERG&LY  FOREST PRACTICE ACT . 656
‘Cutover laud” mesas  land which has borne a crop of commercial timber from

at least 70 percent of the merchantable original  growth timber stand has been removed by logging
Y$ by fire, insects,  or tree diseases and which is aow supporting, or capable of growing, a crop

~c&l timber or other forest products, aad which has not been converted to other commercial

.
trict’ mesas a forest district.

‘License’ mesas a license  to engage  ia timber operations, issued pursuant to Article
ing Gtb Section 4571) of this chapter.

5. Person. “Person’ includes say  private individual, organization, parmership,  corporation, city,
, district, or the state or aay department or agency thereof.

3. Resource conservation standards. ‘Resource conservation standards’ means the minimum
table condition resulting from timber operations.

4525.5. Rules. “Rules” mesas  the district forest practice rules adopted by the board.

.4525.7. Slash. “Slash” mesas braaches or limbs less thaa’four  inches ia diameter, and bark aad split.
roducts debris left on the ground as a result of timber operations.

6. Timberland. “Tiiberlaad’ mesas laad, other than laad owned by the federal  government aad
esigaated by the board as experimental forest land, which is available for, and capable of, growing

a crop of trees of any commercial species used to produce lumber and other forest products, including
Christmas trees. Commercial species shall be determined by the board on a district basis after
coasultatioa with the district committees aad others.

aired

n or
apta
83s of

shall

4526.5. Timber operator. ‘Timber operator” mesas any  person who is engaged in timber operations
thiielf or who contracts with others to conduct such operations on his behalf, except a person who is

engaged ia timber operations as aa empioyee with wages as his sole compensation.

4527. Timber operations. ‘Tier operations’ means the cutting  or removal or both of timber or
Other solid wood forest products, iacludiag Christmas trees, from timberlands for commercial purposes,
together with all the work incidental thereto, including, but aot limited to, construction aad maintenance
of roads, fuel breaks, firebreaks,  stream crossings, landings, skid trails, beds for the falling of trees, fire

d abatement, aad site preparation that iavolves  disturbsace  of soil or burning  of vegetation following
er harvesting activities conducted after January 1, 1988, but excluding preparatory work such as

king, surveying, or roadflaggiag. Commercial purposes’ includes: (1) The cutting or removal
trees which are processed iato logs, lmnber,  or other wood products aad offered for sale, barter,

exchange, or trade, or; (2) The cutting or removal of trees or other forest products during the conversion.
Of timberlands to laad uses other thaa the growing of timber which are subject to the provisions of
Seaion  4621, including, but not  limited to, residential or commercial developments, production of other
agricultural crops, recreational developments, ski developments, water development projects, aad

portatioa projects. Removal or harvest of incidental vegetation from timberlands, such as berries,
ras, greenery, mistletoe, herbs, and other products, which action cannot normally be expected to result
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tilt board

tilt. 11400-60: late ME, var. of tiltl, 0142 felrl; C. (: Zslr  <timeber4and  (timlber  land’), n . land covered with a
tent, i)N tjald  tent, cut-tain]

tilt/ board], 1. a rectangular board rr~ountod on n f\ll-
crum, for use by acrobats and gymnnste to nit1 momen-
tum in feats of tumblin .

%
2. a similnr bonr( , used in ex-f

ercising,  on which the o d y  reets on nn inclinotl plnne,
with the legs on a hi her level thnn the hontl nnd nrnm
3. New Eng. See tilt ng board. Alto, tlltfboardf.P
-RegIonal  Varlatlon. 3. See seesaw.

tllth  (tilth), n. 1. the act or operntion of tilling lnnd;
tilla e. 2. the state of being tilled or under cultivntion.
3. t e physical  condit ion of  soi l  in  relntion to plant%

ItF
oivth. 4. land that is tilled or cultivntctl. (bof. 1000;
E, OE. See TILL', -TII')

tilt! hamimer, R d r o
P

lrnrnrrmr i1nt30 in Torging, c o n -
sisting of a heavy heat nt one oncl o f  11 pivotmtl  lover.
[1740-601

tllt~ing  board!,  New En@. R aeeaaw. Also, tllt board,
tlltfer4ng  board/  (tilQ.er  mg).
-RegIonal  Varlatlon. See seesaw.

tilt4ng chest’, n meclievnl cheflt clclcornI,scl  w i t l r  n
representation of n lournnnrent.

tilt~me4er  (tilVm8/tor),  I I. (&?oI.  n n  infltrumcnt,  ufl0,cl
t o  mea8ure elight chnnges i n the inclinntion o f  tbo
earth’s surface, usually in connection with volonnolog
and earthquake seismology. [19.30-36; TII:~' I. -MPT~ER r

tilt/-top tajble (tilt/top/), n pxieatal  t.nl)lc!  Irving  n
top that can be tilted verticnlly.

tilt-Up (tilt/up/),  a& Building ‘I%ade8.  of or portnining
to a method of casting concrete walls on site in n hori-
zontal position or preassembling wooden wnll nnd pnrti-
tion frames, then tilting them up into their finnl position:
tilt-up construction. 11840-60;  ndj. uflc of v. phrnfle tilt
WI

ti!JTyard (tiWyiird/),  n . n courtynrd or other nren for*a -..a. nr.. -__ ,I , I.. m..Pl

timber-producing forests. . [164666, Amer.; TIMBER +
-LAND)

tim*ber4ne (timfber Iin’),  n. 1 .  the  a l t i tude  above
sen level nt which timber ceases to

Y
ow. 2. the arctic or

nntnrctic limit of tree growth. A so called tree Ilne.
11806-70,  Amer.; TIMBER + LINE']

tlmebereman  (timpber men), It., pl. -men. a  p e r s o n
who prepares, erects, and maintains mine timbers. ’
[1400-60;  late ME;‘see TIMBER, MAN']

timI her mill’, a sawmill producing timbers, as for
building purposes. [1906-lo]

tlmfber rat/tlernake, a rattleenake,  Crotalus  hor-
ricfua horridus, of the eastern U.S., usually having the
body mnrked with dark crossbands. Also called banded
ratilernake.  See illus. under rattlesnake. [1890-961

Urn/ ber rlght’, ownership of standing timber with no
rights to the land.

t!lmrber  wolf/, th8 gray wolf, Canis  Zupus, sometime6

r
ated as the subspecies C. lu

R
us occidentah  for-

m e r  y. common in  northern Nort America but now
ronil reduced- in number and rare in the conterminoue

fJ.3 (l876-HO]

tlm*ber~work  (timfber WC&k’),  n .  s t r u c t u r a l  w o r k
formed of timbers, [X360-1400;  ME timberwerk. S e e
1’1 M IJER, WORK]

tlmmbre  (tnmfber, timI-; F r .  tar(sfbR’), n. 1 .  Acoush,
Plronet. the characteristic quality of a sound, independ-
ent of pitch and loudness, from which its source or man-
ner of production can be inferred. Timbre depends on the
relative  stren

It
he of the corn onenta of different fm

uenciee,  whit are determine
ll

Bb resonance. 2. MU$SFI
t e charncteristic  quality of sounCT produced by a art&
ulnr inetrument  or voice; tone color. [1326-76;  ME lym-
he < F: sound (orig. of bell), IVJF:  bell, timbrel, drum,
OF: drum < MGk tfmbanon, var. of Gk tjmppnon drum]



CENTRAL COAST FOREST ASSOCIATION
A Landowners’ Association

Santa Cruz County Planning Department
701 Ocean Street
Santa Cruz, CA 95060.

May 18,1998

Out of consideration for the citizens of Santa Cruz County and County officials,
our organization.feels  it is our responsibility to alert you to the likelihood of legal
action against the Santa Cruz County Planning Department. Our association
represents several hundred forest landowners in Santa Cruz County, of lands zoned
“TP” and “SU” as well as other zoning designations.

As you are aware, a group of local professional foresters drafted two documents
in order to resolve issues brought to their attention. The foresters voluntarily  offered
several amendments to local Forest Practice Rules to be presented to the State Board
of Forestry which would be more workable, reasonable, effective, fair and legal than
banning management of thousands of acres of forestlands due to (an often arbitrary)
county zoning designation. State Board of Forestry rule change proposals which are
acceptable to the Central Coast Forest Association consists of the proposals submitted
by the local professional forestry group. Of the current proposals, the proposal of May
1 offered by the foresters incorporates as much compromise as is acceptable to our
organization.

Unfortunately, the proposals made by anti-logging groups, and as incorporated
into county staff proposals, are unacceptable to our landowner association, as we find
these to be illegal and constitute seizure\ of land and subversion of our private
property rights. The lack of scientific knowledge and practical experience of these
groups, coupled with the fact that these people are fundamentally opposed to timber
harvesting, as is clearly demonstrated through the record, negates the notion that
these .groups should be given equal or greater voice in arriving at workable solutions
to any existing areas of concern.

Lands which previously have been protected against residential development
are now being “protected” against forest management. Layer upon layer of regulation
exists for timber management in this area and the rule changes proposed by the local
foresters sought to further improve these rules. Any restrictions added by County
staff due to deliberations with local anti-logging special interest groups represents an
attempt to make the harvest process so further cumbersome that clear “takings” of
private property would occur, at great legal liability to the County of Santa Cruz.

Conversely, the submissions from the foresters represent an opportunity for
acceptable change for management of all forestlands within the county, regardless of
zoning designation. This opportunity also represents true compromise on the part of
all forestland owners within this county. We request the Santa Cruz County
Planning Department to submit one of the professional forestry proposals to the

C.C.F.A. P.O. Box 1670 Capitola, CA 95010 (408) 449-6016



County Board of Supervisors as the wisest and only legal course of action.
fz$$j

It is evident that anti-logging groups have pressured County Planning staff
with intentions of a producing a proposal so onerous as to assure failure before the
Board of Forestry and for the County to continue the recent zoning control. Should
the County succumb to these pressures and only present proposals that placate these
groups, it will surely precipitate legal action as we find ourselves with no other
recourse.

Sincerely,

Chair, Executive Committee
Central Coast Forest Association

cc: County Counsel

-C.C.F.A. P.O. Box 1670 Capitola, CA 95010 (408) 469:6016


