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The California Forestry Association {CFA) would like to present for your consideration the
following comments on the above-referenced policy:

CFA represents a wide array of timber and forestry related interests and organizations in California,
including large and small forest landowners, forest managers, environmental scientists, registered
professional foresters and loggers. We have been following the proposed “Biological Objectives
Policy” for mere than two years, and have been active on the Stakeholder’s Advisory Group for this
policy. We also have submitted our vision for an “Implementation Plan™ for this policy re timber
harvest operations in Califomia. CFA members contributed & great deal of technical and
professional expertise during the development of this process. Many of these individuals have
extensive knowledge and history of benthic macro-invertebrate (BMI) sampling in California.

We have dlso expressed our shared concerns with agency staff associated with this proposed policy,
including Karen Larsen from the State Water Board and Peter Ode from the Department of Fish and
Game. We appreciate the willingness of these individuals to hear onr comments and concerns.

At this time, CFA and its members still have on-going concems with the possible breadth and scope
©ofthis proposed policy. We want to stress that CFA and its members fully endorse the proper
regulation of forest-refated activities, and fully support the overall goal of protecting water quality in
California’s forested streams and rivers. However, we feel that additional issues need to be brought
forward during this policy’s public scoping period. -

Our main concerns are as follows:

Timber operations are only one of many activities and processes that take place in California’s
forests. Imposing biological objectives on timber harvest operations may not be indicative of
possible impacts to streams and rivers from other sources. Natural processes, such as periodic
floods, prolonged droughts, catastrophic fires, and landslides ‘have major impacts on stream and river
ecosystems. Additional anthropogenic-related activities, not associated with any timber operations,
can include public use of forest roads, rural land development in adjacent properties, upstréam
hydre-modification and water diversions, and illegal operations including major impacts from the
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To address these concerns with the biological objectives policy, CFA proposes the following:

The State Water Board should begin a “trend monitoring” program in all forested regions.
CFA believes that this option needs to be. formally incorporated into the st of biological objectives
_ options proposed by the State Water Board during this public scoping process. This trend
monitoring would accumulate all past monitoring in either a larger geographica] region, state
planning watershed area, or on individual streams or rivers. This trend ‘monitoring will then act as
an effective “check™ for the baseline numibers obtained from the reference sites in that region. The
trends can then be used to support, refute, or modify the numeric endpoints from reference
conditions in that area or watershed.

The Board of Forestry’s “Monitoring Study Group” (MSG) should be iised extensively to help
develop baselines and future sampling strategies. The MSG has been studying forested streams
for many years to evaluate the effectiveness of the Board of Forestry’s environmental protection
regulations. Their insights and information will be invaluable in the synthesis of the biological
objectives policy and the practical application of these policies in the extensive forest-regulatory
‘process currently in-place in California, :

BMI shmpli’ng information from various sources needs to be used to help develop baseline
numbers. The State Water Board should look to the extensive amount of data collected by various
large forest landowners who, either as part of a required long-term monitoring process, or from
voluntary stream-sampling programs, have now amassed a huge data set of BMI population numbers
and trends. This parallel sampling from private landowners will be critical for both validating other
agency-conducted sampling results and for possibly increasing the bank of data for areas where large
data sets do not currently exist.

Forested watershed BMI sampling information needs to be compared to other watersheds in
the state to provide a broader perspective on stream conditions. It is likely that forested
watersheds in general are in good condition. A separate forested watershed grading systersn may
tesult in high-quality forested watersheds being declared damaged when compared to reference.
watersheds that not only exclude any human activity, but also exclude all major natiral disturbance
regimes such as wildfire, and naturally oceurring landslides. CFA. is committed to participating in
this biological objectives process, and we hope to continue discussions with the vatious individuals
and agencies during the development of this process. 1 can be reached at any time for questions or
further discussions. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this important matter.

Sincerely,

David A. Bischel
President




