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Please accept the following comments towards the Road Rules, 2013 proposed rule package:

Proposed definition (895.1; Page 7) reads:

Seasonal Road means a logging road that is part of the permanent road network that is not
designed for year-round use. These roads have a surface that is suitable for maintaining a
stable operating surface during the season of use.

As it reads “season of use” is not recognized as a standard phrase or a recognized period of
time, thus the intent does not seem clear. Should the word “season” be revised to read “period”,
with the intent that regardless of the road classification, surface material or time of year, the
road has to have a “stable operating surface” during operations.

Page 16: 916.9 (n)(1)(new C) Any other area of disturbed soil that threatens to discharge
sediment into waters in amounts deleterious to the quality and beneficial uses of water.

The use of a different standard other than “Significant Sediment Discharge” that is undefined
adds confusion down the road (during plan review); Consider changing to read Any other area
of disturbed soil that threatens to discharge sediment into waters in amounts that create a
Significant Sediment Discharge. Also, the (C) reference no longer appears pertinent as
there no longer appears to be an (A) or (B).

Page 67: 1034(x)(4)(C) Appurtenant roads that provide access to rock pits and water drafting
sites, and the location of water drafting sites.

By definition “Appurtenant roads” are those roads used for log hauling, which would not
necessarily provide access to rock pits and water drafting sites (away from the “Harvest
Area”). The definition of “Logging road” seems to fit better here as that definition includes “other
forest products” (which rock and water could be construed) and is under the guidance of
1034(x)(4) above that narrows the mapping requirement to roads used for “timber operations”
(of the proposed/approved project).

Definitions for Reference:
Appurtenant Road means a logging road under the ownership or control of the timber owner,
timberland owner, timber operator, or plan submitter that will be used for log hauling.

Logging Road means a road other than a public road used by trucks going to and from
landings to transport logs and other forest products.

923.2(a)(4)(p28) NEW FPR “Design” Text reads: Be outsloped where feasible and drained
with waterbreaks or rolling dips in conformance with other applicable Forest Practice Rules.

New Text requires new roads “designed” to be outsloped (where feasible) and then drained with
waterbreaks, rolling dips or both. By definition, outsloping and rolling dips are design features
that are a permanent part of the prism, where waterbreaks are installed post hauling
operations. The intent here is more manageable (clear) if the “or” was either an “and/or” or just
an “and”, for “literal interpretation” (and/or seems best). It is common to outslope and rolling dip
a seasonal road, but also add a few waterbars on segments of grade that exceed 8%. The “or”
makes it read as if you have to choose one or the other for the whole road. The Tech
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Addendum #5 would also be a place to mention that both waterbars and rolling dips in
combination along a road system is many times the best application to achieve long-term
control of road surface runoff.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment,

Sincerely,

Mitchell A. Hunt
RPF #2353
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Public Comment: Board of Forestry Roads Rules 2013 package October 4, 2013
M. Hunt; Significant Sediment Discharge Definition Page 1

Please accept the following as Public Comment towards the proposed “Road Rules 2013 “
package currently being considered by the Board:

The proposed definition for Significant Sediment Discharge (895.1; Page 8) reads;

Significant Sediment Discharge means soil erosion that is currently, or may be in the future,
discharged to watercourses or lakes in quantities that violate Water Quality Requirements or
result in significant individual or cumulative adverse impacts to the beneficial uses of water. One
indicator of a Significant Sediment Discharge is a visible increase in turbidity to receiving
Class I, II, III, or IV waters.

I understand the need to define this term in the FPRs; as reducing, avoiding and preventing a
“significant sediment discharge” is the focus of nearly all of the intent associated with FPR Road
requirements and mitigations. As a member of the regulated public, harvest plan preparation and
implementation becomes very difficult when there are different definitions or standards between
the Resource Agencies that oversee timber harvest operations. The primary definition seems to
avoid this conflict as the language generically points to “Water Quality Requirements”. The
conflict occurs in the last sentence as the definition provides an “Indicator”, apparently in an
attempt to explain the intent of the term. Providing one indicator for such an important term is
problematic at face value as during the review process or more importantly, during an inspection
on a day with heavy rain and overland flow, it will become the primary criteria to give a worksite a
pass or fail, or worse, a violation to the plan submitter. The “Indicator” used to help define this
term is a poor choice as “a visible increase in turbidity to receiving … waters” explicitly reads as
any visible increase. Simply put, minor levels of visible turbidity occur with many rainfall events
that cause overland flow and at some point in the occurrence the “increase” can be observed.
The other truth is that research shows that not all levels of turbidity create a “Significant Sediment
Discharge”.

Please drop the “Indicator” sentence all together in the definition and vet out the intent in the
Technical Addendum #5 (which really seems to be the most appropriate) or modify the Indicator
to better frame a significant sediment discharge.

A suggested modification to the “Indicator” portion of the definition is as follows: “…. One
indicator of a Significant Sediment Discharge is a visible increase in turbidity sediment delivery to
receiving Class I, II, III, or IV waters as a result of, but not limited too; active operations not
associated with emergency watercourse repair work, an improperly functioning drainage structure
or facility, or a legacy sediment source (such as perched road fill, an existing crossing site,
landslide).

Additional Explanation:

The definition for Significant Sediment Discharge (SSD) currently leaves the plan submitter open
for a violation on newly completed work that is well done by all standards (new culverts,
abandoned crossings (either legacy or operational), newly rocked roads, etc.), as all new
installations or any newly abandoned (rehabilitated) site will show an increase in visible turbidly
(minor as it might be) during the first series of fall rain events that generate overland flow. The
definition is good; the “Indicator” is not. This language does incorporate Public Comment made
by CAL FIRE on 3-26-13, but “a visible increase” occurs at some level during an overland flow
event that is preceded by a dry period regardless whether a road has been used for seasonal
timber operations.
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Public Comment: Board of Forestry Roads Rules 2013 package October 4, 2013
M. Hunt; Significant Sediment Discharge Definition Page 2

Several uses of this new term in the proposed rules read “… to prevent Significant Sediment
Discharge..”, which at face value is what we are trying to achieve, but any visible increase in
turbidity to receiving waters, during rainfall events that cause overland flow is impossible to
“prevent”. Current practices, both operational and rehabilitative in nature, are doing a very good
job at keeping the damaging sediment out of the watercourses, but “a visible increase in turbidity”
can be so minor that it will clear up when rainfall stops, or even clear up after the rain lasts long
enough for an initial rinse through a newly completed work site to occur. The “indicator” needs to
be clear that “real” erosion or discharge is active and that degradation is occurring, not just
turbidity that flushes through the system. The present indicator also does not address a “potential
SSD” where delivery is imminent but not yet happening. Research on turbidity has shown that
turbidity alone is not a reliable indicator of sediment problems in a watershed. The “Indicator”
broadly covers turbidity levels so low that they could no way be construed as detrimental to the
aquatic life of the related watercourse or habitat downstream (unless you are trying to enforce the
definition of SSD as proposed). A true SSD will many times continue to discharge (and cause “a
visible increase” in turbidity) after normal flows and clear water return, i.e. the turbidity “flush” is
gone. Please either drop the “Indicator” portion of the definition and address intent of the term in
the Technical Addendum #5 or revise the definition to be clear that we are managing real
significance.

Overall the Roads Rule 2013 product is very good. Thank You for the opportunity to provide
comment on this very important issue associated with the package.

Sincerely,

Mitch Hunt
RPF# 2353
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