






 
 

August 12, 2013 
 
California State Board of Forestry and Fire Protection 
Mr. Keith Gilless, Chairman 
P.O. Box 944246 
Sacramento, CA 94244-2460 
 
RE:  Modified Timber Harvesting Plan Amendments 2013. 
 
Dear Chairman Gilless and Board Members, 
 
CLFA supports the proposed amendment to the Modified Timber Harvesting Plan 
(MTHP) with the following suggestions.   
 
Presently the cost to prepare a Timber Harvesting Plan for a small acreage ownership 
can most frequently exceed the income generated by the harvest.  The MTHP is a 
potentially useful tool for landowners to feasibly harvest their timber; however the 
restrictive nature of the existing MTHP process precludes its frequent use.  The 
modifications proposed in this amendment have the potential to increase the utility of 
this option.   
 
Maintaining the feasibility of timber harvesting on timberlands is an extremely valuable 
goal in that it de-incentivizes conversion, improves forest health, reduces risk of 
catastrophic wildfire, and enhances rural economic vitality. 
 
In modernizing the MTHP, CLFA respectfully requests that this Board consider the intent 
of the 1993 Board that enacted it.  That board recognized that timberland owners that 
do not grow timber for industrial use with holdings too small to make use of NTMPs 
needed a regulatory mechanism to effectively manage their land.  Additionally, that 
1993 Board intended that project size and operational limitations would minimize the 
potential for adverse effects to insignificance. 
  



Please consider the following comments to specific sections of the proposed rule 
package. 
 
1051(a)(1) A modest increase in acreage limits is unlikely to precipitate elevated 

submissions of MTHPs.  The effectiveness of current Forest Practice Rules 
coupled with the built in operational limitations of the MTHP will minimize 
the potential for adverse effects to insignificance.  CLFA would like to 
suggest that the Board retain the proposed acreage increase to 160 acres 
and add a landowner segment with holdings between 160 and 640 acres.  
This second tier could be permitted to submit a MTHP once every ten 
years.  On ownerships where all the other provisions of the MTHP can be 
met, particularly in flatter terrain, an expansion up to 640 acres will not 
cause significant adverse impact.  This may be an important factor in 
areas where species composition doesn’t yield high financial returns which 
suggests that more acreage is necessary to make an operation feasible. 

 
1051(a)(4)-(5)CLFA supports amendments as proposed.  There are small ownerships 

with areas of steeper slopes which are otherwise excluded from using a 
MTHP.  Having the option to explain and justify why operations on these 
slopes is in compliance with the Rules may allow more utilization. 

 
1051(a)(6) Allowing limited timber operations within Special Treatment Areas should 

have some effect in elevating MTHP submissions. 
 
1051(a)(7) CLFA supports the amendments to this section as proposed.  Allowing for 

the use of existing logging roads and landings on unstable areas may 
allow for the use of the only infrastructure available on a small ownership. 

 
1051(a)(8) CLFA supports the amendments to this section as proposed.  A larger area 

of potential harvest may require more road construction.  It should be 
noted that new road construction is typically limited to only that which is 
needed for harvest operations due to associated costs. 

  



1051(a)(9) CLFA supports the concept of this proposed change.  Small ownerships 
may be bisected by a watercourse making the only option for a viable 
harvest to include a crossing.  By allowing the construction of permitted 
crossings such ownerships may be able to better utilize a MTHP.  One 
concern to consider in the proposed wording is the ability to use existing 
crossings.  The proposed language may be construed to require that all 
existing crossings be permitted to allow for their use.  Such an 
interpretation is not consistent with the intent.  Please consider clarifying 
the language to indicate that existing crossings may be used for 
operations.  A possible solution would be to modify line 17 on page 2 to 
“…except for maintenance and use of existing…” 

 
1051(a)(12) Categorical exclusion of heavy equipment operations within potentially 

significant archaeological sites is not consistent with desire to elevate 
MTHP submissions.  CLFA would support an option for an RPF to propose 
mitigated heavy equipment operations within potentially significant 
archaeological sites allowing the Director to make the determination as to 
whether the proposed operations will significantly degrade the site.  Due 
to the size of ownership under consideration there may be circumstances 
where there are no feasible alternatives to proposing heavy equipment 
operations within a site where such operations will have no significant 
impact excluding otherwise eligible ownerships from utilizing a MTHP. 

 
Twenty years have passed since the inception of the MTHP and in that time the Forest 
Practice Rules have become drastically more complex, comprehensive, and more 
protective of the environment.  During this time period costs have also increased 
making it more difficult for landowners to perform a feasible harvest. 
 
When the Modified THP was enacted in 1993, the presumed intent of the Board was 
that project size and operational limitations would minimize potential for adverse effects 
to insignificance.  In modernizing the Modified THP it is expected that the current Board 
will take into account that 2013 FPRs are far more protective of the environment as 
compared to 1993 FPRs.   
  



Published Board documents recognize that “protective provisions put in place when the 
Modified THP was enacted intended for project size and operational limitations to work 
in tandem to ensure that the potential for adverse effects was minimized to 
insignificance.” 
 
CLFA supports the concept of increasing the utility of the Modified THP.  Allowing for 
the feasible harvest on more small ownerships will help to protecting economic viability 
of timberlands and support the economy of the state while maintaining a healthy 
environment.  
 
 
 

 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
 
 
 
The California Licensed Foresters Association, with a membership responsible for the sustained 
management of millions of acres of California forestland, represents the common interests of California 
Registered Professional Foresters.  The Association provides opportunities for continuing education and 
public outreach to its membership, which includes professionals affiliated with government agencies, 
private timber companies, consultants, the public, and the academic community.  Governed by an elected 
Board of Directors, CLFA was established in 1980 after the passage of the landmark California 
Professional Foresters Law. 
 
















