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November 16, 2021 APPROVED Meeting Minutes  

Updates and Discussion at Camp 20 
Field Trip at the proposed East Berry THP 

 

Tuesday, November 16, 2021  

Committee Members in attendance:  George Hollister (GH), Michael Jones (MJ), Charlie Schneider (CS),  
Amy Wynn (AW), and Chris Blencowe (CB) 

JDSF Staff in attendance:  Robert Horvat (RH), Jason Serna (JS), Lynn Webb (LW), Robert Douglas (RD), 
Erik Wahl (EW), Jeremiah Steuterman (JS2), Tori Norville (TN) 

CAL FIRE: Kevin Conway (KC) 

Guest/Public Attendees:  Open to general public (P): Zach Jones (ZJ), Dan Sweet (DS), Mike Vogele, 
Linda Perkins (LP), Chris Hannon, Sonia Waraich, Tony Melia, Jacki Dixon, Lynne Paschal, Paul Schulman, 
Jonathan Brunner, Joaquin Quintana, Chris Baldo (CB2), Mark Hannon, Al Lawrence, Mark Leroy, Jesse 
Weaver, Chris Murphy, Mark Pugsley, Wade Gray, Nick Taylor. 

Meeting Agenda  
November 16, 2021 

9:00  1. Call to Order and Introductions  

9:10 2. Review/Approve Previous Meeting Minutes/Ex Parte Communication 
Disclosure 

9:15 3. JDSF Operational Updates 
 

10:15 4. Public comment  

10:30 Depart for field tour portion of meeting  

 
11:15 5. East Berry Timber Harvest Plan (**Review Item) and lunch 

3:00 6. Adjourn 

 
The Lindquist Density Management Study tour was cancelled due to CALTRANS road construction 
occurring at the turn out used for parking.  
  
** Note. These minutes are not a “word for word” transcript of the meeting, though most points and 
speakers are covered. Discussions between JAG members, JDSF staff, and guests were transcribed as 
spoken, with minor edits for brevity and clarity. 

 



 
0917: Meeting Start 
 
GH: Call to order. Roll call. 
 
Ex parte Communications: GH had a conversation with KC about communications with the public. 
 
GH: We need a motion to approve the minutes from the previous meeting.  Do we have a quarum? 
 
KC: Yes we have 4 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

GH: The motion carries. I would like to turn this over to JDSF. Is Kevin going to handle this? 
 
KC: We will start with Jason. 
 
Timber Sales (JS) 
 
Bear #2 THP:  JDSF staff is finishing burning piles and there still needs to be some lopping done.   

Parlin Timber Sale Agreement (TSA): logging is finished.  We conducted a prescribed burn in February 
and we are currently prepping for a second prescribed burn.  Fuel break work is starting and will 
wrapped up this winter. 

Moe TSA: Finished logging in September.  Still cleaning up (lopping etc.).  They need to finish installing a 
gate.  

Redtail: ~700,000 BF on the ground that hopefully will get yarded and to the mill soon.  Road work: half 
of it was suppose to be completed this season and didn’t so all the road work will be completed next 
year.  

Caspar 500:  Still on the pause.  Cost of each inclusion in the contract  
• Shaded fuel break  
• Road and trail work 
• Eucalyptus treatment cost  

 
Chamberlain TW: logging finished up last week.  Lopping, shaded fuel break and road work still need to 
be finished.   
 

Review of minutes from the August 27, 2021 JAG Meeting. Motion to approve by Amy and 
second by ? 
Yes:  Unanimous 
Yes, with Comment(s):  N/A 
No:  N/A 
Other: KC: Do the minutes need to be as detailed as they have been the last few times? 
AW: I think they could be briefer, try to narrow in on the relevant details and public 
comments. 
Rest of JAG agreed.  



Soda Gulch: logged about 10% of the THP this fall.  It is an expensive THP and we sold it at a lower price 
to compensate for all the road work that needs to be done 
 
AW: Is that the THP that has a ton of road work that has been on the books for ages? 
 
LW: No that is James Creek  
 
JS continues 
PG&E THP: they are working all over…here and there.  They have completed about 1/3rd of the project 
and should finish next year.   
 
Went over the money we got this year    
 

We have three THP in review 

AW: What THP’s are in review…where are those at? 

JS: Mitchell Creek should be approved in the next month.  Little North Fork Big River (LNFBR) should be 
approved sometime after that, and Boundary Creek just closed PHI.   

AW: I am getting questions from the public about when they should public comment.  Are any still open 
for public comment? 

JS: Boundary Creek is still open  

KC: After PHI, Public comment is open for a time and then the review team writes the responses to the 
public comments.   

AW: Could the JAG get a copy of the responses to public comment sent to us? 

CB: Public comment is typically not public record until after the plan is approved.   

JS and KC: Review is putting public comment up on CalTrees currently.   

LW: This is the most public involvement we have had in years.   

Public: When are the THP’s going to be approved again? 

JS: It is up to Santa Rosa.  We think in about a month, but you will know when we know (Through 
CalTrees) 

Public (CB2): is there a schedule for sales for next season? 

JS: We are working on it but we need a security plan.  The plans we wanted to sell for next year are still 
in review and then still need to be marked.   

KC: We are looking at James Creek and mostly finishing up this year’s sales.  So pretty light.  We will try 
to put Jason’s update in writing and send it to the JAG in the next few weeks.    

 

 



Roads & Recreation (RH) 

Campgrounds are closed for the season and the road program is moving into winter maintenance period 
and mastication.  We are doing some roadside mastication, campground maintenance and planning for 
next year’s projects which will include replacing a bridge in Camp 1.    

Public: When is Road 500 going to be open. 

RH: I am not sure 

Public: How does that decision get made? 

RH: Since that road closure is with a THP, that is at the decision of the Timber Sale Department. 

AW: Any recreation trail updates from Erik? 

EW: MCC working on Lindquist loops and Manly Gulch Bridges 

AW: Can you make the REC TASK FORCE meeting presentation available online?  

EW: Yes 

Public: Is Lindquist loops going to be sanctioned trails?  

EW: Yes.  JDSF and Rec Task force are working on signage.  Trying to make them not very flashy but 
informative. 

LW: Lindquist loops are part of a research area so signage will reflect that. 

EW: Going back to sanctioned trails – rec task force will look at sanctioning some of the unsanctioned 
trails.  

Public (DS): Is there a new rec task force meeting? 

EW: Not yet I want a field trip first with the members.  

Public (DS): Let’s keep new MCC board in the loop.   

EW: Yes.  That will happen.  

Research and Demonstration (LW) 

A list with current research projects was past around.  That list was missing one research project 
because everyone is so busy.  We are most excited about the fire mitigation in redwood forest grant 
funded project with Pascal Berrill (HSU), Michael Jones (UCE), and Rob York (UC Berkeley).  One of the 
puzzles we need to solve is how to decrease fire risk in redwood forests.  This project is going to look at 
different fuels treatments across the landscape and using fire modeling with the help of Rob York, we 
can model different fire conditions and not have to actually do that on the ground.  This project gives us 
a change to get informed information which can help make decisions on how to make redwood forests 
resilient.  This project is unfortunately moving slower because the THP process has been slowed.  The 
grant will fund 2 graduate students and overhead costs while JDSF funds the implementation through 
Timber Harvest Plans.  Current project is going to have three areas that will receive treatments post-



harvest and three areas that will receive treatments pre-harvest.  This is an example of JDSF adapting to 
current situations to keep research projects moving forward. 

Barred owl study and Whitney’s presentation to the Audubon Society was discussed.   

The Redwood Tree Coop outcomes were discussed.  Different private timber companies are concerned 
about the genetic stock of planted redwoods and JDSF is participating.  Cool results coming from that.   

AW: Are there barriers that are still needed to be overcome to get that appropriate genetic material? 

LW: Yes…need money and more people to be concerned about it. 

AW: Maybe JAG could petition the Natural Resources Agency or Board of Forestry (BOF) for more 
funding? 

LW: Yeah.  That could work.  BOF would be better.  Assisted migration is happening in Oregon.  Talked 
about USFS seed zones and open to more dialogue 

Other new study is soil samples and fungus samples to look at medical products.  Slightly crazy to 
conceptualize but cool to think about.  

Matt O’Connor using LiDAR to look at salmon habitat to inform policy and rules.   

We have been really busy with all the projects and still down one person  

Outreach: have resumed 4 traditional outreach days: each day takes about 1 day of prep and a weekend 
obligation.  Typically focus on giving info to Colleges and CLFA.  There are enough school outdoor 
education but we can increase ours if needed.  Tori and I have been thinking of other tours.  TakaChar 
and tour in the spring.  RFFI were the pioneers in biochar and acknowledge their role in this.  Want to do 
some watershed tours…  

AW: question about TakaChar  

LW: explained the prototype with turbines and chips and finding that the machine is kind of finicky.  
Project has been used in India and Africa.  Social Media has been starting back up.  We will have a 
Takachar post soon.  Since we work for the state, everything needs to go through multiple levels of 
review.  The attachments that were sent with the letter to the County Board of Supervisors (BoS) are 
available here (on the table) and we are going to try and take this and the Aug 3 JAG meeting material 
into public outreach material for the website.  Don’t want to do much more outreach at the detriment 
of research.  

AW: something about a kid program…k-12 are lacking the outdoor education and JDSF could be useful in 
that.  But understands the staff constrains and limited resources.  Natural Resources agency allocates 
money to CALFIRE so maybe petition to them to get staff for more outreach.   

LW: UCE contract…MJ confirmed he’s seen progress.  Some of the outreach that we have been doing 
hasn’t gotten the turnout that we have been expecting.  We were disappointed and we are hoping that 
we can work with the public to untangle the knot. 

MJ: Has ideas about bringing project learning tree, bring Redwood Symposium and FIT here once he gets 
the outreach contract.   



LW: Explained FIT 

KC: Where research is concerned, our capacity is more limited to logistics, providing info and use JDSF as 
a location for the research.  It is stressful on Staff, especially right now, to try and implement larger 
studies.  JDSF staff focuses more on demonstrations.  

Public (ZJ): Redwood Regional Logging Conference always sends out letters to schools for participate but 
limited participation still (in response to the lack of public enthusiasm to JDSF outreach events). 

GH: Need more signs so that way people who are recreating can learn something.  Redwood symposium 
(RS) if you need help with that, I think we can get you people to help with that.   

MJ: Yana and I have money and we just need to organize and a space.   

GH: RS is anyone who is interested in redwoods can come and have the different conversations.  JDSF is 
the perfect place to have it but there are no facilities.  Maybe we can do tents.  Maybe use Mendocino 
College.  Maybe we can get help from Zack Jones, help from other landowners.   

CB2: What is going on at Chamberlain now that it is not a prison?  

LW: We have fuels crews. 

GH: (Back on RS): Maybe we use college or star center or whatever? 

LW: Might be challenging but we can work on it.   

MJ: Maybe do it spread out over a few weekends.  Need somewhere for 500-ish people. 

Public: Is there a place where all your research projects are posted on the website. 

LW: No.  It was taken down about 5 years ago and we have been trying to have it put back up.  Do we 
turn away researchers or work and push more on this?  With research gate and google scholar now that 
makes it easier to find research, there is less of a need for JDSF to host that research.    

Public: It could really be helpful for us since we just want to see what is going on. 

LW: I agree, we are trying. It is something I completely agree with you.   

KC: cost 

AW: I agree, if you had that stuff accessible to people maybe we wouldn’t be where we are today.  Yes, 
maybe a big front-end cost but maybe worth.   

MJ: All RS websites are on the UCE link and most of those studies are on the symposium were done at 
JDSF.  GO to UCE website 

CB: With more carbon questions being asked, are there any more carbon projects coming out of JDSF?  

LW: We have new projects right now and in the past.  We are working with the Forest Health and GHG 
grants.  Our $100,000 discretionary budget gets about 1 or 2 years of a PHD.   Our inventories are useful 
for understanding the bole carbon and understand how to manage for a more carbon centered forest.  

CB: And you guys reach out to people to do research when you find gaps (in knowledge base)? 



LW: Yes: we try to collaborate AND work on partnerships 

CS: How do grants work?  

LW and MJ: explain Grants 

Public: You said your budget for research is $100,000? 

LW: Yes…more or less and depends on the year.  Depending on what is going on in the world we might 
not have it (i.e. last year with COVID).  We have been trying to work on other resources: Mushroom 
Corners – looking at the role of fungus and what is going on below the soil.  Needs to find the right 
researcher and then find the right funding.  Sometimes it takes a few years to get a research project 
going  

KC: The $100,000 is Lynn’s discretionary budget.  That is not counting the grants that we may get, or 
that our partners may get.  JDSF is also a place to do the work.  

MJ: The grants have a cap.  The research grants are only half million and it only covers administrative 
cost.  What is nice about JDSF is they can fund the implementation of the research while the grants 
cover the admin.   

Public: Why not work with HSU? Heard they are changing to a more forestry-based school. 

LW:  Yes we do work with them and we continuously have to forge those bonds. 

Public asking about using some other organization and carbon  

LW: JDSF has the capacity to answer some of the carbon questions.  

GH: So, there is no possibility to get another person dedicated to outreach? 

LW: Tori is doing the best she can when she’s not doing everything else.   

CS: CALFIRE high-up has a ton of money.  We have to make sure that JDSF can get that outreach person.  
Maybe we write a letter. 

GH:  JDSF needs that person, and it needs to be full time to help with everything.  Connecting with all 
the groups and just getting the message out, signage, tours.  It is very much a full-time job to take care 
of everything.    

Public: What is the position?  Is it a forester? 

GH: I think it is the person who can get stuff done.  Whether it is a forester or whoever. 

CB: Whoever takes that position will just get beat on right now 

AW: What barriers are there to getting your empty position filled? 

LW: Bureaucratic process 

CS: I think we should draft a letter.  We happen to be in a situation where CALFIRE could do something, 
and they need to be pushed.  We need to petition for more help JDSF.   

MJ: What would that letter be?  More funding or more staff? 



CS: Maybe funding an Environmental Scientist (ES) and getting just funding. 

MJ: Well ES can still go on fires I have heard. 

LW: This year no one went on fires until the State absolutely needed…and we only did repair work what 
we are more specialized in.   

MJ: Yes but even if you guys go out for just a few days, it jacks everything else up. 

KC: Recommend looking at management plan and the research focuses and then cater your (CS) letter to 
be within that framework.  

Public: I would like to say something about the state budget process.  I have some familiarity with state 
funder process.  And while I don’t know about JDSF specifically, basically it goes to the agency and then 
the department of finance decides what gets to going to the budget.  The key parts are the budget and 
then there are subcommittees that look at the budget from the point of view of what happens when 
they get the budget.  The place to start is to look at the LAO and that identifies where there are 
openings.  Get involved in the subcommittees.  These can help you get in tune with changing budgets.   

KC: He’s correct.  Ultimately it is this legislation department of finance who decides who gets what.  

Public: The end of the year is when they start talking about what the major issues are for this year.  
Membership of all the committees are online and very easy to find.   

GH: Kevin provided the budget for JDSF last meeting and that is how the budget for JDSF is defined.  

KC: JDSF is not depended on General fund…we are depended on money that we generate ourselves.  
Staff cost is a lot of that. We are a special fund, we are given a cap of what we are able to spend each 
year.   

GH: There are some in the reserve. 

KC: Yes.  There is about $10 million in reserve which will cover about 1 operating year.  And next year we 
might not sell much so that is going to whittle that $10 million a bit and we are not in a good place.  We 
are on a crash course to be out of money by 2023.  Asking for general fund money would be a one-year 
fix and could get pulled.  History of budgets and staff and how we are now finally at the place that we 
have a buffer.  Despite the excess of the state budget, we don’t see any of that. 

Public: Something like a significant change to make your funding not dependent on timber sales would 
take legislation to change? 

KC: Yes 

GH: Good point that JDSF is dependent on timber sales  

Public (ZJ): Less timber produced on JDSF directly affects the county budget with the timber tax. 

KC: There are a lot of hands out for that money.  We are a successful model but JDSF and CALFIRE are 
not flexible enough ride this sudden change through. 

GH: Talked about Lindquist study and other studies.  Offered to send some studies to the Public.   



LW: Explanation of the Lindquist Whiskey Springs studies and Lindquist PCT.  Whiskey springs we did 
look at the carbon implications.  Explain that unfortunately due to Caltrans, the Research tour on the 
agenda had to be canceled.      

  

General Business  

KC: Other administrative things:  JAG membership, who’s time is up next year.  What timing do we want 
to try and get new people.  Replacing Mike Anderson immediately, and we want to include two other 
members: 1 in conservation and 1 in wildlife biology etc.  The positions that are expiring when do you 
want to do these?   You can have 6 to 13 people max.  Planning on replacing Mike Anderson now…flying 
the position end of this month and hopefully have a Director’s decision at the Spring meeting. 

Public: How are you flying these? 

KC: Through news releases and website.   

Public: Who does the interview? 

KC: The forest manager (if we have one), myself and one other JDSF staff member. 

KC: BoS Resolution: to urge the gov…. request a science-report…gov align JDSF Management goals with 
the state goals.  To JDSF, we are already doing those, and this continues the theme that we have failed 
in conveying that message.  This resolution shows a lack of confidence in JDSF.  They want a workshop 
devoted to JDSF management.   

MJ: Expressed his displeasure in the passing.  

Public: Agreed with MJ 

AW: Thought it was odd they did it without knowing more and thinks this might be a good platform to 
not be shut down like the Aug 3rd.  

Discussion of Board of Supervisors decision and language of the resolution and what it could mean and 
what it actually was.    

Public comments included: Everyone can work together to get the chance to get funding happen.  If 
your JAG is handpicked, how can they make recommendations, everyone is saying change is coming so 
why not embrace it and work together.  Original JAG had better language that BoF threw out.  
Management plan language is ambiguous.  CALFIRE doesn’t need better PR, you need to look more at 
what you are doing.   

Public (ZJ): CALFIRE has to take public comment from all sides and make one plan that works.  And they 
did that and got the current Management Plan. 

Motion for CS to write a letter requesting additional funding.  CS makes motion and AW 
seconds.     
Yes:  Unanimous 
Yes, with Comment(s):  N/A 
No:  N/A 
Other:  



AW: Can we ask to move the review of the FMP up (from 2026)?   

KC:  You can ask the BoF and we do have discression to make small changes here and there, that’s how it 
was written, to be dynamic. 

Public (DS): The JAG is referred as a rubber stamped committee and I don’t see that.  Caspar 500 is a 
good example they made some impacts in the final THP that we see.   

KC: We are mid-way through the management plan and we have opportunity to engage with Native 
American tribes and New executive orders.  Would you like to set up a subcommittee to review the 
management plan, the executive orders and make sure they align?  

KC: In anticipation of Mitchell Creek and LNFBR being approved, can we have a subcommittee to help 
with public outreach, help set the stage and strategize how best to approach this.  Just looking for 
advice and maybe helping us come up a better model.  We messed up on Caspar 500.  We can’t keep 
doing that.   

When public was confused about why…since it was approved, they wanted to know what say they have. 

KC: All that is approved is the environmental review and that we have a project, and we are not allowed 
to take more than xx amount.  We still must design the contract which can add in recreation aspects and 
more of the nitty gritty parts.  The timber marking hasn’t been done.  There is flexibility in this and more 
input on the cleanup.   

Public:  One of the problems with LNFBR is that it is essentially a roadless area and you are putting so 
many roads.  You can‘t fix that.   

JS: We can amend roads out, we sometimes put something in because we don’t know if you need it and 
then talk to the LTO and find out they don’t need it. 

Public: If you are serious about this, more outreach.  Have a place easier to get to and people will come 
and talk with you.  Just be serious.   

CS: I think non-JAG members would be helpful on this outreach subcommittee.  They can help us figure 
out who we need to talk to. 

KC: Can’t have more than two people otherwise it is a public meeting. 

GH: I was thinking that two JAG members who would have public feedback. 

CS to public: Would you be willing to consult? 

Motion to make a subcommittee to review the FMP and compare it with the new executive 
orders and climate policies.  AW and CS agree to be the subcommittee.  CS moved the motion 
and MJ seconded the motion. 
Yes:  Unanimous 
Yes, with Comment(s):  N/A 
No:  N/A 
Other: N/A 
 



Public: Yes.  I will help in any way.  I think this a good idea and we want to cooperate with you and we 
just need to build that trust.  This would be a good way to do this.   

LW: Talked about Mitchell Creek and it’s challenges and possibly putting the fire study in 

KC: This is not trying to solve everything but just laying groundwork for the next plans. 

 

 

 

 

 

Meeting left Camp 20 and resumed at Road 560 for the East Berry Field Tour.  Many members of the 
public left the meeting at this point.   

JS2: Gave a brief history and overview of the THP area.  Highlights are in bullet points: 

• 433 acres on the east side of Berry Gulch 
• Harvest History  

o Diameter limit cut in the 1960’s that was traditional at that time period.  Everything over 
24 inches in diameter was removed.   

o This was pre-Forest Practice Rules so there were tractors everywhere including in 
creeks.  

o When they removed that overstory, Douglas-Fir (DF) was released.  
o Some portions of the THP had a harvest in the 1990s where a shelterwood seed tree 

step occurred.  This is almost an early version of Variable Retention (VR) which is done 
throughout the County.   
 These areas have good large trees left behind, a lower Tanoak (TO) component 

and those TO are larger diameter compared to other portions of the stand that 
have a higher component of TO but the QMD is 9”.   

• Limitations within the THP include NSO core, fire prevention measures, neighbors, light 
recreational use 

o Road 560 is a good turnout- easy access for recreationalist and perfect for an Engine to 
stage/engage if a fire were to occur.   

o Neighbors like the ridge road how it is (kind of hidden) so we are taking a seasonal road 
and connecting into Whiskey Springs (Rd 571).  

o Fuel Break will be implemented on this plan and tie into the PG&E work and the ridge 
road with the neighbor.   

Stop 1 within THP: Shaded Fuel Break Mark  

JS2: Typically, we do not mark all the sub-merchantable material but for the purposes of visualization for 
the JAG, I marked sub-merchantable material.  Highlights from discussion are in bullet points: 

Motion to make an outreach subcommittee with MJ and CB.  AW makes motion and MJ 
seconds.   
Yes:  Unanimous 
Yes, with Comment(s):  N/A 
No:  N/A 
Other:  



• This is an NSO core habitat area that requires a certain amount of canopy to be left on specific 
sized trees.  How do you make a shaded fuel break within NSO core?   

o Looking at the canopy, there are lots of co-mingling of crowns and so it is not hard to 
meet the NSO canopy standards while doing a thin from below to create this shaded 
fuel break  

o Fires need three things: Fuel, weather and topography.  This topography lends itself to a 
crown fire which is why we need to change the fuel component.   

o Also trying to give fire personnel what they need to succeed like a good anchor place 
and safe place to park their Engine.   

• Balance between different goals and how to make those goals work together.  If we walk away 
from this stand because of NSO, we don’t address the fire prevention and safety goal.  So this is 
a good demonstration for other landowners how also are asking this question.   

CB: Shaded Fuel Break is important.  Especially the shaded part.  It keeps things from taking off.   

Public: What is happening to the small stuff? 

JS2: Leaning towards chipping but could do mastication, lop and scatter, hand crews.  We might have 
the fire study in here.  Might need to think about not masticating due to redwood regeneration.  Hand 
crew vs. Mastication discussion. 

MJ: Mastication might actually be beneficial to redwood sprouts just due to their clumpy nature.   

KC: This is a good tie back to this morning.  This sub-merchantable stuff doesn’t pay for anything, so we 
package this with a THP to pay for that beneficial work to be done.   

Public: What about using inmate hand crews? 

JS2: We get them very little due to both other projects and the lack of crews.  We have a contract with a 
local reforestation crew but used more for PCT and Timber Stand Improvement (TSI) type projects.   

MJ: How many acres is unit 1? 

JS2: About 70.  Good Place for that fire study.  Prescribed Burn is being put into the plan.  This also ties 
into the larger research goal of created a library for research since research can take a while to set up 
and get going if you don’t have the proper stand conditions yet.  

Stop 2 within THP: Creek crossing with skid trail in Creek/NSO no harvest.   

JS: General discussion about the road side mastication that occurred last spring.  That mastication is part 
of the administrative road maintenance that occurs yearly on the forest.  JDSF Heavy Equipment 
Operators (HFEO) preform the work.  This is also part of Fire Preparedness…maintaining road access.  
We have really invested in this maintenance over the last few years.  We use the HFEOs, Contractors and 
THPs.  

General Discussion about the Road Work for this plan: turn inside ditch and insloped road into an 
outsloped road which is following the most current road rules.  This will be a demonstration point as 
other landowners are starting to do this also.   

Deactivation vs. abandonment per the Forest Practice Rules 



Abandoning Rad 561 up to the slide since we don’t want to keep using the instream road.  Can’t fully 
abandon that road because currently no other access to that portion across the creek and outside the 
scope of this THP.  Need a Forest Manager to made decision about how we will access and handle that 
portion of property and access to it.   

Unit 1: putting the NSO core in Unit 1 so we have TSI options if we want to down the line.  We don’t 
know if there is an NSO presence. But we do know that there is Barred Owl presence as of last year.   

• TN: explained about nesting pair of Barred Owls that flew up to her in Old Berry THP (across the 
creek from East Berry THP). 

• More about Whitney’s Presentation  

Stop 3: Shelterwood Seed Tree Step from 1990’s Mark 

JS2: Even aged Management – explanation of what that is.  Explained that we now want uneven aged 
management.  We currently have 2 maybe 3 ages classes.  They did a Pre-Commercial Thin (PCT) after 
the 1990’s cut and explained PCT. This is the unit with less TO due to the PCT and this unit has a higher 
site class.  Indicated that is unit is the one that could be what neighboring landowners who use VR might 
look like in 30 to 40 years.  Mentioned that the older/ bigger DF have lots of conk and trying to balance 
what to leave for snag recruitment and what to take out. 

General discussion points about the mark are in bullet points: 

• 4th entry into this particular stand 
• Carbon  
• TO plans within the stand  
• Training contractors vs using CALFIRE veg crews.  

o MJ would like to see how we build that active training into our demo and how to get 
that greater knowledge that we are giving to the contractors to the CALFIRE veg crews?   

o How do we keep that knowledge base going after a few years when possibly the push 
for fuels management work decreases? 

• General understory management discussions 

     

 

 

 

 

 

 

CS: Does the additional outreach that we talked about with Mitchell Creek and LNFBR need to happen 
on this plan?   

KC: Maybe – dependent on how the other THP’s outreach go. 

Motion to approve East Berry as being compliant with the FMP pending more public 
involvement if need be (like what is occurring on Mitchell Creek and LNFBR). CS made motion.  
AW seconded.     
Yes:  Unanimous 
Yes, with Comment(s):  There was quite a discussion as to what that outreach would look like.  
See notes below 
No:  N/A 
Other:  



CS: Maybe since very little members of the public are on this tour, we can try to have another swing at it 
with public involvement since the others left.  Would Jeremiah be willing to do more tours and maybe 
bring JAG members with them?   

JS2: Yes 

MJ: I want to have a specific process for this outreach.   

More general discussion about how outreach would look like, this process being an experiment and we 
just need to try.   

 

Meeting Adjourn 
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