November 22, 2005

Leslie Markham

Division Chief, Forest Practice

California Department of Forestry

135 Ridgeway Ave.

Santa Rosa, CA 95401

PH 707-576-2959

FAX 707-576-2608

Dear Ms. Markham,

Re:  NTMP by SJWC, No. 1-05NTMP-022 SCL
This is a threefold request by Neighbors Against Irresponsible Logging (NAIL):

1) Please officially notify NAIL at the address listed below with as much advance notice as possible when the Public Comment period on the above-referenced  NTMP will be closed.

2) We are formally requesting that the Public Hearing not be scheduled before January 3rd, 2006 and after the missing fire mitigation plan referenced on page 25 of the NTMP has been filed and the public has had time to review the fire mitigation plan..
3) We are formally requesting that the Pre-Harvest Inspection be delayed until missing sections of the NTMP are made available to the public and reviewing agencies.

Our organization, NAIL, represents several thousand home owners who either live directly adjacent to the proposed logging area, or close enough that the health and safety of our neighborhoods will be directly affected. From our conversations with Richard Sampson at CDF in Felton, we have been told that the public comment session will last for at least four months. Given the time that it will take us to adequately notify our community about the public hearing and conflicts with the Holiday season, we believe it is critical that the public hearing be scheduled on a date that allows and encourages full public participation. 
Early December is not enough time to allow adequate notification of our community. During the last two weeks of December our local schools are closed for the holidays and a large percentage of our residents leave the area on vacation. Logically, the earliest possible date for the public hearing should be after the New Year.
Just in the brief period of time that we have had the opportunity to review the actual NTMP, we have determined that the NTMP is incomplete and that an early scheduling of the public comment session would be premature under these circumstances.   Specifically, the section of the NTMP that deals with fire mitigation or “Fire Risk Assessment” has not been included, but is referenced inside of the plan.  p. 25 of the NTMP.    As the plan document indicates, 
At the time of the plan submittal, a Fire Risk Assessment is being prepared for the San Jose Water Company timberlands by a recognized consulting fire scientist. This assessment will model the fire behavior using FlamMap and information from field and Light Detection and Ranging (LIDAR) datasets. The assessment output will include predictions of fire intensity, rate of spread, heat per unit area, flame length, and crown fire activity as they vary over the landscape. Presentation of this information on an aggregate fire risk map will allow for identifying the areas of highest fire risk and then help determine the feasibility of treating those areas with hazardous fuel mitigation. Following selection of those fuel modification treatments identified as feasibly options for the high fire risk areas, specific recommendations for fuel treatment will be incorporated in this NTMP, prior to plan approval.

As you may well know, SJWC’s   Fire Risk Assessment is critical in assessing its plan under the circumstances.   As one of CDF’s mandates is to ensure that fire prevention measures be assessed and instituted, we assume that this aspect of the plan must be made available on a timely basis so that it can be considered.  If SJWC needs more time to produce its Fire Risk Assessment and make its recommendation, then we need more time to assess it and be able to make public comment on this aspect of the NTMP.
That a timely and complete review of the plan is required so that an objective analysis of it can be made for public comment is consistent with the rules’ intent to provide for and facilitate public comment.  Merely in relation to the incompleteness of the plan at this time, there already appears to be a discrepancy in expert opinions regarding the NTMP.  While SJWC assures us that its thinning of the forest canopy will reduce the risk of fire, other experts say to the contrary.  To resolve these differences, the community must have complete access to all of the information associated with this NTMP and there must be adequate time for the public to scrutinize it before any meaningful public comment can take place. In addition, the Pre-Harvest Inspection should not take place before all of the NTMP is filed so that all aspects of the plan are addressed leaving out speculation as to whether the plan meets the practice rules and provides for safety. We also expect that all issues raised in the letter dated November 21st from Ms. Jodi Frediani will be addressed before scheduling the PHI or the Public Hearing.
We appreciate in advance the cooperation of CDF on these requests and our mutual desire to insure that the intent of the administrative rules for granting NTMP permits are followed.  We hope to hear from you that public comment session on this plan will be continued to a time that is reasonable in light of the plan, the information contained in it for review, and the interests of the community involved. Please respond in writing.
                                   Sincerely,

                                      NAIL Steering Committee

                                      Rick Parfitt (Designated Contact & Member of Steering Committee)

                                      23243 Summit Rd

                                      Los Gatos, Ca 95033




  408-353-4912

