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August 2016

Dear Interested Party,

The Washington State Department of Natural Resources (IDNR) is completing a forest land plan for

the Olympic Experimental State Forest (OESF). Located on the western Olympic Peninsula, the OESF
encompasses more than 270,000 acres of forested state trust lands. These lands are carefully managed to
provide a sustainable flow of revenue to trust beneficiaries, primarily through the harvest and sale of timber,
and to conserve their ecological benefits, which include healthy streams and forests and habitat for native

wildlife species such as northern spotted owls.

The forest land plan will provide foresters and managers the practical information they need to meet DNR
policy objectives in the context of “integrated management.” Integrated management is based on the

principle that a forested area can be managed to provide both revenue and ecological benefits.

Completion of the forest land plan will be a major milestone in the management of the OESF and the
culmination of many years of discussion, sharing, and thoughtful collaboration with a wide range of
organizations and individuals.

DNR published a Revised Draft Environmental Impact Statement (RDEIS) for the OESF forest land plan
in October 2013. After a careful review of the comments received on the RDEIS, DNR added a new action
alternative for the OESF called the “Pathways Alternative.” The Pathways Alternative, which is DNR’s
preferred alternative, was developed to improve how DNR manages northern spotted owl habitat under
current policy. The Pathways Alternative is described and analyzed for potential environmental impacts in

this Final Environmental Impact Statement.

The next and final step in this process will be to adopt the proposed forest land plan. If you have questions,
contact Heidi Tate, Forest Land Planning Program Manager, at 360-902-1662.

Thank you for your interest in the sustainable management and conservation of state trust lands.

Sincerely,

b B

Kyle Blum
Deputy Supervisor for State Uplands

Washington State Department of Natural Resources

DEPARTMENT OF FOREST RESOURCES DIVISION 360-902-1600
NATURAL RESOURCES 1111 WASHINGTON STREET SE WWW.DNR.WA.GOV
OLYMPIA, WA 98502
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Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) Planning Unit
Forest Land Plan Final Environmental Impact
Statement (FEIS)
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The action proposed by the Washington
Department of Natural Resources (DNR) is

to develop and implement a forest land plan
for the management of state trust lands in
the OESF. The OESF is located in western
Clallam and Jefferson counties on the Olympic
Peninsula in Washington State.

DNR also will update existing procedures as
needed and develop a new procedure for
salvage of timber after natural disturbance
events.

A forest land plan is a document that defines
what DNR wishes to achieve and how it will
achieve it. Forest land plans include goals,
objectives, and the management strategies
that will be used to meet them.

The No Action Alternative represents cur-
rent management practices. The Landscape
Alternative features the use of a forest estate
model to assist with planning, automation of
the 12-step watershed assessment process

in a forest estate model, a new procedure for
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agement programs. The Pathways Alternative
is based on the Landscape Alternative but
includes the application of management
“pathways” to each landscape.

Project Proponent and Lead Agency
DNR

Responsible Official
Loren Torgerson, Northeast Region Manager

Program Director
David Bergvall, Assistant Division Manager,
Forest Resources Division

Project Manager
Heidi Tate, Forest Land Planning Program
Manager

Steering Committee
Kyle Blum, Deputy Supervisor for State
Uplands

Angus Brodie, Division Manager, Forest
Resources Division

Susan Trettevik,* Region Manager, Olympic
Region

Darin Cramer, Division Manager, Product Sales
and Leasing

Patricia O’Brien, Division Chief, Natural
Resources, Office of the Attorney General

Rochelle Goss, SEPA Program Lead

Analysts and Principle Contributors
All analysts and contributors work for DNR
except otherwise noted.

Heidi Tate
Joanne Wearley*

Heather McPherson
Jeff Ricklefs
Isabelle Sarikhan

Technical Reviewers
Richard Bigley
Angus Brodie

Jeff DeBell

Casey Hanell

Scott Horton

Scott McLeod

Teodora Minkova
Alex Nagygyor
Drew Rosanbalm
Susan Trettevik*
Bill Wells

GIS Analyst
Chris Snyder

Forest Modeler
Weikko Jaross and Jeff Ricklefs

Editor, Document Layout
Cathy Chauvin

Maps
Rebecca Niggemann

Photo Credits
Ken Bevis
Richard Bigley

Teodora Minkova
Alex Nagygyor

Jane Chavey* Luis Prado
Cathy Chauvin Joe Rocchio
Ellis Cropper* Bill Wells

Mitchell Vorwerk*
Other DNR staff

Scott Horton
Sabra Hull
Cassandra Koerner*

*No longer with DNR



Some photos used courtesy of FEMA, USFWS,
and WDFW

Special Thanks to Other OESF Project
Contributors

Lalena Amiotte Craig Magnuson
Kevin Alexander Brett McGinley
Michelle Argyropoulos Craig Partridge*

Jennifer Arnold* Mike Potter

Karen Arnold Luis Prado
Margaret Barrette* Matthew Randazzo
Patty Betts* Lislie Sayers
Rodney Cawston* Clay Sprague*

Jesse Steele
Cullen Stephenson*

Jane Chavey*
Dave Christiansen*

Bryan Flint* Mark Teply*
Jed Herman Aaron Toso*
Jim Hotvedt Farra Vargas*

Peter Lavallee*
Diana Lofflin*

Al Vaughn*

DNR’s SEPA Center
Dave Dietzman
Rochelle Goss
Elizabeth O’Neal

Communications and Outreach
Brian Bailey

Sandra Kaiser

Bob Redling

Contact

Washington State Department of Natural
Resources (DNR)

SEPA Center

PO Box 47015

Olympia, WA 98504-7015

Phone 360-902-1739; Fax 360-902-1789
Email: sepacenter@dnr.wa.gov
www.dnr.wa.gov/sepa

Date of Issuance of FEIS
August, 2016

Final Action
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Future Environmental Review

The forest land plan is part of a phased review
in accordance with WAC 197-11-060 (5)(c)(i).
Another phase of environmental review will
occur to address site-specific activities as they
are proposed in this planning unit.

Location, Availability, and Cost of Copies
of this FEIS and Supporting Documents
This FEIS is available for free download on the
internet at:
http://www.dnr.wa.gov/non-project-actions
or

http://www.dnr.wa.gov/
state-environmental-policy-act-sepa.

CD copies also are available to read at select
public libraries. These libraries are listed in
Appendix N.

CD copies also are available at no charge.
Requests for CDs may be mailed to the ad-
dress listed under “Contacts.” Hard copies will
be available for the cost of printing, per RCW
42.17.

Copies of the DEIS, RDEIS, and the support-
ing documents upon which the alternatives
are based—Policy for Sustainable Forests,
Final EIS for Sustainable Forest Management,
State Trust Lands Habitat Conservation Plan,
Washington Forest Practices Rules— are avail-
able for review at each of the five Westside
DNR Region Offices in Washington, and at the
DNR SEPA Center at 1111 Washington Street,
Olympia. These documents can also be found
online at www.dnr.wa.gov.
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