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House Bill 373
“An Act relating to forests and forestry practices.”

A cooperative agreement between timber, fishing and environmental stakeholders has resulted in
proposed changes to the Forest Practices Act (FPA) that will strengthen the stream and water quality

protections currently found in state law.

In an effort to continually reappraise the FPA’s effectiveness, a committee comprised of timber, fishing
and state agency representatives evaluated scientific findings over a two-year period. In January, the
Board of Forestry endorsed the findings at its January 1998 meeting. The Board subsequently requested
legislative approval of the proposed protective measures.

Under current regulations, all anadromous* streams are protected, but exceptions are allowed for
marginal streams. The new law will eliminate that exception, while adding additional stream protections.

The changes affect only the “coastal forest of spruce or hemlock™ in the Department of Natural
Resources' Region | (coastal area covering roughly Ketchikan to Kodiak). The proposed language

accomplishes several goals:

e assigns a “type" designation to all streams, putting to rest concerns that some segments of
anadromous streams were not classified

» extends the no-harvest riparian** buffer zone to ALL anadromous fish streams, relative to “type"

» requires the retention of low-value timber along certain tributaries where prudent, so that the large
woody debris (LWD) may eventually fall into streams, forming natural pools downstream, which are

important for the rearing of juvenile fish.

| am is pleased to sponsor this legislation which represents solid teamwork between various members ol
timber, fishing, environmental groups and state agencies. The resulting legislation is a big step toward
protecting our valuable fish resources, while the collaborative process all the stakeholders went through
to define the changes has paved the way for future cooperation.

‘anadromous - bodies of water in which salmon travel upstream to spawn
“ riparian - located on a river or stream bank, as in riparian vegetation
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STAKEHOLDER INVOLVEMENT CRAFTS
FOREST PRACTICES ACT REVISON

Calling it a model of stakeholder involvement, Gov. Tony Knowles hailed the work that crafted
proposed amendments to the Forest Practices Act. The changes affecting logging practices on
private land in Alaska strengthen fish habitat and water quality protections, and were the result
of a stakeholder process initiated by Knowles in 1995.

“By bringing together Alaskans from all sides, we have crafted a bill which increases fish habitat
and water quality protections and is workable for the timber industry," Knowles said. “The
Forestry Board and the Science and Technical Committee have produced a solid bill that could
only come about by bringing all stakeholders to the table."

Knowles created the Science and Technical Committee to work on amendments to the Forest
Practices Act after concerns regarding the act were raised by the Alaska Department of Fish
and Game. The committee included state agency officials, timber industry representatives and
the fishing industry. The nine-member Board of Forestry, which includes representatives of the
forest, mining, commercial fishing, and recreation industries, reviewed the work.

The proposal, and the process that created it, won praise from the industry. "The Alaska Forest
Association (AFA) congratulates you on the very positive outcome of the process you initiated
two years ago to deal with issues surrounding the state's Forest Resources and Practices Act,"
Jack Phelps, executive director of the AFA, said in a letter to Knowles. “The Science/Technical
Committee you established encouraged industry and agency cooperation. The result was a
science-based review which enabled us to cooperatively identify areas for improvement in a
very sensitive section of Alaska law. The AFA thanks you for your leadership in this very

important activity.”

Legislation to amend the act to require buffers on ALL anadromous fish streams and strengthen
protections along their tributaries was introduced in the state House and Senate this week with
bipartisan support. Knowles thanked Senate President Mike Miller and House Speaker Gail
Phillips for their support and pledged to work with them as the bill moves to passage.

“The principles on which | base resource decisions are sound science, prudent management
and an open, public process." Knowles said. “It's a winning combination that produces solid
success, but it's only possible by bringing all Alaskans to the table. It's what 'doing it right' is all

about."
-30-



Voice o fthe Times

OPINION: THE RIGHT WAY

Habitat protection legislation introduced recently
in the Alaska Legislature merits a lot more public
attention than it initially received. Senate Bill 270,
and an identical bill in the House, would amend
the state's Forest Practices Act and provide
additional protection for salmon streams.
Specifically, the legislation would require
streamside buffers - areas in which no timber
could be harvested - along so-called "marginal”
salmon streams that cross private property. Under
cxisring state law, all anadromous fish streams

are protected by no-cut buffer zones, but an
exception is allowed for certain marginal fish
streams. The new law would eliminate the

exception.

Additionally, the bill would make dozens ofother
modifications and improvements to update the
Forest Practices Act. These changes were
recommended by ihe state Board of Forestry after
its members evaluated scientific research
conducted over a two-year period by biologists
hired to study the effects of Alaska's regulations on
limber industry operations.

The nine members of the Board of Forestry,
appointed by the governor, represent the
commercial fishing, mining, tourism and timber
industries, the environmental sector and Native
groups. The state forester is also a member.

The legislation that was introduced last Thursday
is sponsored by the Republican leadership —Sen.
President M ike Miller, R-N'orth Pole, and House
Speaker Gail Phillips, R-Homer. The bill is
strongly endorsed by Gov. Tony Knowles and is
expected to have solid bipartisan support as it
moves through the legislative process.

There is a dramatic difference between the process
followed by the state to protect all fish streams and
the recent decreeby the U.S. Forest Service
banning new roads in national forests. Both were
justified as necessary to protect habitat.

The state's policy decision is based on sound
science and a consensus negotiated among the
stakeholders. It's a win-win situation for all sides.
The timber industry can still operate, the salmon
stocks remain strong, and streams arc not

ANCHORAGE DAILY NEWS
February 4, 1998

polluted. Not surprisingly, the bill now enjoys
broad support.

The federal action, in contrast, was based on a deal
cut by the Clinton adm inistration and the national
environmental lobby behind closed doors,
according to Alaska Rep. Don Young.

There is no scientific study backing the road ban.
A number oflocal communities, states and
businesses are being unnecessarily hurt by it. In
Alaska, for instance, if an exception isn't made for
the Chugach National Forest, there can be no way
ofeffectively addressing the spruce bark beetle
crisis. Few people are happy with the federal edict.

Uncle Sam could learn a thing or two by noting
how the process works in Alaska.



UNITED FI1SHERMEN O F A LASKA

211 Fourth Street. Suite 112
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907/586-2820
Fax; 907/463-2545

February 17. 1998 E-Mail: ufa@alaska.net

The Honorable Gail Phillips
Speaker of the House
State of Alaska

Juneau. AK 99801-1182

Dear Representative Phillips:

Today the Board of Directors of United Fishermen of Alaska (UFA) adopted a position
in support of legislation you introduced, HB 373, relating to forests and forestry
practices.

This bill is the acheivement of industries, assisted by the Board of Forestry and state
agency staff, working together to find common ground. The forest products industry
and commercial fishing industry worked together to resolve their particular concerns
with the proposals ad anced by the Board of Forestry, and they were successful. The
legislation, as introdu ed, is supported by United Fishermen of Alaska because it
represents an improvement in the laws governing forest practices. It affords greater
protection than now exists for sensitive fish habitat

United Fishermen of Alaska's mission includes preserving fishery resources through
research, development and habitat protection. We will continue to work with other
industries, as we did in our work on the forest practices provisions embodied in HB
373. to pursue this important objective

We hope that the members of the Legislature will acquaint themselves with the
provisions of this legislation, the language of which was carefully crafted to meet
concerns of commercial fishermen and representatives of the forest products industry,
and we strongly support the passage of the legislation as introduced.

The commercial fishing industry is very appreciative of your work on this legislation.
Thank you.

Sincerely

Jerry McCune
United Fishermen of Alaska

VEMBER ORGANISATIONS
.. MAlaska Crab Coalition + Alaska LongltnoFishormens Association « Alaska Trailers AweogW " « Bristol BAtrQiiftnettera Association ¢ Concamod Amu_ wr Fishetrtian
CooK inlei Aquacutturo Association « Cordova District Fisnortnen United « Kima* Peninsula r shenneni s Association « KocMK Regional Ariuacuiti/e Association - Kodiak Seiners Aisoctaiion
North Pacific Fishtwes Association * Northerm Souihe.nr Regional Afluncunute Association * Noitnwest Sotnntteis Assoc eltotr « Peninsula Marketing Association
Potetsourgi Vessel Ownors Association » Pnnco W i.a*t Soui d A.juacuMu’e C ‘I'crnon o P..rsu 5oin« vessel Owners Association ¢ Seatood Producers Cooperative
Southeast Alaska Somers Association * Southern Sculhaas' Requir'd Adjac-C.i'eAss-c * 'me .n.led CoOk imel Onft Atsuc aio” « jn red Southeast Alaska GiHnerten
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February 10. 1998

20th Alaska State Legislature

State Capitol
Juneau Alaska 99801-1182

Sent Via-Facsiraile to (907) 465-2698

Dear Legislators:

| support House Bill 373 relati<- to forest practices in the state of Alaska. This bill provides
needed changes to the Forest Practices Act that both our state natural resource management

agencies and our timber industry agree to.

This is a step forward for salmon habitat protection that will benefit sport and commercial
fisherman, and the environmental community. This bill is the result of two years of consensus
building and scientific inquiry by state and federal scientists meeting with members of private
industry. We have come up with the most habitat protection for the least economic cost to
private industry: it is a delicate balance. Any wording changes could have large consequences

so | hope it will be considered “as is".

As the commercial fisherman on the Board of Forestry. | feel that salmon habitat protection is
vital to the economic health of our state. Being a business person, lalso understand how
burdensome new regulations can be on an industry. This legislation was written by the timber
industry and the resource agencies working together. It will help minimize the impact of

logging operations on our salmon runs.
Thank You.

Sincerely.

Alaska State Board of Forestry
Commercial Fishing Seat



TONY KNOWLES. GOVERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 3601 C Sired, Suite 1034

Anchonge, Aluk* 99503-1937
DIVISION OF FORESTRY

February 12, 1998

Representative Bill Hudson, co-chair
Representative Scott Ogan, co-chair
House Resources Committee

State Capitol
Juneau, Alaska 99801-1182

Dear Sirs,

The Board of Forestry would like to register its support for H.B. 373. This bill incorporates the
results of two years of work developing an agreement on appropriate changes to the Forest
Resources and Practices Act. The Board unanimously endorsed the proposals in the bill after
considering the results of a scientific and technical review of the Act. and the recommendations
from a drafting process that included representatives of affected interests.

This bill maintains the balance intended by the Act: It ensures adequate protection of fish
habitat and water quality while continuing to support the timber and fishing industries. It is
important that this bill go forward as proposed without substantive changes. The widespread
support this bill has received is contingent on preserving the specific package of changes in the

bill.

We are aware that the drafting process has resulted in some minor and lion-substantial change', to
the specific wording endorsed by the Board. We do not object to these changes. We also
understand that the Attorney General's review of the bill has identified some minor wording
changes to improve clarity and consistency within the bill. We endorse these changes (attachedi.

We tnank you for your support of this important legislation.

For/cc: Board of Forestry Members Richard Carle, Lawrence Hartig, Bill Jcffress, Chris
Maisch, Rick Smeriglio, John Sturgeon, Paul Swartzbart

Develop, Conserve and Enhance Natural Resource!for Present and Future Alaskans *
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KOﬂCW, Products Company

3501 Denali. Suile 202
Anchorage, Alaska 995C3

Febaiary 12, 1998 (907) 562-3335 FAX

Gail Phillips

Speaker, Alaska House of Representatives
State Capital

Juneau, AK 99801-1182

Dear Gail:

Koncor participated in the development, and fully supports the passage, of HB 373 which
modifies the Alaska Forest Resources & Practices Act. This bill represents a balance
between economic considerations and protection of public resources such as water
quality and fish habitat. The process used to draft the bill is a model for using scientific
review, cost/benefit analysis, and consensus building of stakeholders. Passage of this bill
is also important to ensure that our forestry laws are the best in the nation, and that these
laws will constantly be reviewed and modified as new scientific information becomes

available.

We urge the Legislature to pass HB 373.

Sincerely,

President



February 11, 1998

The Honorable Gail Phillips
Speaker of the House
Alaska State Legislature
M/S 3100

Juneau, Alaska 99801 -1182

Dear Representative Phillips:

This letter is to inform you of Sealaska Corporation’s support t*r HB 373
titled an “Act Relating to Forest and Forestry Practices”. This bill
establishes supplemental environmental protection standards on private
lands in Region 1 (hemlock, spruce forests of coasf?.i Alaska) and adds a
new stream type.

This Act evolved out of a two year process in which biological,
environmental and economic issues associated with timber harvest and its
interaction with fisheries habitat and water quality were evaluated. This
stakeholder review identified opportunities to strengthen the fish habitat and
water quality protection in Alaska's Forest Resources and Practices Act.
Through this collaborative process the timber industry and land owners
could see that the proposed changes will yield measurable, beneficial results
to fish habitat and water quality. Conversely the timber industry was able to
guide development of legislative changes to achieve protection objectives
without unreasonable cost or burden on the industry or private landowners.

This letter is to inform you of Sealaska’s endorsement of the process and
support for the results that are embodied in the legislation currently before
you. The State of Alaska already has one of the most comprehensive and
effective Forest Practices Acts in the Nation. The proposed amendments
will serve to strengthen that Act and still ensure a healthy timber industry.

We support the current legislation but understand that there are a few
clarifying amendments recommended by the An rney General’s office.

Ono Sealaska Pla?a, Suite 400 muneau, AK 99801-1276 +Phone 1907) 506-1512 «Fa«(907) 586-1826



These amendments do not change the intent of the legislation as
recommended by the Board of Forestry. We support those amendments to
the degree they do not alter the consensus objectives established by the

Board.

We request your support of this legislation and recognize the carefully
crafted compromise between the industry, Fisherman and environmental
community to develop an effective set of amendments. This collaboration
has lead to an impressive working relationship and the results of those
efforts should be honored by the legislature by passing the bill before you.

Sincerely,

SEALASKA CORPORATION

Richard P. Hams
Senior V ;ce President
Natural Resources

cc: House Resources Committee
Senator Mike Miller
Senate Resources Committee
Sam Kito
Senator Robin Taylor
Senator Jim Duncan
Senator Jerry Mackie
Representative Bill Williams
Representative Ben Grussendorf
Representative Kim Elton
Representative Bill Hudson
Representative Albert Kookesh
S.E. Village/Urban Corporation
Jack Phelps, AFA
AFA Technical Committee
Thyes Shaub
Jerry McCune



Alaska Forest Association, Inc

lit STEOMAN SUITE 200
KETCHIKAN, ALASKA 99901-6599
Phene 907-225-6114

FAX 907-225-5920

Statement of Support
House Bill 373

An Act relating toforests andforestry practices

Testimony before the House Resources Committee
February 19. 1998

The Alaska Forest Association desires to be on record in full support of House Bill
373. "An Act relating to forests and forestry’ practices.” This bill is the direct result of a
proposal set before the Alaska Board of Forestry after a collaborative process involving the
timber industry, the fishing industry and the resource agencies of the state. Both the process
and the substance of this effort were based upon sound science and a balancing of interests.

Alaska already has a very effective, science-based forest practices law which ensures
protection of important fisheries habitat while recognizing the unique relationship between
private land rights and related public resources. The current law, which was developed
through a cooperative process in 1989 and 1990. involves the Division of Forestry, the
Division of Habitat and Restoration, and the Division of Air and Water Quality in monitoring
and enforcing the provisions of the law. It enables timber operators in Alaska who conduct
their hanest activities according to best management practices to have the assurance that
they are operating in compliance with a variety of laws under which they would otherwise
be individually scrutinized. That alternative would cost both the industry and the state more

time and money than is necessary under the current system.

Current law also provides for ongoing examination of the effectiveness of Alaska\
forest practices standards, so that the law and regulations can be adjusted to reflect new
scientific knowledge as it is developed. Over the past two years, the timber industry has
participated in a thorough review of the science relating to logging along anadromous fish
streams in the coastal forests of Alaska. This review was conducted under the rubric of the
Science and Technical Committee appointed by the Board of Forestry with the support of

Governor Knowles. The Committee’s report and the subsequent stakeholders’ meeting led

to the introduction of House Bill 373.

It is important to note that the Science & Technical Committee did not specifically

recommend 66 foot buffers on type B streams as provided in Section 1 of the bill. The

SERVING ALASKA'S FOREST INDUSTRY



committee recommended that these streams be given some means of obtaining large woodv
debris. AFA member companies looked at the operational issues and concluded that buffers
of 66 feet or to the slope break would satisfy the goals of the recommendation in a way that
field personnel believe can be implemented without severe adverse affects on harvest
economics. It does mean surrendering trees of value by leaving them in riparian buffers, but
the standard can be applied in the field and can be readily monitored by the regulators. AFA

believes this is a good solution, the effects of which can be evaluated over time.

A matter of great importance to AFA is the fact that House Bill 373 is the result ofa
collaborative process. The agreement that makes these changes in the Act possible depends
upon the substance of the bill remaining as it is now. The amendments proposed by the
Attorney General’s office, which are before the committee today, only provide consistency
and clarification and are therefore acceptable. AFA would urge the committee not to

entertain any other amendments so that the underlying agreement between affected parties

can remain intact.

Insummary, House Bill 373 addresses a real need, and represents a balanced approach
to resolving an important issue affecting Alaska’s forest products sector. When this bill
becomes law, itwill be a model for broad-based cooperation between affected industries, the
agencies, the Governor's office and the legislature. This is a bill that can and should enjoy

full, bi-partisan support. I urge its speedy passage.
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T ESTIM O N IE S

Concerning work of the
Science & Technical Committee

Testimony ofJack E. Hels, Beautive Director
Offered to tte Aladka Board of Farestry
January 21,197

The Alaska Forest Association has closely observed the work of the Science and
Technical Committee formed last year to examine allegations set forth in the report
from the Department of Fish and Game. Habitat Division regarding the state’s
Forest Resources and Practices Act. Among other claims, the report stated that
ADF&G staffare uniformly of the belief that the implementation of the FPA
remains seriously deficient. The Science & Technical Committee was formed to
investigate those allegations and to determine the extent to which the
aforementioned beliefcould be substantiated by facts.

In short, the question was whether substantial harm was being done to fish and
wildlife habitat as a direct result of timber harvests, particularly on private land. A
closely related question which was notdirectly raised by the report but tha begged
an answer in the process, was whether any reduction in theoretical carrying
capacity ofany habitat was disproportionate to the benefit derived by the private
landowners from managing their limber resources for their shareholders. This
question is ra'sed by the fairness doctrine and the no big hit doctrine of the Alaska

Forest Resources and Practices Act.

Simply pul, these doctrines declare that a balance must be struck between the
values at stake when private land interests come in contact with public resource
interests, in this case fisheries, The fairness doctrine insist-, that there be shared
risks and incentives for both timber owners and the public, represented hv the
regulatory agencies. The no big hit doctrine requires that private landowners should
not carry an inordinate economic burden for minimal losses to fish habitat The law
envisions a balance of interests between forestry and fisheries when itconies to

limber harvests on private land.

After a year of meetings and careful examination of the evidence, the Science &
Technical Committee's work suggests that the existing law protecting fish habitat is
working very well, Many of the issues discussed by (he committee had to do with
technical definitions and mmutia, not evidence of actual harm. The deliberations
tended to verify that logging is having a very minor impact on fish habitat. Timber
harvest on private lands, at the raie and under the regulatory conditions that now
exist, is taking place without significant harm to Alaska’s important fisheries

To those of us in the industry who have worked to comply with the Forest
Resources and Practices Act, and have made a sizable investment in fish habitat
research over the past several years, thiscomes as no surprise. It is compatible with
the tentative findings of our own ongoing scientific studies and of the research
being done by others. A recent paper published in the journal of the American
Fisheries Society shows that fewer than 5 percent of the anadromous fish spawning



aggregates in Southeast Alaska are in decline and sonic of those are in unlogged
areas. Private landowners have willingly lell millions of dollars worth of trees in
riparian buffers over the past half decade, and those contributions are augmenting
the health of Alaska's fisheries.

AFA commends the participants in the Science and Technical Committee for
ensuring that the process of addressing the Habitat Division's report was conducted
in a professional and scientific manner. On balance, the leadership of the
committee was fair and diligent. Various participating parties were consistently
given a fair hearing, and the committee was able to arrive at a satisfactory level of
consensus. The Science and Technical Committee has done a good job of
identifying and clarifying technical problems with monitoring and enforcement of
the Act, and most of the recommended changes have the industry's support.

It was a good process, but it was an expensive one. It was costly for the state, and it
was costly for industry. AFA member companies, one in particular, invested more
than S100,000 over the past year to enable professional and research staff to attend
the meetings and study the ADF&G allegations. On the state side, the process
demanded huge blocks of time from Division of Forestry and Department of Fish
and Game personnel, taking staff away from field work. This is unfortunate and
ironic, given the frequently stated complaint from Fish and Game that they lack the
financial resources to do adequate field work.

The Alaska Forest Association is committed to supporting reasonable enforcement
procedures for the Forest Resources and Practices Act. Industry has shown its
willingness to work through the process, even at great expense, to ensure that other
resources arc not harmed by harvest activities. WWe hope that the exercise forced
upon industry, the Board of Forestry and the other agencies last year by ADF&G’s
approach will not be repeated in the future. 1f one agency or another has questions
or wishes to raise concerns about scientific or technical issues, those issues should
be raised using established interagency procedures, and the discussion should take
place in the context of scientific investigation before unnecessary alarm bells are
rung with the press and the general public.

Thank you for the opportunity to testify on this important matter.
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Summarz ofLegisIat_ion Implementing the Recommendations of
the Forest Practices' Science and Technical Committee

Alaska’s Forest Practices Act (the “FPA”) was comprehensively amended in 1990
as a result of a two-year cooperative effort by government agencies, fishing and
environmental groups, and the timber industry. An integral part of this consensus-based
process was a commitment to periodically reappraise the FPA’s effectiveness in
protecting Alaska’s streams.

As a result of that continuing review, legislation has now been prepared to

implement two changes to the FPA that would:

/. extend the FPA s mandatory no-harvest riparian zones to additional streams;

and
2. extend the width o fscope stability standards on some streams.
3. provide additional sources o flarge woody debris (or “LfVD")forfish habitat.
Both changes affect only the “coastal forest of spruce or hemlock” in DNR’s
“Region 1.” Forest practices in Regions Il and Ill—basically, anything north of Mt. St.

Elias—will continue to be governed by their own rules under the FPA, which, on private,
restrict but do not prohibit timber harvest adjacent to streams

Like the 1990 FPA itself, these changes reflect a broad-based consensus among
forest stakeholders. The agreement arose out of an intensive study of the FPA conducted
by a group of public and private sector scientists called the Science and Technical
Committee (the “S/TC”). The S/TC found much to commend in the FPA, but also

recommended two changes, both of which are mirrored in the proposed statutory

language:



. fix/ending no-cut buffers to all anadromous streams. The public and private
scientists who collaborated on the 1990 FPA agreed that the need for no-cut buffer zones
varied dramatically according to the characteristics of the stream. Even so, the 1990
legislation required 66-foot no-cut zones along most anadromous streams on private
lands. These were so-called “Type A” waterbodies.

Another class of anadromous streams-those with rocky banks and bottoms-were
subject to special bank stability requirements, though riparian timber harvest was
allowed. These were the so-called “Type B” streams, and because their banks were held
in place by rock, rather than vegetation, the scientists who worked on the 1990 legislation
could not justify the considerable cost of requiring the retention of all timber adjacent to
them.

The proposed legislation would reverse that decision, and require 66-foot no-cut
buffers along all anadromous streams, irrespective of stream characteristics. This
protection would extend both to all “Type B" streams, as well as a small subclass of
anadromous streams that were originally not given a formal “type” designation.

In so doing, the proposed legislation assigns a “type” to all segments of an
anadromous stream system. Anadromous streams themselves are labeled “A” or “B,”
while tributaries to anadromous streams are labeled “C” or “D" streams, depending on
their steepness. AIll Types B and C streams would be subject to special stream bank
stability rules.

This puts to rest the concern that some segments of an ladromous system were

“unclassified” under the FPA

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED FOREST PRACTICES LEGISLATION

PAGE 2



2. Requiring timber to be left along other streams in order to provide IM P

LWD can be an important source of habitat for juvenile fish, and the 1990 FPA
encouraged the retention of low-value trees as potential LWD sources even along streams
where no formal buffer zone was required.

The proposed legislation goes much further in this respect. It requires the
retention of low-value timber along certain tributaries to anadromous streams, when it is
“prudent” to do so. LWD, of course, is of no direct value to these tributaries, because
there are no anadromous fish in them. But, research has shown that certain tributaries--
i.e., those of sufficient width and steepness-can transport LWD downstream to the
anadromous waterbody itself, and it is for these streams that retention is required.

The “prudence” limitation exists because it is sometimes dangerous to leave woclJ
adjacent to steep tributaries, because the trees can become part of debris torrents And
also, some low-value trees can be damaged as part of the harvest of the more valuable
timber that can still be taken along these tributaries. It was never the S/TC’s intent to
restrict the harvest of valuable, merchantable timber along these tributaries, and the

“prudence"” limitation assures that operators will still be able to harvest this timber

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED FOREST PRACTICES LEGISLATION
PAGE 3



PUBLIC LANDS PROTECTION PROVIDED IN STATUTE:

Sec. 41.17.118. Riparian standards for state land.

(&) The riparian standards for state land are as follows:

(1) on state forest land managed by the department that is located north
of the Alaska Range, harvest of timber may not be undertaken within 100 feet
immediately adjacent to an anadromous or high value resident fish water body
unless the division determines that adequate protection remains for the fish

habitat;
(2) on state forest land managed by the department that is located south

of the Alaska Range,

(A) harvest of timber may not be undertaken within 100 feet
immediately adjacent to an anadromous or high value resident fish water body;

(B) between 100 and 300 feet from the water body, timber harvest may
occur but shall be consistent with the maintenance of important fish and
wildlife habitat.

(b) The commissioner may impose additional riparian protection
standards for timber harvest operations through the adoption of land use plans
under AS 38.04.065 and under forest management plans and reports under AS
38.05.112 and AS 41.17.230.

(c) In the absence of asite-specific determination by the Department of
Fish and Game, the commissioner shall presume for planning purposes that a
stream is anadromous if it is connected to anadromous waters that are without
Department of Fish and Game documentation of a physical blockage and has a
stream gradient of 8 percent or less.

Sec. 41.17.119. Minimum riparian standards for other public land.
On other public land, harvest of timber may not occur

(1) within 100 feet from the shore or bank of an anadromous or high
value resident fish water body that is located south of the Alaska Rantre;

(2) within 100 feet immediately adjacent to an anadromous or high
value resident fish water body north of the Alaska Range unless the
commissioner determines that adequate protection remains for the fish habitat.

Sec. 41.17.950. Definitions.
In this chapter, unless the context otherwise requires . ...
(11) "other public land" means stare land managed by state agencies
other than the department, land owned by a municipality, and land owned by
the University of Alaska;



DESIGNATION OF REGION |

ARTICLE 07
GENERAL PROVISIONS

11 AAC 95.800

DESIGNATION OF REGIONS.
For the purposes of this chapter; the forest land of the state is divided into three
regions as follows:

(1) Region | (Coastal Sitka Spruce/Hemlock Region). Region I, the
coastal forest, is comprised primarily of Sitka spruce, western hemlock,
mountain hemlock, Alaska cedar, red alder, black cottonwood, western red
cedar, and lodgepole pine. Region | consists of the land within the following
area: ! ginning at Tongass, Alaska and then in a northwesterly direction along
the United States-Canada border to Mt. St. Elias; then westerly along the crest
of the Chugach Mountains to Portage; then continuing southwesterly through
Moose Pass, to the north end of the Harding Ice Field; then to the mouth of
Fox River; then southwesterly out of Kachemak Bay to Mt. Douglas; then
along the divide of the Aleutian Range to Aniakchak Crater; then to Cape
Kumliun; then easterly to Cape Sitkinak; then in a northeasterly direction to
Cape Suckling; then along the coastline in a southeasterly direction to Cape
Spencer; then along the coastline in a southeasterly direction along the outer
coasts of southeastern Alaska including all the islands of the Alexander
Archipelago to Cape Muzon; then in an easterly direction through Dixon

Entrance to Tongass, the point ol beginning;



Alaska Forest Resources & Practices Regions

as defined in 11 AAC 95.800 Designation of Regions

Region Description
I Coastal Sitka Spruce/Hemlock
Il Interior Spruce/Hardwood, South of
the Alaska Range
Interior Spruce/Hardwood, North
and West of the Alaska Range

Alaska Department of Natural Resources
Division of Forestry Offices



