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importance. Hawthorne Timber Company and Mendocino Redwood
Company (MRC) own the majority of private timberland and Jackson
Demonstration State Forest (JDSF) manages the majority of public land
zoned for timber harvest. 

Timberland Production Zones (TPZs) were created in 1976 by the State
Legislature preserve commercial timberland and lessen conversion
pressures by decreasing taxes on timberland. Counties were required to
establish zoning districts where only timber harvest, forest product
production, and compatible uses are permitted. Compatible uses include
watershed management, fish and wildlife management, construction of
utility services facilities, and grazing. The Mendocino County Coastal Plan
stipulated the minimum size for TPZs at 160 acres. Timberland conversion
is regulated by the State Board of Forestry. Alternative uses of forestland
which require limited or no conversion include recreational uses, tourism,
watershed protection, habitat conservation, special status species
recovery areas, aesthetic value, and harvesting of non-timber resources. 

Past timber harvest practices have severely impacted the Noyo River
watershed. Forest harvest can affect watershed hydrology by changing
evapo-transpiration through vegetation removal, increasing surface
runoff from compacted soil surfaces, and decreasing vegetation inter-
ception because of vegetation removal. Additionally, logging on steep
slopes, harvest of riparian forest, removal of instream woody debris and
the use of tractor yarding caused excessive sedimentation and habitat
alteration in the watershed, resulting in the 303(d) listing of the Noyo
River for sediment (see Key Watershed Issues Section) (NCRWQCB 1999).
In the late ‘90s, tractor yarding was still in use in 40—80% of the
watershed depending upon ownership (Matthews et al. 1999), but MRC
(2006a) reports an increase in the use of cable yarding to alleviate
sediment delivery to streams. 

The California Practice Rules, California Fish and Game Code, California
State Endangered Species Act (CESA), and federal Endangered Species
Act (ESA) are some of the policies that regulate timber harvest practices.
Forest Practice Rules (FPR) require that timber operations are conducted
within the context of the watershed in which they are located, to reduce
cumulative impact and increase habitat value to support biodiversity
(CDF 2006). The CESA and ESA seek to protect and restore threatened
species by placing restrictions on activities conducted near known repro-
ductive or rearing sites of protected species and on the “incidental take”
of protected species during management operations. Additionally, the
CDFG Recovery Strategy for Coho Salmon (2004) recommends the use of
soil mapping to guide land-use decisions, road design, Timber Harvest
Plans (THPs) and other activities that can promote erosion. 

Jackson Demonstration State Forest (JDSF) is the largest demonstration
forest in the State. Since 1947, JDSF has demonstrated sustainable
management practices for the private timber industry while maximizing
efficiency and production (CDF FRAP and The Resources Agency 2002).
The long-term policy of JDSF allows more forest growth each year than
is harvested (CDF 2007), however, forest management at JSDF has been
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