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COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

The MacKerricherState Park Preliminary General Plan was circulated for public review
in accordance with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act. Notice
of Availability was published in the Ukiah Daily Journal and the Mendocino Beacon.
Copies of the Plan were available for public review at the Fort Bragg Branch of the
Mendocino County Library, Russian River-Mendocino District Office, and Mendocino
Sector Office at Russian Gulch State Park. The Preliminary General Plan was sent to:

Resources Agency
California Coastal Commission
Coastal Conservancy
Department of Conservation
Department of Fish and Game
Department of Water Resources
Department of Transportation
Regional Water Quality Control Board - North Coast Region
Native American Heritage Commission
State Lands Commission
Bureau of Land Management
Nature Conservancy
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Mendocino County Council of Governments
Mendocino County Board of Supervisors
Mendocino County Planning and Building Services Department
Fort Bragg Planning Department
Supervizor Liz Henry, County of Mendocino
California Recreational Trails Committee
Sierra Club - Mendocino Chapter
Department of Anthropology, Sonoma State University
Sierra Club State Park Task Force
Mendocino Area Parks Association
Mendocino County Audubon Society
Fort Bragg Historic Preservation Committee for City General Plan Update
Senator Mike Thompson
Assemblyman Dan Hauser
31 Private Citizens

The public review period of 45 days ended February 24, 1995.

The Preliminary General Plan including the Environmental Impact Element, the
Comments and Response to Comments constitutes the Final Environmental Impact
Report for the purposes of the California Environmental Quality Act CCR Section

* 15132 and will be presented to the State Park and Recreation Commission for their
* consideration in approval of the General Plan.

Following the comment letters are the responses to the comments. The numbered
comments correspond to the numbered responses.





Mile were well-behaved and walking with their owners. Only one
was truly out of control and racing through the heaviest
concentration of plovers. Perhaps, unleasheddogs could be
permitted along sections of the haul road. It is always a shame
when all suffer for the inconsideration of a few.

I don’t ride, but I love horses on the beach. Making sure

4 the equestrian organizations and horse owners understand the
importance of having restricted areas of access and limits to
where they can ride will be sufficient.

*
* Lastly, we are absolutely AGAINST opening the haul road to

motorized traffic. If cars are allowed, the road becomes
unusable for pedestrians. I think bicycles and foot-traffic
should the only allowable mode of transportation. People go
there for the peace of enjoying our scenic coastline.

5
Additionally, Parks does not have the personnel necessaryto
control the abuses that will arise if automobile/motor bike
access is reestablished. Considerations for wheelchair
accessiblity to beachescan be made in enough places that opening
the haul road to vehicular traffic for that reason will be
unnecessary. People who need to drive to a beach rather than
walk can use Pudding Creek and the beach north of Ten Mile River.

Thank you for your consideration of our comments.

Sincerely,

Ginny Oesterle
President

Mendocino Coast Audubon Society





r

Mr. Robert Ueltzen
February 24, 1995
Page Two

& The document should state that formal consultation with the
* Department is required under CESA for any proposedactivity that

would potentially affect plants listed as Threatenedor Endangered.

This document does not appear to address the Department’s
previously stated concerns regarding impacts to the State-listed

q ThreatenedHowell’s spineflower from trail and haul road rerouting
and maintenancein the vicinity of Lake Cleone and elsewhere. We
understood that this would be covered under the topic of
"Vegetation Management." *

The document states on page 58 that "populations of ten
special plant species occur within MacKerricher State Park Table
5, Appendix C ." However, Appendix C does not contain a Table 5.

/ Table C-i within Appendix C lists 22 plant species under the
heading "Special Plant Species & Rare Natural Communities of
MacKerricher State Park" and does not designate which of these have
actually been found within the Park.

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please
contact Jack W. Booth, Wildlife Biologist, at 707 468-0639;
Ann Howald, Plant Ecologist, at 707 944-5529; or Carl Wilcox,
Environmental Services Supervisor, at 707 944-5525.

C& tA4L
* Acting gional Manager

Region 3

cc: Ms. Teresa Sholars
California Native Plant Society
Post Office Box 2340
Mendocino, CA 95460

Ms. Jan Knight
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Sacramento



United StatesDepartment of the Interior
FISHAND WILDLIFE SERVICE

E Skes
Saaano Field Office

2800 CottageWay, Room E-1803
Saaamgo,California 95825-1846

In Rqily Refa To:
l-1-95-TA-583 March 9, 1995

Mr. Robert Ueltzen
*

* Northern Service Center
Departmentof Parks and Recreation
P.O. Box 942896
Sacramento,CA 94296-0001

Subject: Comments on the Preliminary General Plan at MacKerricher State
Park, Mendocino County, California

Dear Mr. Ueltzen:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Preliminary GeneralPlan at
MacKerricher State Park Park. The U.S. Fish andWildlife Service Service
supports MacKerricher Stafe Park’s commitment to identify, protect, and
preservesensitive resourcesand the Park’s directive to protect and manage
special status plants and animals for their perpetuation.

To further assist you in your efforts of conservationand protection of
federally-listed, proposedand candidatespeciesand their habitats, we
recommendthe following:

1 RecognizeHowell’s spineflower, Chorizanthehowell.Li, as a federally

listed endangeredspecies. This speciesis known to occur in the area
and should be grantedfull protection as provided under the Endangered
SpeciesAct of 1973, as amendedAct.

2 Include a monitoring plan in the Special Plant Species ManagementPlan.
The managementplan should include regular monitoring of the threats,

IL
impacts, and population trends to determinemanagementneeds and

V evaluation of the effectiveness of the implementedconservation
activities. The Service is willing to provide technical assistance in
the development of managementplans for listed, proposed,and candidate
species.

* 3 Explore further protection strategy options to assure conservation of
habitat and associated species. Some options might include education

/I and outreach to conserve the Park’s sensitive habitats, conservation
agreementswith the Service for federally-listed and proposed species,
designation of land specific to the conservation of plant and animal
species, and acquisition of their occupied and un-occupied habitat.

4 Focus your surveys for red-legged frogs on the northern red-legged frog,*
a4

Lana aurora aurora, rather than the California red-legged frog, Rana

aurora draytoni.i, since the most recent Service information for the two
*

* subspecies indicates MacKerricher State Park is only within the range of
* the northern red-legged frog.



Mr. Robert Ueltzen * * 2

5 Protect the forest floor and coastal bluff areas from the effects of
foot-traffic and off-road vehicle use where violets Viola spp. are
found. Violets are the larval foodplants for the Myrtle’s silverspot
butterfly Speyeria zerenemyrtleae, listed as endangeredunder the
Act, and the Behren’s silverspot butterfly Speyeria zerenebehrensii,
proposed for listing under the Act. Surveys for these species should be
conductedbecauseif remnant butterfly populations are found, such areas
may be essential to the survival of the species.

If you have any questionsor concernsregarding this response,pleasecontact
Matthew D. Vandenbergof my staff at 9l6,979-2752, for further discussion.
Thank you for your concernabout endangeredspecies.

Sincerely,

Joel A. Medlin
Field Supervisor

cc: ARD-ES, Portland, OR



STATE OF CALIFORNIA-THE RESOURCES AGENCY PETE WILSON, Gov.mor

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION
NORTH COAST AREA
43 FREMONT, SUITE 2000
SAN FRANCISCO. CA 94105.2219
415 904.5260

24 February 1995

Northern Service Center
* ATTN: Robert Ueltzen

Department of Parks and Recreation
P.O. Box 942896 *
Sacramento, CA 94296-0001

RE: Preliminary General Plan for MacKerricher State Park

Dear Mr. Ueltzen:

Commission staff has reviewed the preliminary General Plan for MacKerricher
State Park. The Plan appears to address adequately all Mendocino County Local
Coastal Program Land Use Plan Policies regarding MacKerricher State Park.

We notice that on Page 58 there is a section on Special Plants, which includes
a directive that special plants within the park shall be protected and managed
for their perpetuation, and that management plans will be developed for all
special plant species found within the unit.

The Coastal Commission has taken on appeal A-l-MEN-94-42 a County-approved
land division on property adjacent to MacKerricher State Park APN
069-052-04. On this property are many specimens of the Point Reyes horkelia
Horkelia marinensis, which is listed as rare and endangered by the
California Native Plant Society. Apparently the owners of the property, David
Springer and Maryellen Sheppard, have spoken with Bill Berry, Director of
State Parks in Mendocino County, regarding management of a conservation
easement over the portions of their property that contain the horkelia.

/6 The Commission has approved with conditions the land division, and has
attached as a permit condition of approval a requirement that the applicants

* record an offer to dedicate an open space easement over certain portions of
the property that contain the horkelia as well as other sensitive habitat.
Should the Department of Parks accept for management this easement, or
possibly at some future time buy a portion of the property and incorporate it
into MacKerricher State Park, the Coastal Commission would be greatly
interested in having the rare *and endangered horkelia protected and managed to
perpetuate its growth, pursuant to Parks’ directive.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
* *

* Sincerely,
‘1

/11/
JO INSBERG
Coastal Planner
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-‘o Mr. Robert Ueltzen
3partment of Parks and Recreation

i725 23rd Street
Sacramento, Calif 95816

Dear Mr. Ueltzen:

I have several comments on the general plan:

The sensitive plant list is not helpful becauseit includes many species that
absolutely do not occur in the park Blennosperma, Carex californica and
Erieron suplex. It also leaves out many sensitive species that do occur in
the park. A few of the sensitive species that occur in the park that are not
listed am the plan are listed below.
The following is from the cNPS Inventory of Rare and Endangered
Species, 1994

Plant/Family/Notes CNPS R-E-D State/Fed. Habitat
List Code List

Abronip umbellata lB 2-2-2 /C2 CoDns
ssp. breviflora

Nyctaginaceae
"pink sand-verbena"
rennia1 herb
.ly- September

Boschniakia hookeri 2 3-1-1 CEQA cNCFrs
Qrobanchaceae
"small groundcone"
Perennial Herb rhizomatous, parasitic
April -August
Parasitic on Gaultheria shallon and Vaccinium spp.

Collinsia corymbosa * lB 2-2-3 CEQA CoDns
Scrophulariaceae
"round-headedchinese houses"
Annual herb
April - June

Heserevax sparsiflora 4 1-2-1 CEQA? CBScr, CoDns
var. brevifolia

Asteraceae
"short-leaved evax"
Annual herb
April -June

Listera cordata 4 1-2-1 CEQA? BgFns, LCFrs, NCFrs
rchidaceae
.ieart- leaved twayblade"

Perennial herb March-July



3 2. I do not think that Lupinus bicolor is a common dune species page 32

3. I am concerned that the plan does not adequately address each sensiti.
species and how best to protect each species in its own specialized
ecological niche. As it stands the plan does not address the protection of
the sensitive species individually at all.

I V The newest Inventory edition 1994 should be used.

I would be happy to respond in further detail or to work with park personnel
on this matter.

DRY, CNPS Rare Plant Coordinator
Author of Lupinus Jepson Manual
Botanist, Science Coordinator
1211 Del Mar Drive
College of the Redwoods
Fort Bragg, Ca, 954372

xc:Cindy Catalano
Acting Regional Manager, Region 3
Department of Fish and Game

Renee Pasquinelle
State Park Ecologist
Mendocino Area State Parks



Fort Bragg Unified School District
TonySorci,Superintendent

312SouthLincoln Street,FortBragg,California 95437-4499 Telephone707 961-2850 Fax707 964-5002

February15,1995

RobUeltzen
Dept. of ParksandRecreation,NorthernServiceCenter
1725 - 23rdStreet#200
Sacramento,CA 95816

DearMr. Ueltzerr

It hascometo my attentionthatoneof theproposedusesof MackerricherStateParkis asan outdoor
educationcenter. Fort Braggschoolsarealwaysinterestedin educationalopportunitiesin thelocal
environment.

MackerricherParkoffersmanypossibilitiesasan educationalsite. It is well knownasoneof the best
marinemammalobservationpoints. Theeasilyaccessibletidepoolsandsanddunesprovideadditional
study areas.

An outdooreducationcenterwith trainednaturalistswould providea valuableopportunityfor local
teacherswantingto exposetheir studentsto seashoreecologyandnaturalhistory. Thewiseuseand
conservationof naturalresourcesis anecessarypartof public education.I believeFortBraggschools
would takeadvantageof this typeof facility in the future.

Thankyou forconsideringour inputin yourplanningprocess.

Sincerely,

TonySorci
Superintendent
Fort BraggUnified SchoolDistrict



P.O. Box 942
Mendocino CA 95460

707937-0722

* ARecreational Outlet
for Orthopedically Impaired Children

1/27/95

To whcxn this concerns:
/

Recently I saw a copy of the MacKerricher GeneralPlan Newsletterand

noticed a referenceto the creation of an outdoor educationcenter.We at

Camp Rubber Soul are very interestedand supportive of this plan.

As a sumnercamp for disabledyouth, one of our neinobjectives is to

get thesekids outside where they can enjoy and appreciatenature.In the

past five yearswe havevisited MacKerricher State Park often.With it’s

ccznbinationof woodenwalkways and varied aspectsof nature it fits our

needswell.

An outdoor educationcenter with trained naturalists would provide an

excellent opportunity for thesekids to learn nore about the natural.

world. This aspectof life is often limited for those with nobility

impairments.We would considerusing the facility for our program provided

that it is engineeredproperly for ample wheelchair accessibilty.

As a side note, the absenceof wheelchair accessiblebathrocxnsat the

23 day-useareahas beena major inconvenience.It would also be much
appreciatedi a wheelchairaccessibletrail could be built up to the
Haul Rd. north of the cave-in.

Thankyou for considering our input in your planning process.

In service,

Beth W. Szychowski
President
Board of Directors
Camp Rubber Soul



Pacific Environmental Education

February 20, 1995

Rob Ueltzen
Dept. of Parksand Recreation
1725-23rd Street #200
Sacramento, CA. 95816

Dear Mr. Ueltzen:

Pacific Environmental Education Center or PEEC has been in existence on the North
Coast now for over 20 years. The center has been providing a complete local,
scientific, outdoor educational program for thousands of students around Northern
California since its beginning. Students from 5th through 7th grade participate in a
hands on study of a variety of habitats in the area and enjoy a wonderful experience.
The curriculum covered during their 5 day stay encompasses several key areas of
study stated in the California State Science Framework. A program such as this brings
the real world into the classroom and helps enrich the important scientific education of
many California students.

Mackemcher is a popular state park locally and with a number of out of town visitors.
The park is popular because one can experience 44the marine and shore
environments, sand dunes, marine terrace, wetland areas, geology, plant and animal
life, and numerous cultural sites" its boundaries. As an outdoor recreational
area the park offers something for everyone, as a site for an outdoor education facility
Mackemcher makes perfect sense.

As president of the PEEC board of directors and a frequent visitor to Mackemcher I
strongly urge the State of California Parks Department to join with PEEC and the two
will greatly benefit. PEEC is currently in negotiations with the State Parks Department.
It is encouraging that PEEC is mentioned in the memo announcing public comment of
the Mackerricher general plan. I am writing to voice my comment and approval of this
union.

In the current general plan for the park, there are several sections that mention the
idea of a facility for an environmental education center. I urge you to take the
opportunity PEEC is offering and make this idea become reality. Because it is an
established business, PEEC will be able to immediately start running a program at a
facility at Mackemcher. Already Mackemcher is a vital part of PEEC’s program.
Students spend part of their week studying various sites at the park. They are

43000 Road 409, Mendocino, Caiifomia 95460 707 9611059



currently being bussed from the Road 409 facility to Mackerricher. If the entire
program takes place at Mackerricher, PEEC will be closer to the various study sites.
The participants of the program will also develop an intimate relationship with the
State Park System. The union ot these two organizations is a logical evolution for
both.

Economically, Máckerricher will benefit if PEEC moves in. The facility could be rented
out during the park’s busiest season, because PEEC operates in the faIl and spring. In
the winter the facility could be rented by other educational groups and retreat
programs. PEEC itself will provide an income to the park. The PEEC program could
be enriched and expanded by the involvement of park rangers. Ukewise PEEC’s
naturalists will be spreading the message of conservation to our future land stewards.
The opportunities for the two organizations are too numerous to mention in one short
letter.

Again, I encourage you to continue the plans for an environmental education center
being PEEC at Mackemcher. I welcome the chance to be involved in the decision
making process. Thank you for the opportunity.

SincerIy,
./‘,/ /2

VI ,
Julie A. Castillo
President of the Board

c.c. Bill Berry, Superintendent, Mendocino Coast State Parks

* Mackerricher General Plan, Land Use Element, Declaration of Purpose page 102.

MackerricherGeneralPlan, Facility Proposals page 4
Interpretive proposals page 5
Impact Concerns, Facilities Element, Facilities Proposals for the Campground
page 165



NedHarwood
26150BennieLane

Fort Bragg,CA 95437

Rob Ue1en
Dept.ofParksandRecreation
NorthernServiceCenter
1725-23rdStreet#200
Sacramento,CA 95816 25 January1995

DearMr. Ueltzcn,

I wasverypleasedto review a copy oftheMacKemcher GeneralPlanNewsrecently. I wantto
encourageyourattcxnpto shareandpreserveMacKerricher S beauty.

In parucular,I wantto express
I iiutrinn prng1m r MacKmchg
I with thePacific EnvironmentalEducationCenterPEECaboutimplementingeducational
I programsin thepark for youthsin the6th and7thgrades.Naturestudiescan be soimportantfor

5 ds this age,andwhatbetterpLaceto exposethemto thegreatoutdoorsthanMacKerncher.

I Uniting PEEC.an educationalorganizationwith aproventrackrecord,with theecological
diversity foundat theparkwould do well to furtherMacKerrichefsinterpreuveandrecreational
goals.

Bestof luck with executingyourgeneralplan.

Sincerely,

é-/.2 t--

Ned Harwood

Ai’e;4 ,J,4T:7’



159 Jewett St.
Fort Bragg, CA 954.37
February 26, 1995

Mr. Robert Ueltzeri
Northern Service Center
Deartment of Parks and Recreation
P.O. Box 94.2896
Sacramento, CA 94.296-oOol

Dear Mr. Ueltzen:

I apologize for my tardiness in writing to you regarding the
MacKerricher S.P. General Plan, which I recently read through.

I was very favorably impressed by the document’s scope and by
the detailed understanding of this complex park which it demon
strated. I was particularly pleased by the emphasis placed on
te oroteetion of natural resources -- i particular, the
Virgin Creek Beach area, the Inglenook Fen, and the Ten-Mile
River area.

Of special importance to me and to the local chapter of
Audubon for which I have been spokeswomanregarding planning
for MaciCerricher, is the promotion of protective efforts in
relation to the roosting sites and historic nesting areas of
the threatened coastal pooulation of Western Snowy Plover.

We take issue with two items only. I mention them recognizing
that your policies must often represent compromisesbetween
opposing points-of-view. These two are:

The provisions for parking at Ten-Mile seem excessive.
Please consider reduction to 10 or 15 spaces rather than
30. At preser..t the unofficial parking area, which will
hold 6 vehicles, is very rarely full. We understand that
you need to provide a safe and legal place to park but
believe 30 spaces is too many, even given the projected
increase in population.

We have considerable misgivings about continuing to
allow horses in the park, as it seems to us they do
a great deal of damage to a variety of natural res-urces;
it also seems unlikely that they will be ridden only
in the dettgnated areas. We have been told that it is
not possible for you to prohibit hoseback-riding --

that we are saddled with them, so. to sneak. Is this
true, or is it possible to consider that advantages of
keefling them out of the park?

In conclusion, we are very pleased with almost all of the recom
mendatioris in this carefully researcheddocument.

Dorothy
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CITY OF FORT BRAGG
1ncoporatedAugust5, 1889

416 N. Franklin St.
Fort Bragg, CA 95437

FAX 707-961-2802
January 20, 1995

Robert Veltzen
Northern Services Center
Department of Parks and Recreation
P. 0. Box 942896
Sacramento, CA 94296-0001

Dear Mr. Veltzen:

The City of Fort Bragg Planning Department has reviewed the
Preliminary General Plan for MacKerricher State Park. We offer
the following comments:

Page3-4
Support facilities proposals with special interest in the
trestle, haul road and the southern entrance improvements
to MacKerricher State Park.

LandUse Element, Map #9, "SouthernSection"
Lands south of Pudding Creek, west of Highway 1, east of

9 the Haul Road and north of Elm Street have different land
use classifications.

LandUse Element, MaP #11, "Southern Section"
The City would recommend acquiring the Glass Beach property
west of Old Haul Road from Elm Street to the trestle.
Public access is available at Elm Street and possibly other
pocket beaches on the property, a parking lot on the south
side of the trestle, public parking along Old Haul Road,
and having park lands on both sides of Pudding Creek would
be extremely beneficial to the citizens of the world.

Page143, Appropriate Additions,#5
In relation to this recommendation, the Glass Beach
property would be an ideal candidate for purchase. Access,
a trail system, public parking and a "bookends" effect of
park land on both sides of Pudding Creek should make this a
top priority and be included in the twenty year plan.

Page153, FacilitiesElement
Support Haul Road, Trestle Coastal Trail concept.

There may be another letter from Dave Goble, Assistant Public
Works Director with comments regarding water and sewer
capabilities. Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the
Preliminary General Plan. I wish you success in implementing
the Plan.

Ve tly,9yours,

S"d’ott Cochran
Planning Director

SCC/brp
VELTZEN. LTR/PLAN95

ADMINISTRATIOWENGINEERING FINANCE/WATER WORKS BUILDING/PLANNING
707 961-2823 707 961-2825 707 961-2828
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CITY OF FORT BRAGG
IncorporatedAugust5, 1889

416 N. Franklin St.
Fort Bragg, CA 95437

FAX 707-961-2802

February 1, 1995

Robert Ueltzen
Department of Parks & Recreation
Post Office Box 942896
Sacramento, California 94296-0001

Dear Mr. Ueltzen:

I have reviewed only a small portion of the preliminary
General Plan for MacKerricher State Park provided to me by our
City Planning Director. The areas reviewed were utilities on
page 97 and Facilities Element on page 159 and I have only one
minor correction and some information.

On page 159 reference is made to City water 2200 feet from
the South MacKerricher Coastal Trail Access Facilities, when it
is actually 600 feet from the facilities near the Pudding Creek

3 1 Lift Station at Highway 1. Wells are permitted within the City
Limits for domestic use in areas that do not have infrastructure
available, however, once available the owner has 60 days to
connect to the City system and convert the well to landscape use
only with proper backf low prevention, or abandon the well. This
is covered in Section 14.04.125 of the Fort Bragg Municipal Code.

Plans and specifications have been completed to extend City
utilities north from Pudding Creek to the City Limits. We
currently have no time schedule for construction, as funding for
this project is still being established.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your plan.

Sierely,

- L14,4w W.,4&
David W. GobléJ -
Assistant Pub’ic Works Director

* DWG:cvw - -

B1PARX/DAVE95

ADMINISTRATION/ENGINEERING FINANCE/WATER WORKS BUILDING/PLANNING
707 961-2823 707 961-2825 707 961-2828



Feb. 10, 1995

Dept. of Parks and Recreation,
Northern Service Center
1725 23rd St., #200
Sacramento, Ca. 95816
ATTN: Rob Ueltzen

Dear Mr. tieltzen,

I am writing in response to the preliminary draft general
* - plan for MacKerric-her State Park which is on file at the Fort

Bragg public library.

First of all, I would like to express my appreciation for
the effort that has gone into this preliminary general plan,
particularly with respect to utilizing public input and incor
porating it into the proposals.

Since I live adjacent to the park, it is of particular
concern to me that its unique natural features be preserved.
I was pleased to see that the bluffs adjoining the haul road,
and the meadow connecting the haul road to Hwy. 1 near Virgin
Creek Beach footpath access are designated as "Natural zone -

appropriate public use encouraged" Drawing #26790 and "Low use
intensity" Drawing #26788. I feel that these provisions honor
the general public sentiment, to preserve and retain these natural
areas.

I am, however, concerned by the intention to increase
signage and establish prescribed trails along the bluffs adjacent
to the haul road Drawing #26791. It has been my experience
that these measures are neither necessary nor appropriate, since
closure of the road to motor vehicles. Over the years, this area
has been enjoyed by visitors and local residents who have shown
respect for the natural features, and it is my opinion that the
best maintenance and assistance which the State Parks could
provide for us, is your goodwill and noninterference with the
integrity of the natural landscape.

Erosion of the bluffs, caused by rainfall and groundsquirrel
activity, is a natural occurence which would not be slowed down by
mandated trails or posted restrictions. In my opinion, the
existing bluff trails, utilized by both wildlife and humans, are
in harmony with the environment-and non-harmful to geologic
stability, or diversity of plants and animals.. The addition
of more signs and/or man-made trails would be an intrusion on
the landscape.

As I mentioned before, there is a high degree of respect for
this area among those people who leave -their cars behind, and
enjoy a long, quiet walk by the ocean. The various bluff trails



which exist are limited and well utilized. If the Parks

JZ Service wishes to carry out the wishes of a majority of
regular haul road area users and visitors, it will desist
from adding more signs or restricting access to the bluffs.

I think that maintenance of the haul road pavement
and restoration of the Pudding Creek trestle are positive
and useful projects! Also important are plans for campground
expansion to accommodate more people in the years ahead.

Hopefully, the open spaces in the-park can remain unspoiled,
as places of beauty and freedom for the human spirit.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments, and
your continued work on MacKerricher Park. -

Sincerely yours,

Victoria Kraus

75O N. P-iP-’ T
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NOYO RIVER INDIAN COMMUNITY
P0 BOX 91

FORT BRAGG. CA 95437

February 14, 1995

Mr. Robert Ueltzen
Dept. of Parks & Recreation * - -
Northern Service Center

* *
- P.O. Box 94286-0001

Sacramento, CA 94286-0001

Dear Mr. Ueltzen:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and make any comments on
the Preliminary General Plan for MacKerricher State Park. I do have a
couple of comments that I will address below concerning the Native
American text of the plan:

Page 46 - Paragraph 6 and Page 186 - Paragraph 1 both the same concern

The last sentence must be changed, especially the after-thought
words and many Indians left, some going to Round Valley.

FACT: When the Mendocino Reservation was abandoned,any Indians visible,
including the local Poinos and coastal Yukis, were rounded up like cattle
and driven by the soldiers to Round Valley. This atrocity was our own
coastal "Trail of Tears" as told to me by my grandmother. I was told
that Indian women who had young babies, who couldn’t keep up, were hit
in the head by rifle butts of the government soldiers on horseback and
left to die by the trail with babies still sucking on their breasts.
My childrens great-grandparents were also rounded up and.’d±.iven to Round
Valley with the other Indians but ran away after three days making the
long journey back to the coast. They lived long and productive lives
along the Meridocino Coast and both are buried inthe Fort Bra area.

Page 205 - SPECIAL EVENTS

Please add to large groups etc. paragraph after the words:

foot races, wedding receptions, club activities, NATIVE AMERICAN
festivities, etc. -



MacKerricher General Plan
February 14, 1995
Page 2

Generally, this Mackerricher Preliminary General Plan appears very
ambitious with many strong features. I would like Native American
history to be portrayed accurately and truthfully in all documents being
currently developed and published for the public if at all possible.
Please take under consideration my comments and use what you can.
Thank you. - - -

Sincerely,

Harriet Stanley-Rhoades
P.O. Box 91
Fort Bragg, CA 95437

HSR/hs

cc: Valerie Stanley
Rob ma Rafanan



Stat. of Callfcrn,a BUSinSUS. TSflSpoft*tafl and Housing Ag.ncy

Memorandum

ROBERT UELTZEN Dat. : February 15, 1995
Department of Parks & Recreation
1725 - 23rd Street FIIsNo.: l-Men-1-64.87
Sacramento, CA 95816 MacKerricher State

Park General Plan
SCH #95013019

From DEPARTMENT OF TRXSPORTATION - District 1
P. 0. Box 3700, Eureka, CA 95502-3700

SUbj.ct : MacKerricher State Park Preliminary General Plan/DEIR

We have reviewed the MacKerricher State Park Preliminary
General Plan/Draft Environmental Impact Report DEIR for the
development and expansion of the existing State Park facilities,
located north of Fort Bragg, west of Route 1, from Pudding Creek
north to Ten Mile River, and offer the following comments:

The concept for this segment of Route 1 is a two-lane

conventional
highway with 12-foot lanes and four-foot shoulders.

We recommend that the final EIR adopt the Caltrans highway
concept for this segment of Route 1.

Caltrans’ right of way adjacent to park lands consists of a
range of ownership including access controlled, prescriptive
rights, easements and fee title. We recommend a corridor
preservation setback of 50 feet as measured from centerline for
this segment of Route 1. Such a setback is consistent with the

4
route concept and the Highway Design Manual for two-lane highway
widths. The setback would allow for work on the State highway,
including the development of four-foot shoulders primarily for
bicycle and pedestrian use, minimize the chance of disrupting
property improvements, and help protect the improvements from
adverse highway impacts such as dust and noise. Improvements
within the setback should not include required parking areas.

We understand from discussion with Joanne Weiler of your
staff on January 26, 1995, that there are basically three areas
adjacent to Route 1 where accessto Route 1 may be improved as a
part of the General Plan: 1 at Pudding Creek Beach the
parking lot will be paved; 2 at South MacKerricher Coastal -

42 Trail Access parking area the parking lOt will be paved and
expanded from 30 to 60 spaces; and 3 at the Caltrans mixing
table just south of Ten Mile River the parking lot will be
increased- from 5 to 30 spaces. Joanne -also- indicated that she
has discussed the proposed plans for access to Route 1 with
Royal Mccarthy, Caltrans - Permit Engineer.



Mr. Robert Ueltzen -
February 15, 1995
Page 2

Caltrans cannot release the "mixing table" south of Ten
Mile River to the jurisdiction of MacKerricher State Park, nor
allow its use as a parking facility, because Caltrans uses the

q "table" for temporary storage of materials used in the repair
and maintenance of Highway 1. We therefore recommend that

* references to providing parking at the mixing table south of Ten
Mile River be deleted from the General Plan.

Any of the existing or proposed aócessesto Route 1 should
be upgraded or built to Caltrans current public road approach
standards in accordance with Chapter 400, Index 405.7 of the
Caltrans Highway Design Manual. Any work within the State
highway right of way as a result of this project will require an
encroachment permit from Caltrans per 1991 Statutes relating to
the California Department of Transportation, Chapter 3, Articles
1 and 2. The encroachment permit application submittal must
include a copy of the lead agency’s conditions of project
approval. Provisions for adequate sight distance and turning
geometrics are the responsibility of the applicant. Early
consultation on engineering plans and drainage plans that affect
State highway right of way is recommended. Requests for en
croachment permit application forms can be sent to Caltrans
District 1 Permits Office, P. 0. Box 3700, Eureka, CA 95502-
3700, or requested by phone at 707 445-6390.

The Directive on page 56 of the Plan under "Pacific Coast
Highway/State Highway 1", indicates that the Department of Parks
and Recreation "shall review all proposed repair, maintenance,
or development plans for those sections of State Highway 1 that
are adjacent to or in physical or visual proximity to park
resources." Caltrans development projects such as highway

5 widening and adding pullouts adjacent to the Park will continue
7 to be reviewed by the public and other State agencies. Caltrans

repair and maintenance projects such as the removal of land
slides are not distributed for public/other agency comment,
unless the project has the potential of having a significant
impact on resources adjacent to the highway. Therefore, we
recommendthat the above mentioned Directive on page 56 of the
General Plan be removed.



Mr. Robert Ueltzen
February 15, 1995
Page3 -

We would appreciate receiving a copy of the final environ
mental document, and any conditions of approval and required
mitigations. Should you have any questions, please call Dave
Carstensenat 707 441-5813. -

CHERYL S. WILLIS, Chief
Transportation Planning and
Public Transportation Office

cc:Michael Chiriatti
State Clearinghouse
1400 Tenth Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
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RAYMOND HALL TELEPHO.
DIRECTOR 707 964-5379

COUNTY OF MENDOCINO

- DEPARTMENT OF PLANNING AND BUILDING SERVICES
MAILING ADDRESS:

February 13, 1995 143WESTSPRUCESTREET
FORT BRAGG, CA 95437

Robert Ueltzen
Northern Service Center
Departmentof Parks and Recreation
P0 Box 942896
Sacramento, CA 94296-0001

Subject: MacKerricher State Park General Plan

Dear Mr. Ueltzen:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the preliminary plan for
MacKerricher State Park. I found it informative, well-written
and thorough.

The Plan identifies and discussesvarious policies of the
County’s Local Coastal Program LCP as they apply to
MacKerricher. Of particular importance is the issue of Mill
Creek Drive. On page 163, the Plan states:

"The Departmentwill notify park visitors and local
residents before implementing solutions that will affect
Mill Creek Drive emphasis added."

If the Departmentproposesto implement either of the identified
closure options, it will be necessaryto do more than "notify"
the public. A coastal developmentpermit from the County also
will be required prior to any closure. The Coastal Act and the
County’s LCP define "development" requiring a coastal permit as,
among other things, a ". . .changein the intensity of use of
water, or of accessthereto. ..emphasis added." It is very
important that the General Plan recognize that any closure may be
implementedonly after a coastal permit has been obtained. This
will require the Department to work closely with the Board of
Supervisorsand local residents to achieve an acceptable
solution.

I would be happy to provide you with any further information or
answer any questions you or your staff may have.

Six.

I
Su - ising Planner - -

GLB: am
letter. ueltzen

cc: Liz Henry, Supervisor, 4th District
aymond Hall, Director

Alan Fallen, Chief Planner



C.F. CAMPBELL, DIRECTOR DIVISIONS

Lx Officio Administration& Buslnsu
RosaCommlulon.r.CounlySur,syor COUNTY OF MENDOCINO Airports

CountyEngln..r
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

* Transpo,tatIon/RoaØs

UKIAH, CALIFORNIA 95482
707 463-4363

FAX 707 463-5474

- l7February1995 -

Mr. Rob Ueltzen
Dept. of ParksandRecreation,NorthernServiceCenter

* 1725 - 23rd Street#200
Sacramento,CA 95816

RE: MACKERRICHER STATE PARK PRELIMINARY DRAFT GENERAL PLAN
MILL CREEK DRiVE CR 425

DearMr. Ueltzen:

Uponreadingoftheavailability ofthePreliminaryGeneralPlanfor MacKerricherStatePark-
in Issue#5 ofMacKerricherGeneralPlanNews,wereviewedthesubjectdocument.With thegoal
of increasingsafetyfor parkvisitors, theFacilitiesElementoftheGeneralPlanpage163 includes
severalproposedoptionsforMill CreekDrive, CR 425. In referenceto thoseoptions,weoffer the
following commentsfor yourconsideration:

1. Option No. 1 suggeststhe "nighttimeonly" closureof Mill CreekDrive. Basedupon our
understandingofStreetsandHighwaysCodeSection942.5,closureor restrictionof a County
Highwaycan only be accomplishedby authority of theBoard of Supervisors. Streetsand
HighwaysCodeSection 966 ‘..providesfor the erection andmaintenanceofgateson the
county highwaysto avoid thenecessityofbuilding highwayfences",and would not applyto
the situation proposed for remedy.

2. Option No. 5a suggeststhe posting of a low speedlimit on Mill Creek Drive. We have
previouslyrespondedto this issuein our31 August 1994letterto JamesE. Stillwill of theState
Departmentof ParksandRecreation,in responseto his requestforthepostingof a 15 MPH
speedlimit copiesof lettersattachedfor reference. To reiterate, CountyHighwaysaresubject

- to requirementsand regulationsofboth the Streetsand HighwaysCodeandVehicle Code. We
arenot awareof any provisionthatwould allow the reduction ofthe speedlimit to 15 MPH on
a road such asMill CreekDrive.

Office Address:340 Lak. MendocinoDrive Mailing Addres Courthouse



Ueltzen- Mill CreekDrive CR 425
Page2 of2

3. OptionNo. 5b suggeststhe constructionofseveralspeedbumpson Mill CreekDrive. Such

53 installationwould require obtainingan encroachmentpermit from theDepartmentof Public
Works. Becauseofsafetyconsiderations,we do not consider speedbumps to be an acceptable
methodof traffic controlon County Roads.

4. OptionNo. 5csuggeststhe installationof stopsigns"...on the roadat its intersectionswith the
park entranceroadandlor thePinewoodCampgroundentrance." If theproposalis to stop

-
- traffic whichwould beenteringonto theCountyRoad,wehaveno comment. If the proposal

is to stop Mill Creek Drive traffic, pleasenote that the CaltransTraffic Manualsets forth

5 specificwarrantsfor theinstallationofstop signson CountyRoads. Such installationsshould
only be installed where warrantedby facts and field studies, and as authorizedby the
MendocmoCountyBoard of Supervisors.Accident records would be a primary factor in

considerationof astopsign installation. The installationof stopsignsfor thesolepurposeof
slowingtraffic is not consistentwith thepolicy for theuseofsuchsigns. Departmentof Public
Works would review anyandall such requestsfor traffic controlson theCountyroad.

As statedin ourpreviousletter, wewould begladto work with your department to fmd mutually
satisfactory solutionswhich bestservethepublic interest. If youhaveanyquestionsorconcerns
regardingthis, pleasecontactmeat yourconvenience.

Sincerely,

CF. Campbell,
Director

cc: SupervisorHenry,FourthDistrict Supervisor
RayHall, Departmentof PlanningandBuilding Services
CR 425

StanleyTownsend
DeputyDirector



flATZ OFCAWORNIA - RISOURcFSAGENC PETEWILSON,

DEPARTMENTOF PARKSAND RECREATION
RUSSIANRIVER - MENDOCINO DISTRICT - -.. * -. -

VThOCINO SECTOR - - - --

P J0X440 -.

Mendocino,California 95460 - * -
* I-

707 937-5804
August 14, 1994 - . ‘

.

C.F.Cainpbell * -
.

- * -* -

CountyofMendocino
DepartmentofPublic Works -
Ukiah,CA9542

DearMr. Campbe - * LI
rhe StateParkStaffofMendocinoSectorhassomeconcernsaboutthecurrentspeedlimitc ofcoway

roadsin stateparksandofthe public’s safety on theseroads. Mill CreekRoadin MacKerrickerStateParkand
HeeserDrive in MendocinoHeaThndsStateReservehavevisitors walkingandbicyclingalongtheroadedge
daily.

Mill CreekRoadis currentlyposted25 mph. h’s narrow without a shoulderand at severaldiffcit
pointsalongthis road twovehiclescannotpasseachothersafelywhentherearcpeoplewalking..This roadis
beavyusedbyhikersandbicyclistsaccessingthebeach,lagoon,campground,andtheHardRoad.Park
visitationhasincreasedby a factorofeight8 timessincetheroadwasoriginallybuilt Thereis along gradual
inclinedt tendsto acceleratewestboundtraffic whichendsatadog-legcurvewith vegetationalongtheroad
waycausingrestrictedvisibility whichtcs ahazardousenvironmentfor motorists,pedestriansand -
bicyclists.Thereis acampgroundentrancealongMill CreekRoadwhichaddsto theuseby hikers,bicyclists
andmotorists.At campgroundentrancere is alsoheavyvehicleusedueto vehiclesenteringandexiting the
campground.Therearcanumberofplacesalongtheroadwherevisitors crossfrom CleonLaketo fish, to go to
thebeach,andto usetheHaul Road.11 urraiLspeedof25 mph is too fastfor theexistingfoot andbicycle
traffic. We requestthat the postedspeedlimit on this road be reducedto 15 miles per hour for public safety.

HeeserDrive is currentlypostedat35 mphand is heavilyusedby touristsandresidentsalike on foot
and bicycles.Daily visitors to the park are walking and crossmgthis drive for whale watdiing hiking and
bicycling. Manypeoplewalk downfrom d townofMendocinoalongHeeserDriveto gani accessto thetrails
andthebeachareas.Although; theroadhasagood centerline and is wide enoughto allow for goodtraffic flow
the speedis excessivewhenpedestriansarepresentThestandardspeed,for visitor safetyin parks,wlr there
arcno campsitespresentis 25 miles per hour. We also requestthat the posted speedlimit be reduced to 25
milers perhourfor visitor say.

We thank you for giving this requestconsiderationandwe hopethat you will cwuuit your resourcesto
reducingthespeedson Mill CreekRoadandHeeserDrive.

Sli
SupervisingRanger
CentralandNorth Sectors



C.F. cAuPeEL.L, DIRECTOR - DJVISION$
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StateDeptofParksandRecreation
RussianRiverMendocinoDistrict
MendocinoSector
P.O. Box 440
Mendocino,CA 95460

Attn: JamesE. Stilweil

DearMr. Stilwell:

COUNTY OF MENDOCINO
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

UKIAH, CALIFORNIA 95482 -
707 463-4363

FAX 707 463-5474

August31,1994 -

Adnd.Ws*rathon & S4wes
-
Enan.dn. and T.dwWc. A.ISt,flC.

Land Iaioiand
Tmnodat1o&R
SoddWasteMan.un.nt

PUBLIC WORKS
H. ARNOLD -

W. BILSTEIN
C. BOYER
C. CAMPBELL
C. DALZELL
D. ELLINGER
A GIALDINI
V JACOBS

b

G.POOL I

S. I UWNtNL

l LWEER
- D.WHITE

-g
-1

With referenceto yourletterof 14 August1994regardingSpeedLimits on portionsofboth
HeezerDrive, CR No. 407FFandMill CreekDrive, CRNo. 425. I’ve hadan opportunityto
reviewyoursuggestions/requestandoffer thefollowing for consideration.

MillCreek Drive. CR425

CountyHighwaysareofcoursesubjectto requirements/regulationsofboth theStreetsand
HighwaysCodeandVehicleCodeand I’m notawareofanyprovisionthatwouldallow usto
reducethespeedlimit to only 15 MPH on aroad like Mill CreekDrive. In this regard.....ifthe
Statehasspecialauthorityto establisha 15 MPH on similar roadsunderStatecontrol,please
provideusa copy andwe will look at it for applicabilityto aCountyHighway.

While recognizingthat it maynot haverepresentedpeaktraffic useconditions, when I reviewed
theroad lastWednesdayafternoon.....ingeneral,whatI sawwould lenditself to resolutionthru
operationalchangesratherthanimpositionofa 15 MPH speedlimit.

Althoughwe look forwardto reviewingthe situationwith you in thefield, theissueofimmediate
concernis:

The parkhasremovedall roadshoulderareasandwhile recognizingit eliminatesvehicle
parking it alsoforcesany pedestriantypetraffic ontotheroadwayitself. The Park

needsto establishformal pedestrianwalkwaysto get themoff theroadway.

Office Addrsu 340 LU. M.ndoclno Off,. Mailing Addrsan Cowihous.



Page2

With establishedwalkwaysandformal pedestriancrossings,we canprovideappropriate
advisorysigning.

Our experienceis thatyouhaveto reducethe opportunity for conflict ratherthandependingon
anunenforceablespeedlimit Separatewalkwaysandtrails will bestremovethoseconflicts.

HeezerDrive. CR No.407FF

Againpointingout thatwe aregovernedby theVehicle Code,et. al whilewe generally
supportthe suggested25 MPH Speed Linu .it would mostlikely not beapplicableto
establishedwarrants. You mention that the Statehasa "StandardSpeed"for such situationsand
a copyofyour regulationsmayassistus in a 25 MPH SpeedLimit consideration.

Again......asatMill CreekDrive, the Statehascreatedsomeoperationalproblemsin termsof
pedestrian-vehicleconflictsby installing the log batherssocloseto the edgeofthepavement.
While elimintmgvehicleparkingalongtheroad.....intheprocessandwithoutformalpedestrian
walkways,you haveforced thepedestriansonto thetraveiway. You needin our opinion to
proceedquickly to establishwalkwaysto accommodatepedestriantraffic. Additionally, based
on my reviewof24 August 1994, all parkingon the eastsideofthe road has beeneliminated
andthereis only limited / rudimentaryparkingon thewestside. It forcespeopleto walk on the
roadwaywhich is adequatefor vehicular traffic butnot bothvehiclesandpedestrians.

PleasesendusacopyofapplicableStateregulationsregardingspeedlimits andlook forwardto
discussingtheseissueswith you to find a mutuallysatisfactorymeansofprovidingfacilities to.
bestservethe public.

- Sincerely,

C. F. CAMPBELL,
DirectorofPublicWorks

CFC1’vj

cc: Supervisor de Vail
Supervisory Henry
CR Nos.407FFand425
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P.O.Box 2831
Fort Bragg,CA 95437
March 7, 1995

Dept.ofParks& Recreation
NorthernServiceCenter
Attn.: RobUeltzen
1725 23rd St., #200
Sacramento,CA 95816

Re: MacKerricherStatePark

DearMr. Ueltzen:

Wearerequestingyour carefulconsiderationregardingthe issueof
MacKerricherStateParkandtheproposedclosingofMill CreekDrive. As

q8
long time loversof theNorth Coast,this areahasbeenaspecialprivilegeas
partof our lives, onethat is uniqueandpreciouson the coastof California.
Neverhavewe seenanyabuseof thesanddunes,Haul Road,or any areasin
or aroundMacKerricheratany time. We do understandyourcommitmentto
protectingpublic land,andwe honorthatresponsibilityasindividuals,andwe
feel Fort Braggasacommunityrespectsthatposition.

It wouldbe sovery helpful if theJune1995proposedhearingto solidify the
‘, GeneralPlancould beheldin Fort Bragg. This issuedoesaffect so many

residentsofourarea,andthe Stateneedsto hearourvoicesandconcerns,as
eventhoughmanytouristsenjoypassingthroughthis area,we residentsare
truly the daily custodiansof this cherishedarea.

Weappreciateyour considerationin this matter.

Sincerely,

L- -

Dr. & Mrs. MichaelA. Hamaim
I
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P.O. Box 2831
Fort Bragg, CA 95437
February6, 1995

RobUelzen - -
Dept.ofParks& Recreation - -
Northern ServiceCenter1725-23rdSt. - #200
Sacramento,CA 95816

DearMr. Uelzen: -

It hasbeencalledto my attentionthatthereis apossibilitythat Mill Creek
Roadnearthe CleoneLakemaybe closedor abandonedby the county
sometimein the future. This is very distressingto me, asoneof the reasons

61 my husbandandI movedto this areawasto haveeasyaccessto fishing and
walkingon nearlyadaily basis. Beingthatwe arenearlyretired,we cannot
foreseethatwe would havethemoneyeasilyavailableto payfor parkingor
fees. Thereis really no othergreaterreasonto relocateto NorthernCalifornia
thanto know thatnaturecaneasilybecomeawayof life for you. Pleasedo

‘ not changethis areasothatit becomesanotherSouthernCalifornia,where
walking on-thebeachis aluxury unlessyou own abeachfront home!,
parkingis very expensive,andthe crowdsareunsettlingat best.

I appealto you for your protectionandrespectof this pristinearea.
Thank yousomuch.

Very Sincerely,

MargaretM. Hamann



ANDY JOHNSTON
LAND SPECIALIST

P15 4141

707.964-3610
Dept. of Parks and Recreation Feb. 23, 1995
P.O. Box 942896
Sacramento, CA 94296-9001

Attn: Robert Ueltzen

RE: MacKerricher State Park

Dear Mr. Ueltzen;

I have finished reading the Preliminary General
Plan for MacKerricher Park and wish to make three
points as an adjacent property owner that owns
almost all of the Virgin Creek area adjacent to and
Easterly of the park on both sides of the creek to
Highway One.

1. My family has owned the above property and lived
here since the 1930’s. We have always had free

6 access to the beach. We will not let that right
be taken away including the public right to use
Mill Creek Dr. as stipulated in recorded doc
uments by Frank Hyman who provided the PUBLIC
with that roadway.

2. Horses have no place South of Laguna Pt. on St.

b 4 Parks property. You make endless statements in
the plan with references to erosion on the bluff
and trails areas. Take the horses of f that area
and most of your erosion problem will be resol
ved, they DO NOT stay on the designated trails.

- 3. I was disappointed more emphasis was not given to
Lake Cleone. You should see the kids fishing65 there in the Summertime. Maintain the fishery
and trout planting program it is one of the most
attractive recreational features on the coast.

As neighbors we appreciate your coérn for preser
vation.

Since:

Andy Johns



vv
,,/‘ - P.O. Box 2477, Mendocino, Ce., 95460

Phone # 707-937-3405 I Fax * 707-937-3710

Mr. Rob Ueltzen, 2-3-95
Dept. of ParksandRecreation
No. ServiceCenter
1725-23rdSt. #200
Sacramento,Ca,95816

DearMr. Ueltzen,

It hasjustcometo my attentionthepossibleclosingof Mill CreekDrive in Fort Bragg. I thought
this matterhadbeenresolvedand it waswith greatdismaythatI found out it wasn’t.

I have beenon the coastsince1973, working asthe Parkmanagerof TheWoodshomepark,and
selling mobile homes, for 15 years...morerecently,selling realestateandmanagingthe Good
Book, a Christianbook store. With manyof my clients, in selling" them on the joys of the coast,
I takethemto MacKerrich er Park. It offers so much of the vital energy andimpactof beautyand
natureto our very existancehereon the coast.My greatdelight in showingpeoplearound,is to
takethem to seeour sealifeandvibrantsunsetsthataboundthere. It is representativeof everything
that is goodaboutwhy we chooseto live here, and not somewhereelse.

To restrict the useof this parkis totally unacceptableto all of us who live andwork hereand
I’m surethetourists would be greatlydisappointedalso. Is it fair to makethousandsand
thousandsof peopleunhappyin order to make.000001of the populace happier? I think not!

4



Accessto MacKerricher Park,andin my case,primarily the beach andheadlands,is not only my
placeof escape,but alsomy placeof groundingandjoy. I go there severaltimesa month. Before
my injury, I went a few times a week.I’m now on disability. Also, I would like you to keep in
mind that I live in LittleRiver. I do not only go to the park when I just happento be up in Fort
Bragg. I alsomakemany trips from homewhere that is my only destination.

To deprive others andmyselfof the privileges we now enjoy, is like taking away our back yard,a
partof- ourhome. Dare I say,we might feel like -a native Americanfacingthe hoards of white men
building towns and fenceson their lands anddeprivingthem ofwhatwas onceopenandfree?

Respectfully Yours,

Merrily Pence
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February23, 1995

Robert Ueltzen
Northern California Service Center
Calif. Dept. of Parks and Recreation
P.O. Box 942896
Sacramento, CA 94296

Dear Mr. Ueltzen,

The following letter constitutes my response to the preliminary plan for MacKerricher State
Park. I reside on Beal Lane just north of MacKerricher Park on the west side of Highway 1 just

- - adjacent to the coastal dunes. The beach is a ten minute walk out my front door through the dunes.
* I walk this area from the fen to the mouth of Ten-Mile River more than several times a week. I have

owned property in this location for five years and have been a coastal resident with a fondness for
this particular area of coastline for twenty years.

I am not a trained botantist or ecologist but my love of natural beauty and the outdoors
makes me very observant of the areas I frequent. It has been claimed that the European dune
grass has invaded the native plant habitat, endangering species native to the area. I do not find this
to be true. The dune grass does proliferate rn those areas where it has been planted. However, it
appears to have been planted for a reason: to stop the movement of sand across the haul road
used for many years by Georgila Pacific, and to stabilize the dunes immediately adjacent to the73 occupied residential areas of Beal Lane and Ocean View Drive. The dunes have encroached on
these residential areas in previous years collapsing and swallowing entire parcels of land with sand.
These areas appear to be somewhat more stable as a result of dune grass planting.

It is my feeling that the tremendous climatic variations of freezing temperatures and drought
that we have experienced in the last decade have impacted both dune grass and native plant
populations causing them to retreat. I do not see that one population has taken over the other. The
dune grass proliferates along the haul road and on the dunes to the east, adjacent to residences.
Between these areas are bare stretches of dunes with localized areas of native plants and dune
grass here and there, somewhat independent of one another.

It is also claimed that the snowy plover habitat has been encroached upon by the dune
grass. My study of these birds and their habits dunng classes at the College of the Redwoods,

7,

indicates that these birds nest right out in the open in sand depressionss with no cover. These
nesting grounds suffer from increases human activity as more people come to enjoy the beauty of
the northcoast. This will not change since the general plan promotes additional public access to this
recreational area. Dune grass removal will neither enhance nor increase these nesting grounds.

I would strongly urge that a clause be inserted into the general plan specifically stating that

76
there be no dune grass removal on those dunes immediately adjacent to residential areas affected
by this plan. Please allow what stabilization effort has taken place here be allowed to remain.

Lastly, I would like to give my complete support to the proposed bicycle path from Fort Bragg
to the Ten Mile River. This would be a wonderful asset to the park as a recreational area.

Sincerely,

Tenaya Middleton
33151 Beal Lane
Fort Bragg, CA 95437 -

This letter was retyped; the original was too faint for legible reproduction



* Lanphere-Christensen Dunes Preserve
6800 Lan phere Road, Arcata, California 95521 * 707 822-6378

The
Nature
conservancy

February22, 1995
NorthernServiceCenter

* Departmentof ParksandRecreation -
P.O. Box 942896
Sacramento,CA 94296 - -

To WhomIt May Concern:

I reviewedtheMcKemcherStateParkPreliminaryGeneralPlanandhavethe following
comments.My review wasrestrictedto the CoastalDune sectionof theResourceElement. In
general,I found the generalplan guidelinesto be very sound, with the control of European
beachgrassidentified as a managementdirective. This speciesis still in the relatively early
stagesof invasion at McKerricher, especiallysouthof InglenookFen. Any delay in control
effortswill increasethe cost considerably. Overthe next 10 years,youractionswill determine
whetheror not the valuablenaturalduneresourcesat the site are lost or protected. At our
Lanphere-ChristensenDunesPreserve,we havedoneextensivework with Ammophila control,
and are now implementingthe final phaseof a multi-yearrestorationeffort that is resulting in

7‘ the eraIicationof 10 haof beachgrass.We usedmanualeradication,which is very costly and
dueto its labor intensity. However,the techniquehasbeenhighly successful,with nativeplants
volunteeringin restoredareas,andonly a minor needfor reintroductionof natives. I would be
happy to supply you with documentsdetailing our efforts, including detailed cost and labor
analysis. In just the lastyear or two, therehavebeensignificant advancesin the use of the
herbicidesRoundupandRodeoin treatingEuropeanbeachgrass.I’m sureyou are awareof the
PhDdissertationbeingcarriedoutatU.C. DavisonAinmophilacontrolwith herbicides,asyour
agency funded the original work. Rachel Aptekar has had good successwith a high
concentration10% and application rate. Similarly, in Oregon. Monsanto Company has
recently made a breakthroughusing a 10% concentrationand a spray-to-wetapplication
technique.

I have just a few commentson thedescriptionin theCoastalDuneecologicalunit, pages
3 1-34. You have switched the names for the Northern foreduneand Northern foredune

77 grasslandcommunities. NFG is foundon the primary foredune,andthe distinguishing species
is Leymusmollis formerly Elymusmôllis. NFD is found on hinddunes,and is dominatedby
Poa douglasii, Artemisia pycnocephalaand other species. NPG is a globally endangered
community, rankedGi by the NaturalDiversity DataBase.

Thepopulationof wallflowers found at McKerricheris thesubspeciesErysimummenziesii
ssp.menziesii. You canfind a descriptionof the separatesubspeciesandtheirstatusin the 1994
editionof the Inventory of Rarean EndangeredPlantsof California put out by the California
Native PlantSociety. Erysimummenziesiiis both stateand federally listed as endangered.

On page76, in the sanddunessectionof RMZ directives,I recommendthat you identify

rlnteØ on recyced paDer



mappingandbaselinesamplingand/orcensusofrareplantpopulationsasoneof the surveysyou
will be doing assumingthis hasn’talreadybeendone. It would be beneficial to establishthe
sizeandconditionof your rareplant populationsnow, as a standardagainstwhich to measure
variation in the future. This shouldn’tjust be restrictedto surveysspecificto particularplanned
developmentsp.58.

Thankyou for theopportunityto comment. Theconservationphilosophyreflectedin the
duneelementsof the planare sound,and I commendyou for- a thoroughjob.

Sincerely,

AndreaPickart
Area Ecologist



33201 BeaU Lane
Fort Bragg, Ca. 95437
February 5, 1995

Robert Ueltzen, Northern Service Center -
Department of Parks and Recreation
P. 0. Box 942896 -
Sacramento, Ca. 94296-0001

Dear Mr. Ueltzen:

I have read the Preliminary General Plan for MacKerricher State
Park and have found it to be generally worthwhile document.
There are three proposals which I especially wish to support

Page 167: sand dune area, "No development....except for the
dune boardwalk".
Page 168: Ten Mile Beach, a].]. of the proposals.
Page 169: Ten Mile River, all of the proposals.

Because I consider the report to be an historical document and
I wish it to reflect accurately all facets of the Ten Mile Dunes,
I will comment on those flaws I have found.

Pages 26 and 27: The maps of the Resource Elements of the
I Ecological Units do not show a clear outlet to the sea for
I Inglenook Creek. The maps show only one intermittent stream

flowing from the southern drainage. A Caltrans or a USGS map

8t
would probably show that there are at least four good-sizeJ culverts passing under Highway 1. Especially lacking is notation
of the northernmost arm of Inglenook Creek which flows along
the southern edge of the high dunes north of Beau Lane. This
is an important arm of the creek collecting drainage from the
steep hills to the east. After it has flowed along the dune
it picks up the drainage from BeaU. Lane and Oceanview Drive
before entering the swamp/fen area of Inglenook Creek which
is labeled R/ on the maps.

Page 32: Ten Mile Dunes: "There is an absence of fresh water,
even in heavy rains". Not true, I have observed conditions in
the dunes for twenty years. From Inglenook Creek to the Ten
Mile River there are, in rainy weather, many ponds which often
last throughout the summer with flowering plants blooming as
the water recedes. In -very rainy years the flower display is



spectacular. In addition, northward of Inglenook Creek in the
dunes, there has been for the last four years a freshwater pond
of good size which is backed by high dunes to the west. This
pond has not dried out at all and it is the home to many native
wildflowers. It is home also to frog and toad tadpoles and to
many aquatic insects. There is also an archaeological site
nearby.

Pages 43 & 89: Coastal Lagoon Ecological Unit: No mention of
the mouth of Inglenook Creek or of Fen Creek which certainly
fit the description given to Pudding Creek and Virgin Creek.

82 I think it is important to mention the value of Ing11ook Creek
and Fen Creek as coastal lagoons. These two lagoons are a good
resource for shorebirds and migratory waterfowl. I get the
feeling reading this report that the researchers ventured no
farther than Virgin Creek.

Pages 47, 49 and 64: "In 1945 the rails were removed" is found
on the first two pages but on page 64 the text reads, "It is

Ô3
possible to see ties" where the Haul Road has been washed out.
It is my understanding from talks with oldtimers years ago that
the railroad ties were not removed; the road was laid on the
railroad ties. "It is possible to see the tiesMwhere the road
has washed out would seem to support the oldtiiners’ memories.

- Page 40: Sandhill Lake/Fen and Fen Creek: Why is there no mention
of the fen/swainp area through which Inglenook Creek flows? Is
it because no massive study was done to give it a special status?
Perhaps Inglenook Creek area is also an area of "..great
biological importance" but the Park Department evidently doesn’t
know it yet.

Page 59: Directive: "... shall pursue a long range objective
of reducing exotic plants." Add: This shall be done on the basis
of the least harm to the people living close by who may be

S5 impacted. That is, removal and planting to be done at the same
time working from west to east. And the whole to be done on
a reasonable scale. No such removal of the existing dune grass
should be attempted until it is adequately proven that native
plants will in fact do the job that the dune grass is now
performing in stabilization of the sand. This addition would
also apply to the Directive on page 63. -

Page 76: Sand Dunes. The first sentence/paragraphmust be an
attempt to be witty but the sentence does not read well. In

Ô
the next paragraph the word, ephemeral is used to describe dunes.
The same word is also used on page 129. Ephemeral hardly seems

* to be the appropriate word to use to describe millions of tons
of sand in one of the largest -dune fornations on the California
Coast. -.

Page 129 Public Opinion: This whole paragraph is self-serving



to the DPR’s iaiage. As a member for twenty years of* the Friends
of the Ten Mile Dunes, I can say that the truth is this: DPR
was a party to the removal of the 01W activity at the Fen. The
decision was to appease the OHVers and transfer their playground
to the northern dune This activity did not last for long because
the people living in the vicinity decided not to tolerate it.
To say that the Department did not respond to this pressure
OHV use when the Department was a party to 0kW use is
dishonest. While the paragraph mentions considerable
correspondence supporting OHV use, no mention is made of the
valiant fight waged by the anti-OHV people. In addition, no
mention is made of theef forts put forward by the Friends of
the Ten Mile Dunes in acquiring additional property for inclusion
in the Park. In fact, the State Legislature used our map when
voting funds for acquisition These facts I have related are
all a matter of public record.

Page 131 Wetlands on Inglenook Creek: This area should also
be labeled as Riparian. There is more than "a likelihood that
there are rare plants there". There is a large grove of silk
tassel there; there are acres of baby blue eyes there; there
are reninants of a redwood grove there; there are many, many
animal tracks there. This area was not used by humans for
farming as long as the fen area was; this information was also
from the oldtimers.

Page 133 Ten Mile River: "...past a sand spit recently acquired
by the Department" Please refer to comments on page 129. This
land was saved by the action of the Friends of the Ten Mile
Dunes who were appalled by the ‘No Trespassing" sign the
Department erected at the request of a landowner. We fought
all the way on this one: the County of Mendocino, the California
Coastal Commission and the State Lands Commission. And in so
doing, achieved formal recognition that the bed of Ten Mile
River belongs to the people, as determined by the California
State Constitution of 1849.

Page 198 Of f Highway Use: "...prior to state park ownership
the northern dunes was heavily used by dune buggies...". Here
we go again; the facts are incorrect. There was virtually no
OHV use in the northern dune until DPR entered into an agreement
with the OHV and BLM without, I repeat, any public input. At
that time the Park owned part of the land used by the OHV’s,
so it can truly said it was not prior to state park ownership
The report should also clearly state the problems associated
with the use of the Bureau of Land Managementparcel in the
very heart of the northern dunes.

Statements given as facts when almost the opposite is true makes
me think that a rewriting of history has sometimes taken place
in this report. -

Please take my criticism kindly. Let me know what will change
in the plan especially in regards to pages 129, 133 and 198.



Sincerely,

Barbara Furey

cc: Wm. Berry, Mendocino District Headguaters

If
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33201 Beall Lane

Fort Bragg, California 95437

February 20, 1995

Northern Service Center
California Departrnent of Parks and ecreat!on

P.O. Box 942896

acrarnent, Ca1iforia 94296-0001

Dear Sirs:

I have the following corrnents, criticizms and e:thortatioris

to make about the Preliminary Plan for MacKerricher State

Park:

. I consider much of your report to constitute a weary

diat:ibe againzt dunegrass. This is the sameplant that you

repeatedly refer to as "European Beachgrass." Being f

Eurpea extraction mye1f, I resent the derogatQry manner

in which this very uzef’1 plant iz continually referred to

ii your report. I offer the fo11owig coert in itz

defense:

9/ Europear eachgras5 -- more of an htoric thng than he

"restored" barn which is featured in the report.

Beachgraz apri.e reason for the very xizterce of the

haul road that is now such an integral part of the

Macerricher tat Park.

The Beachgrasswaz evidently first installed adjacent to the

old railroad, which waz eventually converted to a heavy duty



truck road. It was evidently planted to protect the road

against erosion from sea and wind and drifting sand. For the

same reasons, beachgras has been purposefully installed

along the entire western coast of the United States within

*the coastal boundaries of the states of Wazhington, Oregon
and California.

I have visited many seaside resortz.along the eastern

seaboardof the United States and have found similar

installations of beachgrassin the New England states, and
in New York, New Jersey, Delaware and Virginia. I know it

exiztz in extensively-planted coastal areas of North

Carolina for similar reasonz. Many of these plantings are

specifically designed to protect National SeashoreAreas,

3uch as the one at Cape May, New Jersey -- an analagous

situation to that at Ten Mile River, where strong forcez

generatedby ocean storms, tides, and winds continually

erode the zhoreline.

This beachgrazs, or dune grass, i a natural, as

ornaentaI, nd obviously more effective, than any other

natural dune ztabili:ation material. = submit that it is not

nearly a invazive, az you repeatedly .tate in this totally

undocumenteddocument. I have lived in the immediate
vicinity of the Ten Mile Dunes for the past twenty years.

Neither the pattern nor the extent of dune grasz coverage

has ignificantIy changedduring that period of time. I can

attezt to the ffectivenezs of itz an-hoiding ability. The

.une iay rise a the ;raz gr*3w, but there i

etrierta1 erncntratin of this. The une appear t be

no hher today than they were twenty years ago, and much of

that intervening time has been a period of drought with

re3ulting loose and blowing sand during the uirner onth.

The stiff, prevailing winds Calmost continuous, in the dry

£‘rrner months from the northwest shear the tops ff the

highest dunes, whether they are vegetated or nct.



As to the existing extent of the Europeanbeachgrass, I

zubrnit that on the field trip which three members of The
Friends of the Ten Mile Dunes took with Bill Berry, Manager

of the DPR Mendocino District, and hi resources aszistant

on the morning of January 25, 1995, we all noted that there

continues to be at least one square mile of open sand devoid

of any vegetation at the center of the dunes which are

located between Ing1eok Creek and Ten Mile River.

If the European beachgrazs succeszfully ,az you say,

encroacheson native vegetation, ther the nat.ve vegetation

is not, and will not be, very effective on its wn in taking

over the job of tabi1izing the dunes. it has appearedfrom

my observation that rnaxzy r.ative plants .o-exizt i close

proximity with dunegrass and that these plant communities

9/ have existed for zome years.

The reasor the beachgrass I use the term dune grass

interchangeably in this conunent, although we are both

speaking of the same ?lant has apparently succeeded, at

least for the time being, in ztab1izhing itself, so much to

your evident concern, at the mouth of Ten Mile River is that

it has often been torn iocse there, and haz resprouted

throughout that iediate area. This is primarily becauseof

the action of the ocean and of the river during periods f

high waves, high tides and flooding. The mouth of Ten Mile

River changez froiri zeazor £eacn, from year t year. One

year the river may exit t3war. the south and the next year

it may have noved toward the north bank. The beachgras5

does a damned good io f holding that whole exposed point

of land together.

. Even the most casual reading of thiz General Plan

9 indicates your peculiar fixation upon your unproven

connection between the success or failure of the beachgrass



of whatever continental derivation and the ultimate
survival of the western snowy plover. By my own rough count

there are zixteen specific references to European

beachgrazs, and twenty-two references to the western snowy
plover in your plan, ad there are probably more. This is i.

addition to your separate ResourceMap, which is devoted

almost exclusively to the protection of this one shorebird.

* I believe that there i no direct correlation between the

success or failure of the nesting of the western snowy

plover and the existence of dune ;ras sharjng its habitat.

av a’ady rnntoned e re1atve1y vast ara of

comp1etey open sand. Scattered CiUPS of dune ;raz provide

interva1 of open sand and, in fact, may provide zhelter for

the nesting plover and it chickz. In this respect, the

MacKerricher State Park General P1n Map o. 6 -- Sensitive

Wildlife, Aquatic Life, nd Habitatz, Northern Section of

VZ the Park, and North Central Section of the Park, as shown in

Appendix B, Resource Element Map, is ludicrouz. Fifteer.

WSP’z and two WSP’s have been aszined to protect the

western ncwy plover habitat. Your map i alzo definitely

peculiar in skirting the boundaries of the ELM parcel which

is located ir the heart of the North Section. Why do the

western snowy plover avod thz largely open sand dunes

area, which is significantly free of beachgrass, or

dune;raz, and which hou1d be, according to your tediously

repeated rment, ideal WSPn habitat? If you have another

W?r narker, ;t it this :20 acres, which ztill be1cngs

t the au of Land Managerent. In effect, you have

:ezerved the tire area of the park between Ten Mile River

and the ?ark headquarters at Cleone for the western snowy

plover. In twenty years of tramping these dunes -- and this

includez ;egetated a well az open zardy. areas - - I have

hardly ever seen a 3nowy plover. n this regard, I notice

that there i hardly any zirnilar concern for th other

species whjh are ini1ar1y identified in Appendix C, Table



C-2, Special Animal Species of NacKerricher Stath Park as

"endangered ... protected threatened senzitive

V
species of special concern " These are all birds and

animals which also live in the park boundaries and which,

logically, should have their own parkwide designators. You

might also be able to make the same specious survival

hazards for each of them that you assign to the "perniciouz

invazive ... invading highly invasive exotic

* aggrezive ... non-native negatively impacting ... highly

disruptive force . . dense zolid turf ... tremendous

spread hard-working beachgrass in your report.

"Oerse solid turf tremetdous spread . " It all
oimd like the rantings of some insane natural scientist.

3 note on gage 62, that the poor, unwittirg, brownheaded

cowbird iz .13o sn*;1ed out f*Qr Hitlerian meazure because

they too are accuzed, rightly or wrongly, of something they

have probably been doing since God irwented them, of "nest

parazitim".

Should stuff like this be part of a General Plan for a State.

Park - - a plan that is supposedto ecribe and prepare fr

the managementof a unque atura1 area whch ha "more than

statewide significance"? I do not think o and I shoul5. note

that The Friends of the Ten Mile Dunes have long maintained

that Mackerricher i . natural area whh ha not Ofli state

but natona1, and even international si;nifiance.

:- thiz re;ad, and az an azide, but a reievart azie, I .o

not like the way the 1angiage of the report referz t f a

the fier "mcontr11ed" ue of the by dune5uggiez.

You leave yureif wide cpen for renewed attacks by OHV

maniacs for "controied" use. Why do you even mention that,

hopef11y. dead issue? ; and CS off3hore 011 5.evelopment --

this a riecesay part of the plan? My reading of your

7 material allows for your possible eventual .cceptance,

reluctant though it may be, of this atrocious development at



some time in the future. Is there something going on at the

State level in this regard that we don’t know about? Again,

I don’t see how this material hou1d be a part of your state

Park ManagementPlan. We will fight offshore oil development

as a separate izsue.

3. I believe that your plan has one glaring deficiency.

Your map shows a rra tncogntta with regard to the 2O

acre parcel of Federal Bureau of Land Managementproperty in

the middle of the dunes. Twenty yerz ago The Friends of the

Ten Mile Dunes fought desperatly to encourage the State

Parks System to acquire, from tiiiing se11er, large open

undeveloped parceLs of sand in the dunez between Inglenook

Creek and Ten Mile River. At that time there was insistent

and highly or;anized private and public pressure to allow

this zection of MacKerricher Park to be used for the runnin;

of dune buqgiez OHV’z as you call them. Intense pressure

was put upon ELM to allow this insanely destructive activity

Of in thiz area. y good luck, hard work by The Friends of the

Thn Mi.e Dunez, and the spathetic efforts by pu1ic

officiiz, inc1uiig enatcr Barry Keene, this ca1rnity was

averted. Now State Park3 which itself had once evefl

acque3ced !i thiz atrocious idea agree that this type of

uze is totally inappropriate for this uii.que :atur1 area.

I c.1I your attentin t General Plan Map No. 7 , Cultural

Rezourcesenitivity, Northern Section of the Park. It
shows "ELM Leased Land not zrveyed". It iz ore of the

most ducuIu ma;z I have ever een. :t how n area of

"High Sen5itivi:y" ectending natIy .n a perfectly 5tra.ght

line a.ong the south boundary of the BLM parcel. Can we

zume that th 5z an oterm1cu5 area cf "i.;h

Sensiti7ity" xtendix ncrthward zorne distance beyord the

ottd line bcdary? Again, twenty years go when The

Friends of the Ten Miie Dunes was doing ALL of the leg work



to entourage the State o California to acquire theie open

undeveloped dunes lands from willing sellers, the Bureau of

Land Managementsent one of their archeologists out there,

at our request, to survey that property. The archeologist

identified sites. Those records must be readily available at

the BLM p1annng office in TJ:h. They are certan1y a

matter of publ:c record in the office or the State

designated archeological officer at Sonorna State University.

Twenty years ago The Friends of the Ten Mile Dunes proposed

that the Bt parcel be incorporated into the MacKerricher

State Park boundaries. At that time LM staff said they were

95 not averse to this propozai. This isolated parcel of oper

sand had no ue or si;r.ificance to them. They said, however,

that according to their regu1atioxs, they ou1d nct tranzfer

owrerzhi? nti1 they knew arid approved the use planned for

that land by the State Parks. State ?arkz said they cou.

not plan the use of 1ad which they did not own. Any saxe

person would think, in this Age Of Reason And Electronic

Communication, that a simple solution to this ztupid dilemma

could have been found ii the intervening score of years. Yet

here ycu are, twenty years later, continuing to dcdge th

izsue. I do r.ot think that your plan can succeedby stating

that you have a twenty-five year leaze arrangerner.t *n the

property. TjJhy don’t you settle the matter now? In thi5 plan.

Go ahead arid 1an the se of that land. Show it t BLM. They

are not going to eat you alive. They are really going to be

;lad to get it off their books.

4. 1 bejieve that the Plan hou1d give a 1e.rer, more

defirite statement about Ten Mile R.Lver. What recreatior.a2.

ue of this pecia1 zore1ine area iz intended? A you nay

be aware, The Friends of the Ten M.1e Dunes were

itrimer.taI zevera years ago in establishing, by testimony

to the State Lands Commizion, that Ten Mile River,



nc1uding the bed of the river, was the property of the

People of the State of California, az deteined by the

Caiforria Conztitution of 1849. You may recall the shameful

action *f the State Parks Department at that time in

‘ozti "no trepaz" sign on that section of the zouth

bank which you have only recently acqi.iired. The reason I

nention this i becauseI see nothing in the plan that

speaksto the significant interre1aionship between

MacKerricher State Park on the south bank of the mouth of

Ten Mile River, and the tide-covered and thus publicly

owned beach on the north side of the river that leads

northward to the amorphously-ownedSeaside beach. During the

zrjner rnonth, when the ocean builds a 3andbar crozz the

cuth of the river, thus blocking some of the ocean inflow,

and there i reduced outflow frcm the river ite1f, nd

especially at times of low tide, many people ztroll along

the open surf line e:terding betweer the two beaches. :t

seemz OfliY reasonable to recognize this fact in your

managementplan for MacKerricher.

I have made other comments concerning this plan at public

rneetir.gs in the Fort Bragg area. I thank you for the
pornjty row to ex;rezz my .dea about the Preilminary

General Plan for MacKerricher State Park.

Sincerely,

Friends f the Ten Mile Dunes

copy: Bill Berry, DP Mendocino istrit



Feb. 22, 1995

Mrs. Lyn Booth
26801N. Hwy. 1
Ft. Bragg, Ca. 95437

Dept. ofParks& Rec., No. ServiceCenter
P.O. Box 942896
Sacramento,Ca. 95816

DearSirs:

I amwriting in regardto thepreliminaryMackerricherStateParkGeneralPlan, in
particularthe proposedsubclassificationofthe northern portion to a "natural preserve".

As this changeofstatuswill havemanyramificationsto the public useofthe areanorth
ofWard Ave. to Ten Mile River, I am appalled that no mention of this proposalwas
made during the three public "workshops", nor in anypublic noticesuntil lastmonth.
The volumeofinformation included in the plan is very substantial,andvaguely presented
in explainingwhat sucha designationwouldmean. I am disappointed that wethe public
havenothad theopportunityto askquestionsdirectly ofthe stateDept. ofRec.
representativesat ameetingto gainunderstandingand clearup misconceptionsabout
this proposalbeforethefinal commissionhearing.

Propertyownersadjacentto thenorthernportionofthepark deserveto knowwhat is
meantwhenit is statedthatthenaturalpreservestatuswill protect"resourcesthatcould
be adverselyinfluencedby neighboringland uses"Newsletter,issue#5. Thoseof us
whoenjoywalking throughTen Mile Dunesandalong TenMile Beachfeel that our
accessto theseareasis threatened,not just in isolatedspots,but in the entireareawhere-
evera "designatedpath" is not present. As statedon pg. 157 oftheGeneralPlan, "as
the duneareais [sic] part ofanaturalpreserve,accessshouldbe discouragedexcepton
theboardwa1k. I hopeI won’t haveto tell my children thatthey won’t be allowedto play
in thesanddunesanymoreshouldthis areabecomea naturalpreserve.

In orderto properlymanageMackerricherStateParkit is, ofcourse,necessaryto
balancethe needsandenjoymentofthepublicwith the preservationoftheplant and
animalspecies.However,it appearsthat thelatterwould takeextremeprecedencein the
establishmentofa "naturalpreserve",andI amconcernedthat it wouldoverridethe
previously-statedpurposeofthepark "to makebeachaccessandthesefeatures[beach,
sanddunesiavailable,in an essentiallynatural condition,for visitor enjoyment"pg. 102.
Further,the fearsofthepian developmentstaffregardinghumanimpact on dunemove
mentseemsexaggerated;naturehasalwaysmovedthesandsandalwayswill throughout
theyearsto come,regardlessofmanagementstrategies! Public useoftheTenMile Dunes
andTen Mile Beachis veryminimal anyway.

I would hopethat MackerricherStateParkwould retainits "statepark" statusasa
whole in orderthat we will not losephysicalaccessto this beautiflil area.Or perhapsthe
fen areacouldbe designatedasa naturalpreserveinsteadofthe entirearea?



99 1 Hopefully the Mill CreekDrive entrancewill be kept open, with no day usefee for
residentsor non-campers.

I would alsolike to requestthat anotherpublic meetingbe given specificallyon this
proposedsubclassificationbefore thefinal commissionhearingin June. This final

I’ 0 hearing,by theway, shouldbe held herein Ft. Bragg in orderthatthosepeoplemost
affectedby theGeneralPlanmay attend.

Sincerely,
-

Lyn-ooth



February22 1995

NorthernServiceCenter
Dept.of ParksandRecreation
P0Box 942896
Sacramento,CA 94296-0001

RE: Preliminary GeneralPlanat MacKerricherStatePark

Gentlemen: 0

We arewriting asa family who dearlylovesthe dunesareaof the
MendocinoCoastnearTen Mile River anddon’t wish to seeit’s userestricted.

We havelived in the Mendocino-FortBraggareafor almost twenty years
andhavefoundtheTen Mile Beachareato be oneof the few beachesthat isn’t
well known by tourists.Hardly do you everseeanotherpersonat the dunes.
Perhapsyou may seeoneor two otherpeopleat that beach,butneverdo you
seethe hordesthat visit theother beachesnearerthe towns.

Thedunesis ahavenfor local childrenwho love to slide downthe tall
sandyhills. Vegetationthereis sparseand is not in the areasthe childrenlove to
play on. Sometimeswe find cansandbottlesout thereandwe oftentakea
garbagebag to cleanup aswe go. It feelsso sacredout therewe want to take
careof it.

If boardwalksandfencesareput out there,you will be shuttingout one
mostbeautiful areasof naturethat is sodearto us hereon the coast.As it is
now, the touristsdo notknow aboutthis area,asaccessis difficult at best.
Consequentlythe dunesdo notseemto bein danger.Footprintsaregonewithin
amatterof hours,especiallyon windy days.So PLEASE, PLEASE, do not fenceit
off. If you feel you mustspendour tax moneyon the beaches,pleasefix the
leviesat the main areaof MacKemcher,or useit openRussianGulchfreeof
chargetolocals.

If you havemoneyto spendon projectslike these,pleasedo it at the more
populatedbeachesthat needupkeep.Thedunesaregreatjust they way are!!

Sincerely,

L &OAt1JS

Ward, NanandNick Shari-er
220No. Harold St.,
Fort Bragg, CA 95437



28301 NORTH HIGHWAY ONE
FORT BRAGG, CALIFORNIA 95437

TELEPHONE 707 964-3761
EN MILE RIVER RANCH

February 20, 1995

Rob Ueltzen
California Dept. of Parks and Recreation
Northern Services Center
1725 23rd Street, #200
Sacramento, CA 95816

Dear Mr. Ueltzen:

As adjacent landowners, we have always believed that MacKer-
ricker State Park should be open to the public for recreational
purposes.

WEARE IN FAVOR OF THE FOLLOWING

1. Commence with the plan to repair the old haul-road, from Pud
ding Creek trestle to the Ten Nile bridge.

2. Open an access, Southwest of the Ten Mile bridge, for hiking,
bicycling, equestrian and handicapped onlyparkinc at the Ten
Mile River, which would link-up with the main haul-road ending at
the Pudding Creek trestle.

3. Provide a vigorously managed educational program to enlighten

/0 the public regarding sensitive plant/animal/resource areas within
the park and request their respect/attention/protection of these
plant/animal/resource areas.

WEARE OPPOSED TO THE FOLLOWING

1. Reference to, and categorization of, the public as "users",
which presupposes the careless, wanton and destructive attitude
and behavior of visitors whose intent is to abuse the park, and
that only "planners" are enlightened enough to want to protect
and preserve the natural attributes of the Park. Public aware
ness of important issues is the responsibility of Park personnel,
including the use of interpretive signage and displays in an on
going educational effort. This is the way people can be included
in the mix, not excluded.

2. charging a fee for casual day-use of the park hiking, bicy-

/5 cling, etc. Charging fees by use- of. "Iron-Rangers" shou.ld nOt
even be considered.



3. The creation of a "sanctuary" or "reserve" of any kind. The
whole idea of establishing a "reserve" was not mentioned early in
the General Plan public meetings, and should be further discussed
before the Plan is approved and adopted. The establishment of a
"reserve" will only be met with opposition by those who view this

/0 as nothing more than an attempt to REGULATE AND FURTHER EXCLUDE
PEOPLE from park use. Areas of concern can be identified and
even temporarily fenced to allow re-generation if necessary. The
public needs to be made aware of Park concerns, and encouraged to
participate in a joint effort with Park personnel to protect/care
for certain sensitive areas of the Park.

THE MACKERRICKER STATE PARK GENERAL PLAN IS A GOOD ONE, BUT IF

/07 YOU GIVE THE PUBLIC MORE OF A CHANCE TO ASSIST IN THE ACHIEVEMENT-
* OF PARK GOALS AS IDENTIFIED IN THE GENERAL PLAN, WE FEEL YOU WILL

ENCOUNTER LESS OPPOSITION.

3

-7kdJ-a

Sincerely,

The Smith Family



Mr. Noel. Young
Orthf ork Ranch
Centennial WY 82055
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NORTHERN CALIFORNIA TRAILS COUNCIL. INC.
P. 0. Box 328

Fort Bragg, California 95437

February 12, 1995

State Department of Parks & Recreation
Northern Service Center
1725 - 23rd Street #200
Sacramento, Ca 95816

Attn: Rob Ueltzen

Re: CEQA Review, Preliminary MacKerricher
State Park General Plan

COMMENTS:

NCTC Background: Reference our letter of Dec. 9, 1991 and
comments. Also, please take note that NCTC Chairman Dave
Sverko accompaniedJoanneWeiler, Associate Landscape
Architect, of your Sacramentooffice on a field trip to
review the equestrian trail - and walked it again with
Ranger Mike Curry in the fall of 1992.

HISTORIC BACKGROUND: We failed to find in the CEQA
document reference to the fact that the Equestrian Trail
from Pudding Creek to Ten Mile. Beach was dedicated by
State Parks in 1977 - and documentation in the form of
newspaperclippings and photos was submitted to Joanne
Weller in July, 1992.

We thank you for including the historic information on
the early Nendocino County to Humboldt County trail usage.

PACES 110=111, ExistinjConditions: This section should
clarify that much of he usagé by equestrians results from

,jj
the current Concessionaire taking the general public out on
horseback rides within the Park. Although this paragraph
mentions the haul road washouts in need of much repair,
the need of equestrians is not fully addressed.

Plans fcr improvements to the haul road "the entire length
of the park" should be for multi-purpose usage, including
by-pass need of equestrians. Although the CEQA document

1/2 references the Mendocino County Coastal Plan policy for
a continuous trail from Pudding Creek to Ten Mile River
beach, other sections dealing with equestrian usage don’t
really adhere to that mandate.

PAGE 152: Park Trails. NCTC reiterates its position of
_/5 volunteerism and assistance with park trail improvement,

and requests involvement with equestrian trail planning.

PAGE 153, Equestrian Trail, bottom pp: "Designate specially

"4 surface where necessary, monitor and maintain a single
add "year round" equestrian trail from Pudding Creek to
Ten Nile .iver.



NCTC - State Parks
Feb. 12, 1995, Page Two

PAGE 155: "Allow horses on the beach only north of Ward
Avenue and not on the beachesor on the bluffs in the
southern part of the park.."

NCTC call to the attention of State Parks, that restricting
equestrians to the beach only north of Ward Avenue is not
feasible year round given existing conditicns. This

//f section is impassable due to rock abutments on the beach
and during high tide and these restraints have not been
taken into consideration. The Mendocino County Coastal
Plan mandate for a continuous trai1 from Pudding Creek to
Ten Mile would not in good faith be met if this restriction
is kept in force. Plans to improve the haul road the
entire length of the park, should include an alternate route
for equestrians to bypass this beach area.

NCTC supports the staging area on the west side of Highway
One, opposite Airport Road, adjacent to the motel, but
requests that it be signed for Horse Trailer Parking since
passengervehicles are flow doing unstructured parking making
it difficult for maneuvering horse trailer rigs.

I/o "Coorindate with equestrian groups for their continuing aid
in trail maintenance. add "trail realignment", and support
for equestrian regulations."

PAGE 168 - Ten Mile River - second pp. NCTC supports in
cooperatiort with Cal Trans, use of the "mixing table" south
of Ten Mile River bridge, as a staging area, properly signed,
to alert passengervehicles that it is also to be used for
equestrian trailer vel’±cle.

However, we call to your attention, ruxors that Cal Trans
will be negotiating with the private property owner on the
west side of Highway One, at the mixing table iccaticn, for
access to do seismic retro-fitting on Ten Mile River bridge.

If Cal Trans is negotiating for an easementto get heavy
equipment down to the river area under the bridge, then
there would be an excellent opportunity for State Parks to

JJ also gain vehicular access to a staging area at the beach
level to service the north end of the park. NCTC requests
that State Park Planning Units explore this possibility.

Again, rtJ. c i’ Nurthern California Trails Council, iflC.

reaffiri, our cc i-rit to assisting State Parks in trail
irnprcvenent to MacKerricher Park and request involvement
in trail planning and/or realignment of trails for equestrian
feasibility.

Sincer ly,

Dave Sverko, Chmn.

cc: 4th District County Supervisor Liz Henry



February 21, 1995

To: DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

Re: Comments on the MacKerricher State Park General Plan

Dear Mr. Ueltzen,
Ever since we moved to the Nendocjno Coast in 1962, I have

been a regular user of MacKerricher State Park. I visit the park
for walking, horseback riding, whale watching, photography and
just relaxation and enjoyment of nature. As a member of the
Shoreline Riders, Inc., and the Northern California Trails
Council, I am especially concerned with public access and trail
development.

During my many. years of using MacKerricher Park, the vast
majority of users I have observed, 99% +, have been responsible
and considerate of other users and of the park facilities and
the environment. Therefore, I was dismayed that the Preliminary
Draft of the plan seemedto regard users as a burden, as in

/8 truders who would cause problems unless they were "managed and
controlled" and who should be discouraged or actually prohibited
from entering allegedly "sensitive" portions of the park. I hope
that this attitude does not reflect the mindset of the Department
of Parks and Recreation. While the DPR does have a preservation
function, the users support the state parks with their taxes and
fees and recreation should receive more attention than given in
the proposed plan.

GOOD POINTS Many points of the plan are positive. The plan
recognizes Local Coastal Plan policies, the traditional access
via Mill. Creek Drive, the historical background of the Pudding
Creek to Ten Mile hiking and equestrian trail and the need for
bicyclists to have a safe route between Ten Mile and Fort Bragg.

On the other hand, the plan fails to address a current park
problem - due to the concentration of facilities and parking at
the Cleone Lake - Laguna Point portion of the park, this area is

// strained and overused during the busy summer season. Although
the pre-1983 days when the Haul Road was open on weekends did
see occasional user conflicts, beach use was spread over the
entire Ten Mile Beach.

HIKING/EQUESTRIAN TRAILS Back in the 1970’s before the Haul
Road’ was incorporated into the park, local equestrians organized
to support the designation of a permanent, continuous hiking
and equestrian trail from Pudding Creek to Fort Bragg. Because
Boise-Cascadestill owned the Haul Road back then, a bicycle
route was not included.

Since 1977 when the trail was officially dedicated, the Haul
Road was washed out north of Ward Avenue 1983 and not repaired;
a concessionaire offered rental horses for beach rides about
1982; another segment of the Haul Road near Cleone Lake was
partially washed out 1992-3 and the entire Haul Road was pur
chased by the state. Until the recent planning process,eques

trianswere not consulted about how the trail should berepaired
and/orrerouted to avoid damaged portions. The result ofDPR’s

failureto post new equestrian trail markers in spite ofreguests
fromthe public to do so is that equestrians are oftenconfused

abouttheroute.
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The recommendation on P. 52 to prepare a detailed trail study

/ should be adopted and should include periodic review every 5
‘ years ? to update the plan and address natural changes and

existing or potential problems.
Concerning the recommendations for the equestrian trail P. 153

- 155, I disagree that a "single" route be designated for the
entire distance because of seasonal changes in the beach. For
instance, north of Ward Avenue, the sand washes out during the
winter making the beach impassable at high tide. During the

/21. summer when the concessionaire has the most trail rides, over
use could be prevented by designating alternate routes, where
terrain permits, so that the concession and other riders do
not have to overuse the same trail. This was done successfully
in the past just north of MacKerricher - the concession used
the shoulder of the Haul Road and other riders used the beach.

Horses should be allowed on the beach immediately north of
MacKerricher Beach. The beach here which is wide and not heavily

/2 used by non-equestrians except on weelcends or when surf fish are
running. The tides clean up this beach and manure on the road is
not appreciated by cyclists and joggers.

The trail ride concession should be encouraged to continue,
not only becauseit brings revenue to the park but because it
is the only beach riding rental business between Bodega Bay
and the Eureka area. However, the concession should be limited
as to how many riders per day can use the beach so that indepen

/ 4 dent riders can still use the trail without causing user con
flicts or damage to the trail. North of Ward Avenue, over 80 %
of the equestrian use between June and September is generated by
the concession. The concessionaire should be required to help
with trail monitoring and repair and cleanup of the paved road
after especially busy weekends.

TRAIL REPAIR AND BYPASS See Photographs Approximately
1/3 mile north of Ward Avenue, the Haul Road was washed out back
in 1982 - 1983. Photograph #1 was taken just south of the point
where the road is completely gone. Photograph *2 was taken about
100 yards south of *1 where trail users hikers, equestrians,
cyclists, etc. have to share a 3 ft wide path with a steep drop-
of f on one side when the beach is impassable during high tides..

Photograph *3 and *4 were taken at Point A, * 3 during a 0.5
low tide and *4 during a 5.7 high tide. Obviously hikers and
equestrians can not use the beach during high tides and are forced
to use the road and the constricted trail shown in *2. Photograph
#5, talcen near point B, shows the fence which was damaged and
washed out in this area.

Recommendations I approve the policy on P. 153 to repair or
bypass portions of the Haul Road which have erosion problems. The

‘2S washed out portion of the Haul Road north of Ward Avenue should
be bypassedby an alternative route through the dunes, parallel to
the road See map. The remains of the fence should be removed as
downed wires pose a hazard to hikers and equestrians.

TEN MILE BEACH’ I oppose the designation of Ten Mile Beach
as a "natural reserve" becauseof the potential restrictions of
public access. While the dunes and wetlands should be protected

/Zb as "natural areas" and use limited, the sandy beach is a recrea
tion area which could relieve some of the crowding in the devel
oped portion of the park with minimal impact on natural resources.
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Another objection to the "natural reserve" designation of Ten

Mile Beach is that it would limit improvement to access.impróve
ments. Caltrans is currently studying seismic retrofit of the
Ten Mile Bridge and might provide opportunity for development of
access under the bridge thus allowing handicappedpeople to use
the former Haul Road which is in good condition here.

Facilities proposals on P. 168 fail to include provision for
equestrian parking and access at Ten Mile despite requests from
local riding groups for such facilities. Equestrian access at
Ten Mile for independent non-concession riders could relieve
some of the problems in the more heavily used portions of the
park. I would urge that at least 6 parking places for horse
trailers be included in Ten Mile facilities..

The Department of Parks and Recreation should work with both
Caltrans and the adjacent property owners to improve access at
Ten Mile and lock the public out of this area.

I support the Directive on P. 77 to create hiking and eques
trian trails in the dunes so that use would be directed away from
the more sensitive areas. A hiking/equestrian trail from High-

/29 way 1 to the beach in the vicinity of the Inglenook Grange could
be planned to accommodatefuture user demand. Also, in the several
hundred acres of dunes, surely there is room for a designated
childrens’ play and sliding area.

ADDITIONS AND NEW ACCESS P. 143 - I support the proposal to
buy land at Ten Mile from a willing seller and feel that this
acquisition have the highest priority for available funds.

I oppose the acquisition of lands east of Highway 1 to "pro-

tect"
the Inglenoolc Fen since scientists have not presented any

evidence that development east of Highway 1 has affected water
quality.

DPR should develop additional parking on the east portion of
its parcel north of Virgin Creek. While the sight distance here*

‘, may not be ideal, neither is the sight distance from the main
/ park entrance. The south access parking lot is often nearly full

on busy summer days.
DPR should also acquire a trail easement for the traditional

, path across private land just north of the North of Town Indus
‘ trial Park. This path is used by surfers going to Virgin

Creek.
Finally, the OPERATIONS ELEMENT fails to provide for local

users of the park to meet regularly with DPR staff to discuss
problems arising from user conflicts, misuse of facilities,
new proposals not addressed in the plan, or damage to. facilities
or the environment. For instance, if the equestrian trail is
damaged by more erosion, should users have to wait for another
ten years for repair ? Not all prospective volunteers fit
into MAPA or the docent council./3 Becausemore local people use MacKerricher than any other
coastal park, I recommend that parc staff hold regular meetings
with the local public and with riding clubs, Audubon Society,
divers clubs and other special interest groups. Not only

,can local users offer constructive suggestions but conflicts
can be defused before they erupt.
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In summary, I favor 1 Repair damaged portions of the eques
trian trail and post the route and regulations, 2 do not desig
nate the northern portion of the park as a "natural reserve",
3 increase public access at Ten Mile to prevent over-use of
the Laguna Point - Ward Avenue portion of the park 4 acquire
land at Ten Mile from willing sellers 5 set up regular meetings
between park staff and local users to discuss park problems and
enlist volunteer help and 6 modify the final draft to be more
"user friendly" - responsible park users deserve as much attention
as the snowy plovers and the Inglenook f en bog.

Yours truly, T a,i5

Mrs. Nancy S. Barth
30201 Simpson Lane
Fort Bragg, CA 95437

707 964-3494

Copies to: Mendocino County Board of Supervisors
Northern California Trails Council
AssemblymanDan Hauser



LIST OF ILLUSTRATIONS

PHOTO * 1 - Taken at Point B on Map, 1/3 mile north of Ward
Avenue parking area, looking south

PHOTO * 2 - Approximately 100 yards south of Point B showing
constricted portion of hiking/equestrian trail

PHCTO * 3 - Point A at low tide 0.5 - plenty of room for
hikers and equestrians

PHOTO * 4 - Point A at medium-high tide - waves are breaking
on the rocks - no beach

PHOTO * 5 - Downed fence at Point B - hazard for hikers and
equestrians

Map - shows recommended bypass east of washed-out Haul Road
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February 14., 1P95

Dept. of Parks Recreation
Northern Service Center
1725 23rd St. #200
Sacramento,CA. 95816

Att. Rob Ueltzen

RE: MacKerricher State Park
General Plan*

Dear Mr. Ueltzen:

Regardingequestrianuse of the park and trails, we would like to conunent
on the following items:

Page 111 - We believe the equestrianuse is structured as most of the

/J4 equestrianuse is by the stable on Hwy. 1 and ii1:L Creek Rd. offering
guided rides.

Page 153 - "Equestrianswill use the beachfor the northern leg of their
coastal trail." We think the haul road/trail should he maintained as

/35 there are many times during high tide; horses cannot stay on the beach and
get around the rock outcroppings. Also, many horses are fearful of the
ocean.

Page 155 - Equestriansshould be able to use the beaches north of Lake
Cleone. With the exceptionof a few holidays, thesebeachesare rarely

/36 usedby visitors. Virgin Creek beachshould definitely be off 1iiits to
equestrians. We think a single multi use trail the length of the park
would be easierto maintain and better protect sensitive areas.

Page 168 - Due to the erosion and washoutsnorth of Ward Avenue, an

7

equestriantrail should be made Fast of the haul road. This is the area
when many times using the beachis impossible becauseof the tides and rocks.

Page 168
- Ten Mile River Facilities - PleasealLow a posted area for

,3B horse trailer parking. This would also be desirable in the staging area
of Pudding Creek.

We realize equestrian use of the park presentsunusual problems. e as
individual equestrian users trailer 12 miles to use the park and hope
you will give our thoughts your consideration.

Sincerely,

- £Q&/
Fred Ma Wells
44401 GorTi Lane
Mendocino, CA. 95460
707937-5526
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Feb. 21 1995

State Department of Parks & Recreation

Sacramento, Ca 95816

Attention: Rob tJeltzen

Re: CEA Review, MacKerricher State Park
General Plan

Comments:

/39 There is rio mention of the Equestrian Trail from Pudding
Creek to Ten Mile Beach that was dedicated in 1977.

Improvement to the haul road should be for multi-purpose usage,
1’ 0 hikers, bicyclers and equestrians.

There should be an alternate trail for equestrians to use north

‘4’ of the ward Avenue. The beach is impassable due to high tides
‘ I arid rocks.

The equesttiari staging area at Airport Road parking 1t should

/42 have a sign I{CRSE TRAILER PARKING.

rak & Li11i Finlaysoni’1o e-n Calif. Trails Council



February 10, 1995,

To: Mr. Rob Ueltzen
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
1725 23rd St. * 200, Sacramento, CA 95816

Subject: Macerricher State Paric Equestrian Trail

Dear Mr. Ueltzen,
Thank you for sending the announcementabout the MacKerricher

State Parc General Plan. For your information, the Shoreline
Riders Inc. represent over 150 local horse ovners and their
families. During the 1970’s, the Shoreline Riders were deeply
involved in supporting the designation of the Pudding Creeic to
Ten Mile trail as a permanent equestrian. route.

After studying’ the Pre1iinary Draft of the MacKerricher
State Park general plan, we offer the following’ Comments:

1. We were pleased to read P. 153 that the plan does recog
nize a continuous equestrian trail from Pudding Creec to Ten. Mile
but we fee]. that the text ort "Existing Conditions" P. 111

/43 shoild clarify that the majority of equestrian use north of Mac-
Kerricher Beach comes from a trail ride concession and much
less use from local individuals, small informal groups or clubs
such as 4-E, the Sheriff’s Mounted Posse or the Shoreline Riders.

2. Although "Existing Conditions" mentions the au1 Road wash-
outs north of Ward Avenue, the "Facilities E1eent" does riot
addressrepair of these hazardousplaces or rerouting the trail

j
through the dunes so as to avoid the drop-off S. The trail should
bypass these hazards and offer a route which does not force
equestrians to use the beach during periods of high tide and
surf.

3. We strongly oppose the proposal on p. 155 to ban horses
from all beaches south of Ward Avenue. While equestrians do
need to bypass the heavily used MacKerricher Beach, the beach

IAS
immediately to the north is not heavily used by non-equestrians
except on, summerweekends. Requiring the horses to stay on or
near the au1 Road here could cause sore user conflicts than
allowing horses on the wide beach.

4. Tea Mile River Facilities ProDosals", P. 168, fails to
addressequestrian staging or access1atthe southwest end of
the Ten Mile River bridge. The Shoreline Riders favor provi
sions for trailer paricing and a designated access to the northern
portion of the trail. Such facilities would spread out equestrian
use and prevent over-use of the more heavily used portions of the
par!c.

5. We support the equestrian staging area at the Haul Road
entrance Airport Road and the provision of information about
the trail route and trail rules.

These recoendations iere discussedaproved by the Shoreline
Riders, Inc. Board of Directors on February 10, 1995. Tharc you
for your attention. to our concerns.
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February 20, 1995

Rob Ueltzen
Dept. of Parks and Recreation
Northern Service Center
1725-23rd Street #200
Sacramento, CA 95816

Dear Mr. Ueltzen,

I have recently read the MacKerricher State Park general plan
manual, and I am impressed with the detail and thought that
has gone into the presentation of plans for the future of
this state park.

However, I am distressed at the section under Concessions
which suggests that we should continue the horseback riding
service in the park. I have lived in the Cleone area for
nine years, and I am continually distressed by the erosion
that the horses create on the ocean bluffs especially north
of Ward Avenue. I am also concerned that the riders seem to
have no hesitancy in approaching seals that are sunning on
the warm sand.

/47 Horses have their place, and I can certainly understand their
use in wilderness areas, but in a park as small as Mac]cer-
richer, it seemsthat the impact on our sensitive environment
is too great. How did we go from not wanting humans to scale
down the ocean bluffs to allowing horses to descend wherever
their riders chose to go? Horses are huge and impact on the
environment in as negative a mariner as allowing dune buggies
or off-road vehicles. If you doubt this, I hope that you
will personally inspect the damage caused to date by the use
of horses in the park.

As a family who loves and owns horses, our first duty is to
protect the environment for future generations, and I urge
you to reconsider their impact on this beautiful coast.

Sincerely,

Mary Webb
25260 Ward Avenue
Fort Bragg, CA 95437

cc: William Berry, Park Superintendent



PETITIONTO RETAIN "STATE PARK" STATUSFOR ALL OF
MACKERRICHER STATE PARK

We, the undersigned,request that the ParksandRecreationCommission not rec1assifr
the northern portion ofMacKerricher StateParkas a "natural preserve". We feel that
underthe proposed "natural preserve" subclassificañonourcurrentfreedomofaccessto
the dunes andbeach betweenWard Ave. andTen Mile Riverwill be restricted.

As statedin thepreliminary GeneralPlan, thedeclaredpurposeofMacKeriicherState
Park"is to makebeachaccessandthesefeaturesbeach,dunes] availab1ein an essentially
natural condition, for visitor enjoyment" page102. However,,the plan later statesthat
"as thedune area [will be] part ofa natural preserve,accessshould be discouragedexcept

, on the boardwa1kto be built at thewashed-outpart ofthehaul road page157. "With
public accessconnedto well-definedpaths," page129, any passagethroughthedunes
would evidently be disallowed, sinceofcoursepaths would be impossibleto establish
throughthe dune areas. Also, horseswould be limited to "a singleequestriantrail from
Pudding Creek to Ten Mile River" page 153. We are concernedby theopen-ended
statement,"further study is neededto determine what, IF ANY, forms of humanimpact
can be allowed in the dunes..."page34, emphasisadded.

We ask that the commissionretain the "state park" classificationfor the whole of
MacKerricher StatePark. We wish to continue to enjoy the northern portion ofthe park
without future restricted access.

Name Address Date

1. Pia L? flo 4-_ 2 -/ Lr rJp 4’

2. !2L / ‘ % -

V
42117hdZ’ L?lA--’T’O 7viA,4

s.Th1LLR 1_i C ç 37

/J7L-I

184 SIGNATURES ON PETITIONS





MacKERRECHER STATE PARK PRELIMINARY GENERAL PLAN
Responsesto CommentsReceivedDuringthe
CaliforniaEnvironmentalQuality Act Review

1. Point No. 5 on page 143 of the prelim nary generalplan under AppropriateAdditions statesin
part "As any propertywestof Highway 1 in the vicinity of the park becomesavailablefor
purchase,it shouldbe evaluatedfor addition to the StatePark Systemon a caseby casebasis."
This descriptionwas written to include propertieslike GlassBeach,which is adjacentto the
statepark and westof Highway 1. When describingpossibleland acquisitions,it is the
Department’srule not to mention specific parcelsunlessa sourceof funding for the acquisition
has already becomeavailable. -

2. Formalizingaccessat Ten Mile River is not expectedto increasepublic use of the areagreatly
becauseillegal parking and trespassingalreadyoccur there. It is expectedthat formal access
will result in lesstrespassingover neighboringproperty,as well as increasedsafety. Proposed
additional interpretationandregulatorysignsat both formal points of accessto the proposed
naturalpreservethe Ward Avenue parking areaand the proposedaccessat Ten Mile River
are aimed specifically at the protectionof the sensitive plants, animals, and habitatsaccessible
from thoselocations. It would not be possiblefor the Departmentby itself to increasefmes for
habitatdisturbancebecausesuchfines are set by a statewidecommittee,and not the
Department.

3. Your proposalto specify areasat MacKerricherStateParkwhere dogscould be let off leash
would not be possiblefor the Departmentto implementbecausestatelaw requiresdogs to be on
a leashin stateparks. Such a changewould requirenew legislation.

4 The supportof theAudubonSociety for equestrianuseof Ten Mile Beachwith appropriate
limits is noted.

5. Thepreliminarygeneral plan indicatesthat the Departmentwill not reopenthe haul roadfor
generalautomobileuse. Proposalsfor limited useof the roadby disabledpark visitors and the
provision of a shuttle, if proven feasible,would encourageonly infrequentand controlleduse.
The haul roadwill also haveto continueto be usedas a serviceroadand patrol routeby
Departmentstaff.

6. The preliminarygeneralplan hasbeenpreparedwith the intent of maintaininglow levelsof use
in all sensitivehabitatareas. For example,including the banon motorizedvehiculartraffic on
the haul road in the draft plan wasfor thepurposeof continuing the reducedimpact of human
useon Virgin CreekBeach,an important foraging and nestingareafor westernsnowy plovers.
Similar protection of the sensitiveforedune habitatsis intendedby the installation of the dune
boardwalkto bypassthewashedout partof thehaul road.

With respectto the requestto leave snagsand downedwoody materialin forestedareas,it is
alreadythe Department’spracticeto do so in undevelopedareaswithin state parkswhere
potentialhazardsposedby thesematerialswould be minimal.

7. The naturalpreservesubclassificationhas beenproposedwith the intent of preservinghabitats
and speciesfor which the Departmentof Fish and Gamelegally holds the Departmentof Parks
and Recreationresponsible.

8. The directive regardingspecialplants on page58 of the preliminarygeneralplan will be
amendedto include languagerequiring formal consultationunder the California Endangered
SpeciesAct regardingany proposedactivity that would affect state-listedplants. Also,
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languagewill be included that describesthehigh managementpriority of specialplantsand the
needto plan and/ordesignprogramsor projectsso as not to adverselyaffect specialplants.

9. Any proposedfuturedevelopmentthat would occurin the vicinity of the Howell’s spinefloweror
any other sensitiveplant speciesor sensitiveanimal habitatwill adhereto the directive
appearingon page58 in the ResourceElement,as well as the more specific directivesthat will
be developedduring thepreparationof the VegetationManagementPlan.

10. Thank you for bringing this error to our attention. In the fmal generalplan, the text that now
appearson page58 will be amendedto read"Special plant speciesand rare natural
communitiesknownto occurin the unit will be identified in Table C-i, AppendixC".

11. The statusof theHowell’s spineflowerchangedwhen it becamefederally listed as an
endangeredspeciesafter the preliminarygeneralplan went to print. The text of the final
general plan will reflect this change.

12. Resourcemanagementplans are developedand implementedby Departmentdistrict staff,
primarily by district resourceecologists. Specific provisionsof a managementplan, including a
monitoring component,are addressedat that level. Languagewill be addedto the special
plants directive in the final generalplan stating thesefacts clearly.

13. Thank you for your suggestionsregardingprotectionstrategiesfor specialplant speciesand
sensitivehabitats. Theseideaswill be passedon to the district staff responsiblefor the
protectionof resourcesand the educationof park visitors.

14. Thankyou for clarifying that only thenorthernred-leggedfrog might be found within the state
park. The fmal generalplan will reflect this information.

15. The "Trail Development"directiveon page66 of the preliminary generalplan addressestrails
and their potential impactson sensitiveresources. It is the Department’sintent to developa
trails plan that will identify appropriateroutesand will restorenatural habitatswhere any
unauthorizedtrails are removed. In addition, all vehicle use in the park is limited to paved
areasonly, which is strictly enforced.

The RussianRiver/MendocinoDistrict resourceecologistwill be contactedregardingthe need
for surveysfor theMyrtle’s silverspotbutterfly and Behren’ssilverspotbutterfly. If found,
appropriateaction will be takenby the district to protect the populationsof theseinsects.

16. Thank you for bringing the Point Reyeshorkeliaon propertyadjacentto the statepark to our
attention. Languagecontainedin the AppropriateAdditions sectionof the LandUse Element
coversproperty on the westsideof Highway 1 in thevicinity of the park and would permit
acquisition or a conservationeasement,shouldeither becomepossible.

17. Thank you for your valuableinput for updating the SpecialPlantSpeciesandRareNatural
CommunitiesList in Appendix C. Thosespeciesdefinitely not occurringin the park will be
removedfrom the list and an additional five specialplant speciesidentified as occurring there
will be addedto the list.

18. Lupinusbicolor ssp.umbellatusis a common componentof thedune tops, as identified by Barry
et al. 1977 in Inglenook Fen. A Study andPlan.

19. A generalplan acts mainly as an umbrellaguide for future resourcemanagementand
developmentat a unit of the StatePark System. A generalplan cannotaddressspecificsat
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length, nor doesit havethe flexibility to dealwith resourcemanagementstrategiesthat might
haveto adaptto changingconditionsduring a shortertime frame than the generalplan is meant
to guide. The proposedVegetationManagementPlan will be developedpursuantto directives
in the final general plan and will be thevehicle whereindividual protectionapproachesshould
be addressedfor eachsensitivespecies.

20. Thankyou for reminding us of the availability of the 1994 CNPS Inventory. This resource
inventory was preparedbeforethat documentwas available. However, it will be usedin
preparingthe final generalplan.

21. Thankyou for your supportof the proposalin the preliminarygeneralplan to include an
environmentaleducationcenterat MacKerricherStatePark.

22. Seethe responseto comment#21.

23. The preliminarygeneralplan containsproposalsto constructan accessiblecomfort stationat
LagunaPoint and to refurbishthe one at Lake Cleoneto provide accessibility. TheLake
Cleonebypasstrail will incorporatewheelchairaccessto the haul roadnorth of the washedout
segmentof theberm westof Lake Cleone. The proposalfor the dune boardwalkto bypassthe
washout north of Ward Avenue is intended,in part, to makethis segmentof the haul road
accessible.

24. Seethe responseto comment #21.

25. Seethe responseto comment#21.

26. The planningteam doesnot believethat the 30 parking spacesproposedat Ten Mile River are
an excessivenumber. Otherproposalsfor interpretationto alert and sensitizevisitors to the
nestingareasand behaviorsof westernsnowy plovers and the protections,including regulatory
signing and fencing, if and wherenecessary,for the wetlandson the river’s south shorewould
accompanythe provision of formal accessto the area.

27. The Departmentis chargedwith the mission to serve a broad spectrumof recreational
populationsin the stateparks. The current concessionaireandthe horsebackriding groupswith
which theplanning team dealtduring the preparationof the preliminarygeneralplan are the
sourceof almost all of the riding activity that now occursin the park. Theconcessionaireis
restrictedto a designatedroute by her contractwith the Department.The other groupshave
expressedtheir support for a designatedtrail through the length of the park and their intentionto.
adhereto that route. In addition, the rules andregulations,as well as the designatedroute, will
be betterpublicizedto all equestriantrail usersin the future. The planningteam expectsthat
thesefactors, combinedwith increasedenforcement,will prevent the adverseimpactsthat have
occurredin thepast.

28. Thankyou for your enthusiasticsupportof the plans in the preliminarygeneralplan to improve
the coastaltrail at MacKerricherStatePark. A proposal for rest areasthat would incorporate
benchesappearswith thedevelcpmentsrecommendedfor the haul road and coastaltrail in the
Facilities Element. The bencheswere included mostly to meetthe needsof physically
challengedvisitors, including elderly visitors, and would be placedalong the most accessible
stretchof the haul road south of Lake Cleone,but they are also :intendedfor the comfort of all
thoseusing thecoastal trail.
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29. Thank you for calling the changein the city’s designatedland usesin the PuddingCreek
vicinity to our attention. The changeswill be incorporatedinto Map #9, AdjacentLand Uses,in
the final generalplan.

30. Seethe responseto comment#1.

31. The correctdistancefrom the existing city water line to proposedSouthMacKerricherCoastal
Trail Accesswill be incorporatedinto the final generalplan. The final plan will also include
the Department’sintention to convertwater serviceat the proposedcoastaltrail accesspoint
from a well to the city’s service,when it becomesavailable.

32. Onepurposeof designatingtrails to the bluffs southof LakeCleoneis to allow removal of the
manyunauthorizedtrails that haveproliferatedon the coastalterraceover the years. Resource
inventorywork performedin thecourseof the preparationof thepreliminarygeneralplan
revealedthat the coastalterracecontainssensitiveplants and habitats,as well as archeological
sites,that havebeenbadly impactedby foot traffic. Proposalsfor designatedbluff accessare
also aimedat making the views available from the bluffs accessibleto physically challenged
visitors who would otherwisenot be able to experiencethem.

33. The ResourceElementof the preliminary generalplan containsdescriptionsof many areas
within the statepark that areno longer in a pristinecondition. Moreover, thatelementand
other sectionsof the documentindicatevarioussourcesof expectedadditional future impactsto
the resourcesin the park, including escalatingvisitation during the coming decadesand
additional developmentadjacentto thepark boundary. Proposalsfor developmentin the plan
are intendedto providefor theseprobablechangesin public andadjacentuseswhile, at the
sametime, protectingthe park’s natural and scenicresourcesand restoringthem to a condition
approachingwhat it was naturally.

34. Seethe responseto comment#27.

35. The proposalto subclassifythe dune areaas part of anaturalpreservedoesnot meanthat the
Departmentwill be fencingthe dunes. Pleasesee comment#105 relating to the natural
preserveproposal.

36. Thereare no placesalong thecoastlineat MacKerricherStatePark that would furnish sufficient
protectionfor sailboatmooring. The exposedcoastexperienceswaveactionalong somebeach
areashasresultedin significant coastalerosion,and offshorerocksposehazards. It would
neitherbe safenor practicalundertheseconditionsto maintainmooring buoys.

37. Seethe responseto comment#5. Also, during preparationof the generalplan, the planning
teamexploredthe feasibility of restoringthewashedout parts of the haul road for trail use. The
estimatereceivedat that time just for rebuilding the haul road berm westof LakeCleoneand
repavingthe road over it amountedto $1.2 million. The destroyedpart of the road north of Ward
Avenue would equalat leastthat amount. Furthermore,evenif thesesegmentsof the road
could be rebuilt, it would not be possibleto assurethat they would endurefor more thana few
years,due to ongoingincursionsfrom wave action. Such erosionalong the California coastis a
natural process,and theDepartment’spolicy is to try not to build expensivedevelopmentsthat
would requireman-madeprotection.

38. The languagein the final generalplan will reflect the information in your comment. Page46,
paragraph6, will be changedto say "and many Indianswere forcibly driven by the Army to the
reservationat Round Valley." Page 186, paragraph1, in the Interpretive Elementwill reflect
the samechangeand also add "Many were left to die along the way, while someof thosewho
survived the trip wereable to escapeandreturn to the MendocinoCoast."
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39. The addition, "local/historic CaliforniaNative American festivities", will be insertedon page
205 of the final generalplan under SpecialEvents.

40. The Caltransconceptthat Highway 1 in the vicinity of the park is a "two-laneconventional
highway with 12-foot lanesand four-foot shoulders"will be addedto the Circulation andAccess
section in the Land Use Elementof the fmal generalplan.

41. The Departmentwill take the Caltransrecommended50-foot setbackfrom thehighway
centerlineinto accountwhendesigningfacilities adjacentto the highway. Additional language
will appearin the final generalplan’s Facilities ElementunderGeneralDesignCriteria for Park
Facilities, Parking: "Caltransrecommendsa 50-foot setbackfrom .the highwaycenterline for all
improvementsadjacentto Highway 1 ." It is always the Department’spracticeto obtain
encroachmentpermitsfor work within a Caltransright-of-way.

42. At the time when detailedproject designis underwayfor the threeareasin the park where
accessimprovementsare proposedadjacentto Highway 1, the Departmentwill coordinatewith
Caltransto assureconformity with all necessaryrules and procedures.

43. The final generalplan will contain no referencesto the useof the mixing tablefor public
parking.

44. Seethe responseto comment#41. In addition, it is the Department’spracticeto consultthe
appropriateCaltransstaff in a timely mannerwhen planningimprovementsadjoining Caltrans
facilities.

45. The DepartmentinterpretsCaltrans’ rule that plans for repairand maintenanceprojectsshould
be reviewedby public agenciesif "the project hasthe potential of having a significant impact
on resourcesadjacentto thehighway" to includeMacKerricher’svisual resources,as well as its
natural and cultural resources. The Department’schargeto servethe visiting public ranks
recreationaland aestheticresourcesas equally significantas natural and cultural resources.
The intent of the directive is to assurethat DPR staff will maintain the necessarydegreeof
attentionto and involvementin t:he planning for highwayrepair work adjacentto the park.
Therefore,the directive on page56 will be retainedin the fmal generalplan.

Caltranswill receivea copy of the final generalplan andany conditionsof approval and
requiredmitigations when it is available.

46. There is no record in the Department’sfiles to substantiatea promiseby a speakerat the park’s
dedicationin 1949 that Mill Creek Drive would alwaysbe open to the residentsof the area.
However, the Department’spolicy is to honor all legal easementsacrossstate-ownedland.

47. If funding becomesavailable,the Departmentwill considerworking with the county to improve
the entrancestation location. This solution would improve informationservicesto the public
andprovide greatersecurityfor the campgrounds.

48. The Departmentrecognizesthat Mill Creek Drive is listedas part of the MendocinoCounty
RoadSystem. The Departmentwill continueto cooperatewith county officials wheneverpark
operationsor issuesaffect county maintainedroadswithin statepark boundaries.

48. The imposition of fees is not a generalplanning matter. Thereis no recommendationto charge
day usefees at MacKerricherState Park in the preliminary generalplan.

50. The Departmentis awareof the requirementto obtain a coastalpermit for anyproposed
managementproceduresor facilities improvementsthat would entail "changesin the intensity
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of useof water, or of accessthereto" well in advanceof implementation. The Facilities
Elementof the final generalplan will contain addedlanguagestating that the Departmentwill
work closelywith thecounty Board of Supervisorsregardingany proposedfuture changein the
managementof Mill CreekDrive within the park.

51. Seethe responseto comment#50.

52. The preliminary generalplan identifies options for considerationonly and is not an
implementationplan. The Departmentrecognizesthat, wheneverproposalsare eventually
madeto deal with the managementof the countymaintainedportion of Mill CreekDrive within
the park, thosethat requirecounty oversightwill havetheproperreview.

53. The Departmentrecognizesthat the Departmentof Public Works’ doesnot considerspeed
bumpsto be an acceptablemethodof traffic cOntrol on the countyroad.

54. See the responseto comment#52.

55. It is the practiceof theDepartmentto provide a sign-in sheetat all generalplan public
involvementmeetingsso that signerscan be addedto generalplan mailing lists for future
notifications. The mailing list for theMacKerricherStateParkGeneralPlan containedover 500
addresses.The June,1994, meeting regardingMill CreekDrive was conductedby Department
Operationsstaff separatefrom the generalplan public involvementprocess,so a sign-in sheet
may not havebeen available. In any event, the releaseof the PreliminaryMacKerricherState
ParkGeneralPlan for CaliforniaEnvironmentalQuality Review was well publicizedin theFort
Braggareain local newspapers,as well as via radio and television. We regretthat some
interestedresidentsof the areamay not havereviewedthe draft.

56. Seethe responseto comment#50.

57. Pleaserefer to the responseto comment#55. Thankyou for your suggestions.

58. Seethe responseto comment#50.

59. The MacKerricherStateParkGeneralPlanningTeamhasrequestedthat the Parks and
RecreationCommissionhold its hearingfor this generalplan in Fort Bragg. Whetheror not this
will be possiblehasnot beenconfirmedas of this writing. It will be dependentupon the other
mattersthat the Commissionhas on its agendaand the requirementfor hearingsto be held
within a certaindistanceof all mattersbeing discussedat the hearing.

60. Seethe responseto comment#50.

61. Seethe responseto comment#50.

62. The proposalsthatappearin the preliminary generalplan are not intendedto hinderaccessto
the beachat MacKerricherStatePark. Rather,their purposeis to deal with expectedincreases
in public usein such a way that accessto the beachwill be preservedwithout further damageto
the resourcebaseof the park, which is also within the mission of the Departmentto preserve
andprotect.

63. Seethe responsesto comments#46 and #50.

64. Seethe responseto comment#27.
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65. Thepreliminarygeneralplan recognizesthe recreationalimportanceof LakeCleone. Thereare
severalreasonsthat major recreationalexpansionwasnot proposedthere. One is that the lake
lies at the centerof the parkand alreadyis the focusvery heavy useyearround. In addition,
expandingthe parking areawould encroachupon spaceoccupiedby the Howell’s spineflower,
which was recentlyfederally listed as endangered. The Departmentmust respectthe laws
relating to this listing that are administeredby the Departmentof Fish and Game. Otherreasons
are that the lake is at presentthe sole sourceof park drinking water, is silting in, and may
experienceadditional salt water intrusion.

The ResourceElementstates,on page87, that "With protectionfrom inappropriaterecreational
uses,the drinking water source and artificial recreationalsite could be retained" and
recommendsa study to determinethe best future managementstrategyfor the lake. On page
166, theFacilities Elementproposeskeepingthe lake a freshwaterbody to providedrinking
waterpendingthe outcomeof the study while examiningthe feasibility of moving the drinking
waterintake upstreamon Mill Creek. It also proposesrecreational improvements, including
refurbishingthe lake restroom,addingpicnic tables,improving the boardwalkaroundthe lake,
and addingan accessiblefishing dock if the lake is retainedas a fishery.

66. Seethe responseto comment#50.

67. Seethe responseto comment#59.

68. We appreciateyour support for Ihe useof a boardwalk. However,the boardwalkproposedfor
the northernpart of the park is not along Highway 1 nearTen M:ile River but in the foredune
areato bypassthe largewashout north of Ward Avenue. The generalplan proposesthe concept
of the boardwalk;however,the exactform that the proposedtrail to the haul road at the Ten
Mile River Bridge might takehasnot yet beendetermined.

69. The GeneralPlan Map Map #13 in the preliminary generalplan containsproposalsrelating to
the vicinity of the Ten Mile River Bridge and the haul road nearthere,as well as the Caltrans
mixing table. Theseare not owned by the Department.Funding is now earmarkedfor a small
land acquisitionto provide stateownershipall the way to the highway, but releaseof that
funding is dependentupon Caltr.ans’ approval. Sincepreparationof thepreliminary general
plan,moreover,Caltranshas withdrawn its offer of the mixing tablefor public parking. For
reasonssuch as these, leadersor pointersfrom the boxescontaining generalplan proposalsare
drawn to point to land ownedby the Department.

70. The MacKerricherStatePark GeneralPlan, when approvedby the Parks and Recreation
Commission,will constitutethe masterplanrequiredby Appendix D of the Bureauof Land
Managementleasewith the Departmentfor the 120 acresof dune land and will enablethe
transferof that property to the Department.The BLM hasexpressedits desireto havethe
Departmentacquirethis property whenthe generalplan is fmalized.

As indicatedin the previousresponse,thereis now funding identified for the acquisition of a
portion of the Smith property.adjacentto park land at Ten Mile River to allow public accessto
the haul road. The funding is through an approvedgrant from Caltrans,and the property is
expectedto be acquiredas soonas Caltransreleasesthe fundsfor that purpose.

71. It is an establishedfact thatEuropeanbeachgrassforms a rhizornatousroot massand above
ground biomassso densethat it crowdsout other vegetation,including nativeCalifornia plants.
Encroachmentupon nativevegetationby Europeanbeachgrassis a relatively slow processthat
at times may not be noticeable. Aerial photographsandobservationsby Departmentpersonnel
over the past20 yearsdocumentthe spreadof beachgrasssouthfrom the mouth of Ten Mile
River in the foredunescomplex. The intent of the Departmentis to begin to removethe non
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native beachgrassfrom the foredunes areas adjacent to the northernend-of the haul road, well
removedfrom Beal Lane. Policy 11.4 of the ParksandRecreationCommission"Preservationof
VegetativeEntities" statesthe intent to " ... perpetuatesignificant natural plant communities ...."

72. A programto control Europeanbeachgrasswill require appropriateconsiderationof related
factors, including adjacentfacilities and increasedcosts if delayed.

73. Seethe responseto comment#71.

74. The Department’sintent conveyedin the preliminary generalplan is to maintainthe relatively
low intensity usethat hasexistedsincethe haul road hasbeenclosedto vehiculartraffic in
areasthat westernsnowyplovers usefor nestinghabitat. Wildlife expertsfrom within and
outsidethe Departmentagreethat the shapeof the dunes,which can be a product of the
vegetationupon them,also hasa bearingon the successof the birds’ nestingefforts. Seepage
33 in theResourceElementfor a discussionof how Europeanbeachgrassinfluencesthe
formation of sand dunes. Also seethe responseto comment #92.

75. The directive regardingEuropeanbeachgrassseepage77 in the preliminary generalplan
recognizesthe concernsof local property ownersaboutdune mobilization and encroachment.
Any managementplan for Europeanbeachgrasswill be requiredto take theseconcernsinto
consideration.

We are pleasedthat you will enjoy the proposedimprovedcoastaltrail from PuddingCreekto
Ten Mile River.

76. Thank you for relating your considerableexperiencein control of Europeanbeachgrassand your
supportfor a similar managementprogramat MacKerricherStatePark. The Departmentwill
greatly benefit from the knowledgeand skills acquiredthrough your restorationefforts.

77. Thank you for bringing this to our attention. The fmal generalplan will reflect the necessary
changes.

78. Thank you for pointing out the necessaryrevision for Menzieswallflower at MacKerricherState
Park. The final generalplan will includethis change.

79. Theseare excellentsuggestions,and the directive requiring a Dune ManagementPlan will
include a rare plant populationcensuscomponent.

80. In the final plan, the outlet for InglenookCreekwill be shownas it appearson the aerial
photographsusedin preparingthegeneralplan. Mapping for generalplan work on a park the
size of MacKerricherStateParkdoesnot requirethe samespecificityas work that is less
generalin scope. The Dune ManagementPlan will examinethe dunesandadjacentareas,
including the various arms of InglenookCreek,in a greatdealmore detail.

81. Thankyou for pointing out this inaccuracy. The intent of this paragraphwas to indicatethat
waterquickly percolatesthrough loose sand. However, it is true that water collects in those
locations termeddune swainsbecauseof the presenceof a rudimentarysoil profile. The final
generalplan will include this revision.

82. The lagoonsat themouthsof Puddingand Virgin Creekswere identified in a separate
ecologicalunit in order to differentiatetheseareasfrom the surroundinglandscape,which is
quite unlike them. Also, thesesensitive locationsare subject to relatively heavy visitor use in
comparisonto drainagesat the north end of the park, and thereis a needto emphasizetheir
sensitivity.
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Inglenookand Fen creeksare included in an ecologicalunit that is not only describedas
sensitivewith unique resources,but is also included within a proposednatural preserve.This in
no way diminishesthe importanceof the lagoons at the mouthsof thesetwo streams,which as
you point out provide valuablewildlife habitat. Managementof theselagoons,as well as their
connectedriparian/wetlandsystems,will be for their protectionand perpetuation.

83. It was our understanding,as well, that only the rails wereremovedbefore thehaul road was
paved,leaving the ties in place.

84. The riparian/wetlandareaencompassedin the Inglenook Creek drainageis included in the
boundariesof the proposednatural preserveand, as such,is recognizedas having sensitive
resources. InglenookFen hasbeen given specialprominencebecauseit is consideredto be
uniqueto California. The nearestknown coastalfen on the WestCoastis in the vicinity of
Bandon,Oregon.

85. Pleasebe aware that the specificsof an exotic plant control programare not definedin a
generalplan. Thesedetailswill be includedin future managementplans developedby the
district resourceecologist. Seethe responsesto comments#71 and#75 for additional
clarification andrelated information.

86. The first sentenceyou mention on page76, written by a Departmentgeologist,was defmitely
not an attemptto be witty but, rather,to point out the specialcombinationof conditionsthat
were necessaryto producethe dunesat MacKerricherStatePark. Her useof the word
"ephemeral"mustbe understoodin the context of geologic time, during which the forms and,
possibly,the location of thedune field can be expectedto changeconsiderably.

87. The sentences"The Departmentdid not respondto this pressure,but ratherbannedOHV usein
the dunesafter the leasewas in force. However,trespassingby OHV users,as well as others,
continuesto be an occasionalproblem" on page 129 will be rep]Laced with "However, other
local residentsled a strong anti-OHV movementthat eventuallyled to theban of this activity
on park propertyandthe addition of more dunepropertyto the park. Occasionaltrespassingby
OHV users,as well as others,continuesto be a problem."

88. We agreethat this should be clarified. The title will be revisedto "The Wetland/Riparian
Systemon InglenookCreek".

The term, "rare plants", hasa specificconnotationthat is describedon pages58-59of the
preliminary generalplan. The natural resourcesyou list are of interestbut are not rare by the
definitions employedby botanistsand the various governmentagencies,including the
Departmentof Fish andGame,that haveregulatoryresponsibility for rareplants.

89. The Departmentof Parks and Recreationcannotlegally invite or allow park visitors to passonto
neighboringproperty. The Friendsof the Ten Mile Duneswere correctin taking their caseto
the County of Mendocino,the California CoastalCommission,and the State Lands
Commission,which were the properagenciesto addressthe issue. The intent of general
planning for MacKerricherState Parkwas not to addressthe north shoreor thebed of Ten Mile
River, but to plan for property that is now ownedby the Departmentor fundedfor acquisition.

90. On page198, the languageunde:r "Off-highway Use" will be changedto "In yearspast, the
northernduneareanearTen Mile River was heavily usedby dune buggiesandother off-road
vehicles. After the statetook control of the area,pressurefrom local residentsled the
Departmentto banthis activity, and mostof it stopped."
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91. Europeanbeachgrassis an acceptedcommon namefor Ammophilaarenaria, a perennialgrassof
European origin that hasbeenwidely plantedfor its sand-stillingcapabilities. However, the
haulroad was in place and actively used long before the beachgrasswas planted. Prior to that
time, native AmericandunegrassLeymusmollis and several othernativespeciesprovided
someprotectionfor the haul road. Studieshaveshownthat biodiversitydecreasessubstantially
wherethis non-nativegrasshasbeenplanted. It is the Department’spolicy to encourage
biodiversity and to protectand perpetuatenativeplant communitiesand associations,including
their nativecomponentplant speciesand associatedwildlife. In addition,numerouslocations of
state-and federally-listedplants occur in the Ten Mile Dunes. The Departmenthasa
responsibilityunder stateand federal law to protect rare species.

The National Park Servicepolicy is nQ.t to useEuropeanbeachgrassor any other non-native
plant to protect land it administers,including nationalseashores.Someof theseareasmay
havebeenplantedwith beachgrassprior to federalownership,but this is certainlynot the case
today.

It is true that the interior of the Ten Mile Dunes is open sand,mostlydevoid of vegetation.
However, the spreadof Europeanbeachgrasshasbeenprimarily from north to south, i.e., from
Ten Mile River southtowardWard Avenue. It hasnot beensuggestedin the preliminary
generalplan that the problemis a west to eastor east to westmigration.

For further information, pleasesee the responseto comment#71.

92. Someanimalsarebetter ableto adaptto the presenceof humansthan others. Westernsnowy
plovers inheritedtraits that seemto makethem vulnerableto impactsfrom heavy recreational
beachuse. Wildlife expertsfrom within and outsidethe Departmentagreethat the formation of
the dunes,which can be a productof the vegetationupon themseepage33 in the Resource
Elementfor a discussionof how Europeanbeachgrassinfluencesthe formation of sanddunes,
has a bearingon the successof the birds’ nesting efforts. Researchby the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Serviceconfirms the findings of the Department’sresourceecologists. "The most
importantform of habitatloss to coastalbreedingsnowy plovershasbeenencroachmentof
Europeanbeachgrass.... Stabilizing sandduneswith Europeanbeachgrasshasreducedthe
amountof unvegetatedareaabovethe tideline, decreasedthe width of the beach,and increased
its slope. Thesechangeshavereducedthe amount of potential snowy plover nestinghabitaton
many beachesand may hamperbrood movements. The beachgrasscommunity alsoprovides
habitat for snowy plover predatorsthat historically would havebeen largely precludedby the
lack of coverin the dunecommunity." FederalRegister,Vol. 69, No. 41, March 2, 1995

The fact that all of the dune areais identified as western snowyplover nestinghabitat on Map
#6 is not meantto indicatethat the birds arecommonlyfound throughoutthe areabut, rather,
that they could potentially usethe entire area.

You accuratelypoint out that the resourcemaps do not cover the Bureau of Land Management
leasearea. This areawas excludedfrom the resourceinventory field surveysperformedas a
part of this generalplanningprocessbecauseit is not the practiceof the Departmentto survey
propertythat it doesnot own. Field surveyswill be conductedby Departmentoperationsstaff as
a part of the Dune ManagementPlan.

93. The Departmentof Parks,and Recreationis not alone in its desire. to reducethe damagedue to
the rapid anddestructivespreadof the brownheadedcowbird throughoutthe country. It is a
sourceof concernto many public andprivate entities. The birds originally followed buffalo
herdsand fed on seedsand insectsturnedup by the large animals. Introduction of cattle, in
effect,extendedthis habitatnationwide. Cowbirdsparasitizethe nests of songbirds,so they do
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not haveto build their own nestsor feed their chicks. Therefore,they can lay many more eggs
per seasonthan otherbirds. This hasresultedin devastationof thepopulationsof somesongbird
species.

94. You seemto havemisunderstoodthe meaningof the referencesto off-shore oil developmentin
the preliminarygeneralplan. The intent of the preambleand directive that appearon pages56
and57 of thedraft plan is that "Collecting ... for extrapolatingpetroleum-bearingpotential ... is
prohibited" and "The Departmentshall nL allow the collection of geologic specimensfor
potentialcommercialpurposes." Emphasisadded

95. See the responseto comment#70.

96. See the responseto comment#89. Also, althoughthe Departmentexpectsto formalize access
at Ten Mile River, it doesnot wish to encouragehigh levels of public usethatwould be
incompatiblewith the protectionof the sensitiveresourcesin the area. The Departmentof Fish
and Gamehasdeterminedthat t:he wetlandson thesouth shoreof Ten Mile River havesuch a
high resourcevalue that it is their intent to acquirethem when funding is available. This would
include thewetlandswithin the statepark seepage 134, in the Land Use Element.

97. The proposalregardingthenatural preservewas presentedto those presentat the third general
plan public involvementmeeting. The time within the generalplanningprocessand the length
of the California EnvironmentalQuality Act public revieware establishedby law. In this case,
the usual45-calendardayreview periodwas lengthenedby two weeks in order to give all who
wished to commenton the preliminary generalplan adequatetime to do so.

Therewill be a DuneManagementPlan preparedby the Departmentto better define what uses
will be permittedwithin the various areasof the dunes. The Departmentwill submit this plan to
MendocinoCounty for their review concerningCalifornia CoastalAct issues. This review
should provide a future opportunity for additional public input on specific provisionsthat will
developedas partof theDune ManagementPlan. Also seethe responseto comment#98 for a
more detaileddiscussionon levels of public use in the sanddune area.

98. Planningteam review of the languagein thepreliminarygeneralplan subsequentto the CEQA
review revealedlanguagethat may havepromotedconcernsamongthosewho commented
regardingthe proposalto establisha naturalpreserve.This responseis meantto clarify the
reasonswhy natural preservesubclassificationmay be proposedin generalplans and the
ramifications this subclassificationhasfor park management.

Subclassificationas a natural preservedoesnot in and of itself changethe managementoptions
that are availableto the Department. Under its existing overall classificationas a "statepark",
the Departmentcan implement ‘whatevermanagementactionsare determinedto be necessary
for the protectionof the resourcesat MacKerricher. Appropriatemanagementmeasuresare
determinedby the District Superintendentwith advicefrom staff.

The natural preservesubclassificationis meantto be a.guide and control upon actionsthat can
be takenby Departmentstaff. First, when subclassificationis proposedduring the preparationof
a generalplan as this one was, it furnishesguidelines for the creationof actual proposalsthat
will appearin the Land Use and Facilities elementsof the plan. This assuresthat a plan’s
proposalswill respectthe degreeof resourcesensitivity identified in the areaof a proposed
naturalpreserve. Second,after Commissionapprovalof a generalplan, naturalpreserve
subclassificationsets thepriority for the field staffsdevelopmentand implementationof the
various resourcemanagementplans proposedin the generalplan. Becausea park may have the
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needfor many managementplans,thosefor naturalpreserveareaswill -receiveconsiderationfor
higherpriority basedon the relatively greatersignificanceof the resources.

NaturalPreservestatusalso givesthe District Superintendentrecognitionof the support
throughoutthe Departmentfor specialprotectionof thesesensitiveresourceareaswhen
reviewing requestsfrom outsideentitiesfor useswithin or adjacentto the naturalpreserve For
example,naturalpreservestatusprohibits theconstructionof roadsor the useof motor vehicles
within theseareas.

The areaproposedfor natural preservestatus at MacKerricherStateParkwill experience
varying levels of public use,ranging from relatively higherand unrestricteduseon Ten Mile
Beachto extremelylow level andcontrolleduse in the fen. The sandduneareafalls in
between,with someareasrequiring moreprotectionthat others. The future developmentof a
DuneManagementPlan will define this middle level more closely.

For example,preliminary inventory work by Departmentresourceecologists’indicatesthat parts
of the foredunes,as a discretearea,are apt to havea higherdegreeof sensitivity than other
placesin the dunes. The foredunesarethe least protectedfrom wind blastoff the ocean,as
well as wave action. The foredunesare also more likely to be usedas nestinghabitatby
westernsnowy ploversthan other partsof the dunesdueto the proximity of the ocean.
Uncontrolledequestrianand pedestrianuse canbe especiallydisruptive in the foredunes. The
existenceof the haul roadfor most of the length of the foreduneareahastraditionally provided
an excellentcorridor for public recreationalaccess. Becauseof the fragility of the foredunes,
the preliminarygeneralplan proposesa boardwalkto bypassthe washedout portionof the haul
road andmaximumcontrol of public access. Public accessas it exists in most otherparts of the
dunescan be less rigidly regulated.

Generalplan proposalsregardingaccessmainly apply to placeswhere formal designatedaccess
will be provided. To control expectedhigh levelsof use, the preliminary generalplan proposes
formal accesspoints to the sanddunesat the endof Ward Avenue and at Ten Mile River. The
restof the dune areais intendedto remain undesignated,exceptwhereexceptionallysensitive
resourcesmay be found during the developmentof the Dune ManagementPlan i.e., where the
federally-listedendangeredHowell’s spineflowergrows, etc.. The MendocinoCounty Local
CoastalPlan providesthat, wherepublic accessthrough dunesis permitted,"well-defined
footpathsor othermeansof directing useand minimizing adverseimpactsshall be developed
and used." Sectjon 3.1-15 Additional contactwith MendocinoCounty planningstaff
administeringthe LCP indicatesthat "well-defined footpaths"neednot be formally designated
by the Department,but merely "defined" by their use. Such use could include the traditional
low impact casualaccessinto thedune areaby local residentswhere no formal designated
accesspoint exists.

Although the word "fencing" appearsin the preambleof the directive on page 77 that dealswith
the materialsthat would be appropriatefor dune stabilizationmeasures,it is not the intent of
the Departmentto fenceor createother barriersto accessto the entire dunearea. There is
nothinginherent in the natural preservesubclassificationthat implies that the Departmentwill
necessarilyhaveto do that. At the discretionof the District Superintendent,fencingcould be
an appropriatemethodof protectingparticularresourcevalues in a statepark, whetheror not the
affectedareawere part of a naturalpreserve. Proposalsin the preliminary generalplan are
intendedonly to recognizethat theremight be areaswithin the duneswherethe needcould be -
compellingat somefuture date. .

99. Seethe responseto comment#50.

100. Seethe responseto comment#59.
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101. See the responseto comment#98.

102. It is the Department’sintention to commencework to improvethe coastaltrail from Pudding
Creekto Ten Mile River as soonas theapprovedgrant fundsbecomeavailable. Regarding
the provision of accessibilityto the haul road for disabledvisitors at Ten Mile River, this
would ideally be desirablebut will be dependentupon the design solutionthat will ultimately
be possiblefor a pathwayfrom a future parkingareato the haul road.

103. The preliminary generalplan’s InterpretiveElementcontainsthe proposedcontentand priority
for implementationof a major interpretiveprogramto be developedat MacKerricherState
Park. The chief facilities through which interpretationwill be madeavailableto parkvisitors
will be the proposedinterpretivecenter,the proposednew campfire center,and additional
interpretivepanelsplannedfor manyareasof the park, including Ten Mile River. Thesewill
stressthe significanceand sensitivity of the park’s resources. In addition, a potential
environmentaleducationcenterat the park could create an importantoutreachprogramto
servethe local and statewidecommunity.

104. The term "users" in the prelim:inary generalplan was meantto be synonymouswith "visitors".
Owing to the Department’smissionto providefor "public use" of StateParkSystemunits, it
was thought to be appropriateto usethis term. As stated in response#103,interpretation,
including signs, displays,and personalcontact,are expectedto increasewith the
implementationof the generalplan, and soshould Departmentstaffs and volunteer’s
opportunitiesto interactwith and betterservethe public.

105. The imposition of fees is not a generalplanningmatter. Thereis no recommendationto
chargeday usefeesat MacKerricherStatePark in the preliminary generalplan.

106. Seethe responseto comment#98.

107. Thankyou for your supportof the preliminaryplan. The Departmentof Parksand Recreation
encouragesthe participationof the public in helping it to achieveits mission. Park Operations
staff welcomesthe opportunityto work with the peoplewe serve. For thosewho would like to
provide the valuable assistancethat is becomingmore and more necessaryas budgetsshrink
during thesetimes, thereis an establishedvolunteerprogramat the MendocinoCoaststate
parks. A docentprogramis relatively new at MacKerricherState Park and is expectedto grow
with the implementationof the proposalsin the generalplan.

108. Seethe responseto comment#98.

109. Seethe responseto comment#98 for a discussionof the naturalpreservesubclassification.
Pleasenote that motorized vehiclesare excludedin areasclassifiedas naturalpreserves.

Languagewill be addedto the designcriteria in the Facilities Elementto assurethat all
proposalsfor additional constructionin the proposednaturalpreservewill be minimal and will
usenaturalmaterials,wherepossible. The Departmentwill continueto keepthe haul road for
coastaltrail usesonly. This usewill includebicyclists, as well as hikers. However, no
bicycling will be permittedoff of designatedpathsanywherein thepark.

110. Thank you for bringing this omissionto our attention. The Existing Conditions sectionof the
EquestrianTrail discussionin theLand Use Elementwill havethe following languageadded
at its beginning: "Equestrianand pedestriantrails from PuddingCreekto Ten Mile River were
formally dedicatedby the Departmentin a ceremonyat the Ward Avenue underpassin
November1977."
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111. Another sentencewill be addedbefore the last sentenceof the Existing Conditionssection.
"Much of the equestrianusein the northernpart of the park resultsfrom guidedrides
conductedby the currentconcessionaire."

112. The policies in theLCP call for a continuoustrail for equestrianand pedestrianuse. At
MacKerricher,the 1977 dedicationin actuality establishedseparatetrails for theseusesFort
Bragg Advocate,Nov. 12, 1977. The questionof a continuousroute for bicyclists separate
from Highway 1 was not addressedin the LCP becauseof the presumedhigh cost. There is
fortunatelya pavedpathwayfor trail usealready in existenceat the park, which only needs
somerepairto make it continuousfor the length of thepark. The useof this pavedpathby
bicyclists and pedestrianswould fall within the LCP safetyrequirementsmandatedin Section
3.6. However, the planning team believesthat,equestrianuseof the haul road for the entire
length of the park as amulti-use trail would not meet thesesafetyrequirements.

113. Seethe responseto comment#121.

114. The text in the fmal generalplan will contain the words "year round".

115. The PlanningTeam believesthat it would be reasonableto permit equestriansto usethe
westernshoulderof the haul road,as well as the westernshoulderof the duneboardwalkwhen
it is completed,to bypassthebeachwherenecessaryduring periodswhen that route might be
hazardousdueto inclementweatheror othercauses.

116. At all placeswhere stagingareasare proposedfor equestrianaccessto the equestriantrail,
signsmarkingparking spacesfor horsetrailers andexplainingpark rules for equestrianswill be
a part of the site development.Languagewill be addedto the generalplan where necessaryto
makethis explicit.

117. Thank you for the informationthat Caltransmay be performingseismic retrofit work on the
Ten Mile River Bridge. Departmentstaff will investigatethis matter.

118. Seethe responseto comment#104.

119. The planningteam hasrecognizedthe high impact of concentratedvisitor use in the Lake
CleonelLagunaPoint areaand takenthis into accountin the preliminary generalplan, which
essentiallyproposesonly modestadditionsto facilities in thoseplaces. The draft plan directs
that the areashould also receiveincreasedinterpretation,as well as addeddocentand staff
presenceat the seal haul out and tidepool areas. The planningteam determinedthat raising
the level of public use greatly along Ten Mile Beachover what it hasbeensince the closure
of the haul roadto motorizedvehicles would be inadvisablebecauseof the resource
sensitivitiesdocumentedduring the generalplaninventory phase.

120. Operationsstaff with whom the planning team consultedhavestatedthat regulatory signing
was in placefor the equestriantrail in the mid-i 980sand that no complaintsregardinga lack
of signing were broughtto the district’s attentionprior to the startof the generalplanning
process. It is during the generalplan processthat the Departmenttypically makes a
concentratedeffort at public outreach,and the Departmentappreciatesthe cooperationit has
receivedfrom the area’sequestriangroupsduring thepreparationof the generalplan. We
regretany confusionthat might haveoccurredin the pastdue to a lack of trail markers.

121. The Department’sOperationsstaffwould be glad to work with equestriangroupsand otherson
an ongoingbasis. However, it is not the role of a generalplan to establishthis process.
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122. Seethe responseto comment#115. The languageon pages153 - 155 will be changedto
reflect that fact that the park’s northernbeachesmay sometimesbe impassable.The first item
under "EquestrianTrail" will substitute"designatedequestriantrail" for "single equestrian
trail". The seconditem will read "Conduct the equestriantrail along a route separatefrom the
haul road exceptat thoseplacesand during the winter when it would be hazardousto confine
equestriansto the beaches.Wherehorsesmust sharethe haul road or parallel thedune
boardwalk,they shouldwalk on the westernshoulder." The fourth item will read"Allow horses
on the beachonly north of Lake Cleone ...." The concessionaire’scontractwith the
Departmentindicatesthat the guidedrides may usethe northern reachof MacKerricherBeach
or the shoulderof the haul road north of Lake Cleoneand then bypassWard AvenueBeachon
the shoulderof the haul road. Concessionriders may againaccessthe beachjust north of
Ward Avenue,or they mayfollow the shoulderof the haul road as far as the washout.

123. Languagein the final generalplan will be revisedto indicatethat equestriansmayuse the less
heavily usedpart of MacKerricherBeachnorth of Lake Cleoneexcepton weekendsand
holidays during the park’s peakuseperiod. The text will also indicatethat the designated
equestriantrail will climb up to the westernshoulderof the haul roadto bypassWard Avenue
Beachin order to reservethis relatively easily accessedbeachfor non-equestrianuse,after
which equestriansmay return to beachlevel just north of that beachor, alternatively,at the
southend of the washout.

124. The concessionaireis strictly limited by the terms of her contractwith the Department. At this
time, groupsfor guidedrides can be no largerthan 20, including the leader,and usually
averageabouttwelve riders. Furthermore,no morethan two groupscan be in the park at one
time, regardlessof size. The contractalso stipulatesthat the concessionairewill removetrash
and manurethat resultsfrom the concessionoperation, if requiredby the District
Superintendent.

125. Seethe responseto comment#115.

126. Seethe responseto comment#98.

127. Seethe responseto comment#117.

128. This was an omissionin the descriptionof proposedimprovementsat Ten Mile River. Seethe
responseto comment#116.

129. It was not the intent of the LCP to provide generalpublic accessto Ten Mile Beachfrom the
Grange,but to haveonly "limited accessfor scientific study of the InglenookFen and Sand
Hill Lake area." Although encouragedby the public to designateanotheraccesspoint to Ten
Mile BeachbetweenWard Avenue and Ten Mile River, the planning team was unableto do
so. The Departmentcannotdesignateroutesfor concentrateduse acrosssensitivedune or
wetland areas,as thesecould causemore impactsto resourcesthan the widely spacedand low
impact randomfoot traffic that now occurs.

130. It is the Department’sdesireto limit its protectionof the fen watershedto coordinationwith
local jurisdictions in planningfuture land uses. If lands becomeavailableeastof Highway 1,
additionsto the park would not be consideredunlessabsolutelynecessarydueto a clear threat
of degradationof the fen.

131. The planning decisionto retain the existingfoot trail on the parcelbetweenVirgin Creek
Beachand Highway 1 wasreachedafter considerationof the sensitivitiesof the resourcesat
the beach,in addition to the di:fficulties of providing a safeentranceand exit for vehicles.
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132. TheAppropriateAdditions sectionof the LandUse Elementwould provide for the possible
addition of suchan easement,if availableand determinedmanageableby the park staff.

133. Seethe responseto comment#121.

134. Seethe responseto comment#124.

135. Seethe responseto comment#115.

136. See the responsesto comment#112 and #123.

137. See the responseto comment#115.

138. See the responseto comment#116.

139. Seethe responseto comment#110.

140. Seethe responseto comment#112.

141. See the responseto comment#115.

142. Seethe responseto comment#116.

143. Seethe responseto comment#124.

144. Seethe responseto comment#115.

145. Seethe responseto comment#123.

146. Seethe responsesto comment#116.

147. Seethe responseto comment#27.

148. This responsereiteratesresponse#98 on the subjectof theproposednatural preserve. It will
be sentto thosewho signedthepetition submittedas a part of the CEQA review.

Planning team review of the languagein the preliminarygeneralplan subsequentto the CEQA
review revealedlanguagethatmay havepromotedconcernsamongthosewho commented
regardingtheproposalto establisha natural preserve. This responseis meantto clarify the
reasonswhy naturalpreservesubclassificationmay be proposedin generalplansand the
ramifications this subclassificationhasfor park management.

Subclassificationas a naturalpreservedoesnot in andof itself changethe management
options that are availableto the Department. Under its existing overall classificationas a
"state park", the Departmentcan implementwhatevermanagementactions are determinedto
be necessaryfor the protectionof the resourcesat MacKerricher. Appropriatemanagement
measuresare determinedby the District Superintendentwith advicefrom staff.

The naturalpreservesubclassificationis meantto be a guide and control upon actionsthat can
be taken by Departmentstaff. First, when subclassificationis proposedduring the preparation
of a generalplan as this one was, it furnishesguidelinesfor the creation of actualproposals
that will appearin the Land Use andFacilities elementsof the plan. This assuresthat a plan’s
proposalswill respectthe degreeof resourcesensitivity identified in the areaof a proposed
naturalpreserve. Second,after Commissionapprovalof a generalplan, naturalpreserve
subclassificationsets the priority for the field staffsdevelopmentand implementationof the
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various resourcemanagementplansproposedin the generalplan. Becausea park may have
the needfor many managementplans, thosefor natural preserveareaswill receive
considerationfor higherpriority basedon the relatively greatersignificanceof the resources.

NaturalPreservestatus alsogives the District Superintendentrecognitionof the support
throughoutthe Departmentfor specialprotectionof thesesensitiveresourceareaswhen
reviewingrequestsfrom outsideentitiesfor useswithin or adjacentto the naturalpreserve For
example,naturalpreservestatusprohibits the constructionof roadsor the useof motor
vehicleswithin theseareas.

The areaproposedfor naturalpreservestatusat MacKerricherStateParkwill experience
varying levels of public use, ranging from relatively higher and unrestricteduseon Ten Mile
Beachto extremelylov level and controlleduse in the fen. The sanddune areafalls in
between,with someareasrequiring moreprotectionthat others. The future developmentof a
Dune ManagementPlan will define this middle level more closely.

For example,preliminary inventorywork by Departmentresourceecologistsindicatesthat
partsof the foredunes,as a discretearea,are apt to havea higher degreeof sensitivity than
other placesin the dunes. The foredunesarethe leastprotectedfrom wind blast off the ocean,
as well as waveaction. The foredunesare also morelikely to be usedas nestinghabitatby
westernsnowyplovers than otherparts of the dunesdue to the proximity of the ocean.
Uncontrolledequestrianand pedestrianusecan be especiallydisruptivein the foredunes. The
existenceof the haul road for mostof the length of the foreduneareahas traditionally provided
an excellentcorridor for public recreationalaccess. Becauseof the fragility of the foredunes,
the preliminarygeneralplan p:roposesa boardwalkto bypassthewashedout portion of thehaul
road and maximumcontrol of public access.Public accessas it existsin mostotherparts of
the dunescan be less rigidly regulated.

Generalplan proposalsregardingaccessmainly apply to placeswhereformal designated
accesswill be provided. To control expectedhigh levelsof use,the preliminarygeneralplan
proposesformal accesspoints to thesanddunesat the end of ‘Ward Avenue and at Ten Mile
River. The restof the dune areais intendedto remainundesignated,exceptwhere
exceptionallysensitiveresourcesmay be found during thedevelopmentof theDune
ManagementPlan i.e., wherethe federally-listedendangeredHowell’s spineflowergrows,
etc.. The Mendocino County Local CoastalPlanprovides that, where public accessthrough
dunesis permitted,"well-definedfootpathsor other meansof directing useandminimizing
adverseimpacts shall be deve]Lopedand used." Section3.1-15 Additional contactwith
MendocinoCounty planning staff administeringtheLCP indicatesthat "well-defined
footpaths"neednot be formally designatedby the Department,but merely "defined" by their
use. Such use could include the traditional low impact casualaccessinto the dune areaby
local residentswhereno formal designatedaccesspoint exists..

Although the word "fencing" appearsin the preambleof the directive on page77 that deals
with the materialsthat would appropriatefor dune stabilizationmeasures,it is not the
intent of the Departmentto fenceor createother barriersto accessto the entire dune area.
Thereis nothing inherent in the natural preservesubclassificationthat implies that the
Departmentwill necessarilyhaveto do that. At the discretion of the District Superintendent,
fencingcould be an appropriatemethodof protectingparticularresourcevaluesin a state park,
whetheror not the affectedareawere part of a naturalpreserve. Proposalsin the preliminary
generalplan are intendedonly to recognizethat theremight be areaswithin the duneswhere
the need could be compelling at somefuture date.

17



-e


