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Dear Interested Party,

The Washington State Department of Natural Resources (DNR) manages 270,000 acres of state trust lands
in the Olympic Experimental State Forest (OESF). The OESF is on the west side of the Olympic Peninsula
in Clallam and Jefferson counties. As in other parts of Washington, forested state trust lands in the OESF
are managed to generate a sustainable source of revenue for the public schools and other trust beneficiaries,
and protect habitat for fish and wildlife.

About 20 years ago, a 33-member citizen commission comprised of educators, researchers, industry and
others worked with DNR to establish a clear vision for the OESF. The vision for the forest was to serve

as a center for experimentation with innovative management techniques designed to help DNR and other
landowners learn how to better integrate ecological values and commodity production across the landscape.
Recently, the Olympic Experimental State Forest was welcomed into the national Network of Experimental
Forests and Ranges, coordinated by the U.S. Forest Service. Over time this partnership and visibility for
the OESF will support the vision to conduct scientific studies as part of adaptive management processes to
assist DNR in continuously improving the health and productivity of the forest.

In order to guide activities in the OESF and address issues at the local landscape scale, DNR began a forest
land planning process to implement the broad agency forest policies and plans—2006 Policy for Sustainable
Forests [which includes the sustainable harvest calculation (2007)] and the 1997 Habitat Conservation Plan
(HCP). The Forest Land Plan will guide management of state trust lands in the OESF HCP Planning Unit,
the boundary for which was defined in the 1997 HCP.

We offer for your review this environmental analysis of the OESF forest land plan. Consistent with the
State Environmental Policy Act (SEPA), this Draft Environmental Impact Statement (Draft EIS) describes
the potential management alternatives and DNR’s strategies to be implemented under each—and provides
analysis of their potential impacts to the environment.

In this Draft EIS, DNR identifies nine environmental elements that are evaluated for probable, significant,
adverse environmental impacts as a result of implementing either of the alternatives: forest conditions,
riparian forest (including impacts to water quantity), stream channel conditions, water quality, fish, soils,
wildlife, northern spotted owls, and marbled murrelets. Each of these environmental elements to some
degree is affected by management activities such as timber harvest, building or use of forest roads, as

well as natural disturbances such as blow-down of trees from windstorms, fire, landslides with resulting
sedimentation or stream channel modification.

I invite you to examine the proposed alternatives, the environmental analysis, and provide your comments
on our OESF Forest Land Plan Draft EIS. Information about submitting comments is in the following fact
sheet. Public workshops were held in Olympia and Forks to provide an overview of the Draft EIS to help
with the review of the document. Public hearings will be held in Port Angeles and Forks in mid-June.

I encourage you to participate. If you have questions please contact Margaret Barrette at 360-902-1010.
Thank you for your interest in the sustainable management of state trust lands.

Peter Goldmark
Commissioner of Public Lands
Washington State Department
of Natural Resources Department of Natural Resources
1111 Washington ST SE
MS 47001
Olympia, Washington 98504-7001
(360) 902-1000
N e
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