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CHAPTER 4. CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION 

Preparers and Contributors ________________________  
The following individuals served on the Interdisciplinary Team or were consultants for the Team 
during the development of the DEIS and FEIS: 

Core Interdisciplinary Team Members 
Anthony V. Scardina –Interdisciplinary Team Leader (July 2005 – May 2007) – Supervisor’s 
Office, ENF 

Jason Nedlo –Interdisciplinary Team Leader (June 2007 – April 2008) – Supervisor’s Office, 
ENF 

Katy Coulter – Acting Heritage Program Manager – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Dawn Lipton – Forest Wildlife Biologist – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Lester Lubetkin – Forest Recreation Officer – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Amy Reid – Recreation Specialist – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Bill Walker – Trails Manager – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Christine Mai – Hydrologist (August 2005 – September 2007) – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Steve Markman – Hydrologist (September 2007 – April 2008) – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Debra Tatman – GIS Coordinator – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Mike Taylor – Forest Botanist (August 2005 – December 2007) – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Susan Durham – Assistant Forest Botanist (January 2008 – April 2008) Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Laura Hierholzer – NEPA Specialist – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Support Interdisciplinary Team Members 
Chuck Brickey – GIS Specialist – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Gregory Connick – Roads Specialist – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Dennis Cullen – Forest Patrol Captain – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Casey Dabney – Student – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Jennifer Ebert – District Wildlife Biologist – Pacific Ranger District, ENF 

Matthew Eister – Cartographic Technician – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Kristina Garcia –Range Specialist – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Lorraine Gerchas – Right-of Way – Supervisor’s Office, ENF  

Lauren Goschke – Project Intern – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Ron Hancock – District OHV Manager – Placerville Ranger District, ENF 

Erik Holst – Aquatics Biologist – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 
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Jessica Ilse – Wildlife Biologist – Pacific Ranger District, ENF 

Gwyn Ingram – Wilderness Ranger – Pacific Ranger District, ENF  

Melanie Hornsby – Recreation Assistant – Pacific Ranger District, ENF  

Jon Jue – District Resource Staff Officer – Georgetown Ranger District, ENF 

Dr. Thomas E. Koler – Forest Geologist, Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Lauren Krugman – Cartographic Technician – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Chuck Loffland – District Wildlife Biologist – Amador Ranger District, ENF 

Jeff Marsolais – Recreation Specialist – Pacific Ranger District, ENF 

Jared McLachlan – GIS Specialist – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Frank Mosbacher – Forest Public Affairs Officer – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Austin Mulder – Cartographic Technician – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Charis Parker – District Wildlife Biologist – Georgetown Ranger District, ENF 

Debbie Parlin – GIS Database Specialist – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Lynda Philipp – Editor, Consultant 

Rich Platt – District Resource Staff Officer – Pacific Ranger District, ENF 

Cindy Podsiadlo – Acting Range Specialist – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Roger Poff – Soil Scientist, Consultant 

Melanie Rossi – GIS Specialist – Supervisor’s Office, ENF 

Mike Stroude – District OHV Manager – Amador Ranger District, ENF 

Ken Surface – Right-of Way – Supervisor’s Office, ENF  

Susan Yasuda – District Wildlife Biologist – Placerville Ranger District 

Consultation ____________________________________  
The Forest Service consulted the following individuals; federal, state, and local agencies; tribes; 
and non-Forest Service persons during the development of the DEIS and FEIS: 

Federal, State, and Local Agencies 
USDA Forest Service, Pacific Southwest Regional Office 
Alpine County Board of Supervisors 
Amador Country Board of Supervisors 
El Dorado County Board of Supervisors 
El Dorado County Parks and Recreation Department 
El Dorado County Department of Transportation 
Placer County Board of Supervisors 
California Resource Agency 
California Department of Parks and Recreation, Off-Highway Motor Vehicle Recreation Division 
California Department of Fish and Game 
California Fish and Game Commission 
US Fish and Wildlife Service 
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Tahoe National Forest 
Stanislaus National Forest 
Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit 

Tribal Governments 
Washoe Tribe of Nevada and California 
Shingle Springs Rancheria 
Jackson Rancheria 
Ione Band of Miwok Indians 
Foothill Indian Education Alliance 

Distribution of the Final EIS _______________________  
The FEIS was distributed to individuals who specifically requested a copy of the document or 
attended public meetings and received a copy. In addition, copies were made available at local 
libraries and were sent to numerous federal, state, and local agencies; federally recognized tribes; 
and organizations representing a wide range of views regarding travel management on the ENF. 
The FEIS was also available at the Eldorado National Forest’s website at 
www.fs.fed.us\r5\eldorado. 

Federal, State, and Local Agencies 
USDA Forest Service, Pacific Southwest Regional Office 
Alpine County Board of Supervisors 
Amador Country Board of Supervisors 
Eldorado County Board of Supervisors 
Placer County Board of Supervisors 
US Army Corps of Engineers 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
US Fish and Wildlife Service 
California Department of Fish and Game 
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board 
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Glossary________________________________________  

Terminology 
The Forest Service uses the term “NFS road” and “NFS trail” (also referred to as NFS routes 
when combined) to refer to any road or trail that is listed on the forest transportation atlas other 
than a road or trail which has been authorized by a legally documented right-of-way held by a 
State, county, or other local public road authority. The NFS routes range from trails to arterial and 
collector roads, which may be paved or surfaced, to local roads that may be either improved or 
unimproved. The lower-level, unimproved roads are not actively maintained, but are primarily 
kept open by timber sale road reconstruction and vehicle use. 

In addition to NFS routes on the transportation system, a number of other types of routes 
currently exist on the Forest. Some originated as temporary logging roads, skid trails, or firelines, 
which were never rehabilitated, and, over time, have remained open to use by the public, even 
though they are not maintained. Forest users created other roads and trails by driving cross-
country through the Forest. These routes are not part of the forest transportation atlas, and, are 
therefore, referred to as “unauthorized routes.” 

Definitions 
All-terrain vehicle (ATV): A type of off-highway vehicle that travels on three or more low-
pressure tires; has handle-bar steering; is less than or equal to 50 inches in width; and has a seat 
designed to be straddled by the operator. 

Area: A discrete, specifically delineated space that is smaller, and in most cases much smaller, 
than a Ranger District (36 CFR 212.1). 

Arterial road: An NFS road that provides service to large land areas and usually connects with 
other arterial roads or public highways. 

Collector road: An NFS road that services smaller areas than an arterial road and that usually 
connects arterial roads to local roads or terminal facilities. 

Designated road, trail, or area: A NFS road, NFS trail, or an area on NFS lands that is 
designated for motor vehicle use pursuant to 36 CFR part 212.51 on a motor vehicle use map (36 
CFR 212.1). 

Forest road or trail: A road or trail wholly or partially within or adjacent to and serving the NFS 
that the Forest Service determines is necessary for the protection, administration, and utilization 
of the NFS and the use and development of its resources (36 CFR 212.1). 

Forest transportation atlas: A display of the system of roads, trails, and airfields of an 
administrative unit (36 CFR 212.1). 

Forest transportation facility: A forest road or trail or an airfield that is displayed in a forest 
transportation atlas, including bridges, culverts, parking lots, marine access facilities, safety 
devices, and other improvements appurtenant to the forest transportation system (36 CFR 212.1). 

Forest transportation system: The system of NFS roads, trails, and airfields on NFS lands (36 
CFR 212.1). 

Green-sticker Vehicle:  A motor vehicle built since 2003 which is in compliance with the 1998 
California Air Resources Board off-highway vehicle exhaust emission standards and registered 
pursuant to California Vehicle Code Book Division 16.5, Section 38160, in addition to those built 
prior to 2003 and also registered pursuant to California Vehicle Code Book Division 16.5, 
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Section 38160.  Currently, the registration identification for these vehicles in the State of 
California comes in the form of a green sticker.  These vehicles may include:  motorcycles, motor 
driven cycles, sand buggies, dune buggies, all-terrain vehicles (ATV), or any motor vehicle 
commonly referred to as a jeep or four-wheel drive (4WD). 

Highway-licensed vehicle (highway legal vehicle): Any motor vehicle that is licensed or 
certified under State law for general operation on all public roads within the State. Operators of 
highway legal vehicles are subject to State traffic law, including requirements for operator 
licensing. 

Local road: A NFS road that connects a terminal facility with collector roads, arterial roads, or 
public highways and that usually serves a single purpose involving intermittent use. 

Maintenance level (ML): Defined in FSH 7709.58, 10, 12. 3 as the level of service provided by, 
and maintenance required for, a specific road. Maintenance levels must be consistent with road 
management objectives, and maintenance criteria. Roads may be maintained at one level and 
planned to be maintained at a different level at some future date. The operational maintenance 
level is the maintenance level currently assigned to a road considering today’s needs, road 
condition, budget constraints, and environmental concerns; in other words, it defines the standard 
to which the road is currently being maintained. The objective maintenance level is the 
maintenance level to be assigned at a future date considering future road management objectives, 
traffic needs, budget constraints, and environmental concerns.  

Maintenance level 1 road: Defined in FSH 7709.58, 10, 12. 3 as intermittent service roads 
during the time they are closed to vehicular traffic. The closure period must exceed 1 year. Basic 
custodial maintenance is performed to keep damage to adjacent resources to an acceptable level 
and to perpetuate the road to facilitate future management activities. Emphasis is normally given 
to maintaining drainage facilities and runoff patterns. Planned road deterioration may occur at this 
level. Appropriate traffic management strategies are “prohibit” and “eliminate.” Roads receiving 
level 1 maintenance may be of any type, class, or construction standard, and may be managed at 
any other maintenance level during the time they are open for traffic. However, while being 
maintained at level 1, they are closed to vehicular traffic, but may be open and suitable for non-
motorized uses. These roads have the following attributes: (1) vehicular traffic is eliminated, 
including administrative traffic; (2) physically blocked or entrance is disguised; (3) not subject to 
the requirements of the Highway Safety Act; (4) maintenance is done only to minimize resource 
impacts; and (5) no maintenance other than a condition survey may be required so as long as no 
potential exists for resource damage. 

Maintenance level 2 road: Defined in FSH 7709.58, 10, 12.3 as roads open for use by high-
clearance vehicles. Passenger car traffic is not a consideration. Traffic is normally minor, usually 
consisting of one or a combination of administrative, permitted, dispersed recreation, or other 
specialized uses. Log haul may occur at this level. Appropriate traffic management strategies are 
either (1) discourage or prohibit passenger cars or (2) accept or discourage high-clearance 
vehicles. These roads have the following attributes: (1) low traffic volume and low speed; (2) 
typically local roads; (3) typically connect collectors and other local roads; (4) dips are the 
preferred drainage treatment; (5) not subject to the requirements of the Highway Safety Act; (6) 
surface smoothness is not a consideration; and (7) not suitable for passenger cars.  

Maintenance level 3 road: Defined in FSH 7709.58, 10, 12.3 as roads open and maintained for 
travel by prudent drivers in a standard passenger car. User comfort and convenience are low 
priorities. Roads in this maintenance level are typically low speed, single lane with turnouts, and 
spot surfacing. Some roads may be fully surfaced with either native or processed material. 
Appropriate traffic management strategies are either “encourage” or “accept.” “Discourage” or 
“prohibit” strategies may be employed for certain classes of vehicles or users. These roads have 
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the following attributes: (1) subject to the requirements of the Highway Safety Act and Manual of 
Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD); (2) roads have low- to moderate-traffic volume; (3) 
typically connect arterial and collector roads; (4) a combination of dips and culverts provide 
drainage; (5) may include some dispersed recreation roads; and (6) potholing or washboarding 
may occur. 

Maintenance level 4 road: Defined in FSH 7709.58, 10, 12.3 as roads that provide a moderate 
degree of user comfort and convenience at moderate travel speeds. Most roads are double lane 
and aggregate surfaced. However, some roads may be single lane. Some roads may be paved 
and/or dust abated. The most appropriate traffic management strategy is “encourage.” However, 
the “prohibit” strategy may apply to specific classes of vehicles or users at certain times. These 
roads have the following attributes: (1) subject to requirements of the Highway Safety Act and 
MUTCD; (2) roads have moderate traffic volume and speeds; (3) may connect to county roads; 
(4) culverts provide drainage; (5) usually a collector; and (6) may include some developed 
recreation roads. 

Maintenance level 5 road: Defined in FSH 7709.58, 10, 12.3 as roads that provide a high degree 
of user comfort and convenience. These roads are normally double-lane, paved facilities. Some 
may be aggregate surfaced and dust abated. The appropriate traffic management strategy is 
“encourage.” These roads have the following attributes: (1) subject to the requirements of the 
Highway Safety Act and MUTCD; (2) highest traffic volume and speeds; (3) typically connect 
State and county roads; (4) culverts provide drainage; (5) usually arterial and collector; (6) may 
include some developed recreation roads; and (7) usually paved or chip-sealed. 

Mixed use road: Segments of NFS roads that are identified and signed as open to state licensed 
and unlicensed vehicles; generally more than 50 inches in width and usually, but not always, low 
maintenance roads with no high-speed traffic.  

Motor vehicle: Any vehicle which is self-propelled, other than: (1) A vehicle operated on rails; 
and (2) Any wheelchair or mobility device that is designed solely for use by a mobility-impaired 
person for locomotion, and that is suitable for use in an indoor pedestrian area (36 CFR 212.1). 

Motor vehicle use map: A map reflecting designated roads, trails, and areas on an administrative 
unit or a Ranger District of the NFS (36 CFR 212.1). 

Motorcycle: A two-wheeled motor vehicle on which the two wheels are not side-by-side but in 
line. 

Motorized mixed use: Designation of an NFS road for use by both highway-legal and non-
highway legal motor vehicles. 

Motorized trail (4WD trail): A travel way usually, but not always, less than 50 inches in width 
usually, but not always, available for use by all-terrain vehicles (ATVs) and/or motorcycles. 
These travelways may also be made available to high-clearance four-wheel drive vehicles, and 
may also be used by bicycles, horses, and hikers. 

National Forest System road: A forest road other than a road which has been authorized by a 
legally documented right-of-way by a State, county, or local public road authority (36 CFR 
212.1). 

National Forest System trail: A forest trail other than a trail which has been authorized by a 
legally documented right-of-way held by a State, county, or local public road authority (36 CFR 
212.1).  

Non-highway legal vehicle: Any motor vehicle that is not licensed or certified under State law 
for general operation on all public roads within the State. Operators of non-highway legal 
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vehicles are subject to State requirements, if any, for licensing and operation of the vehicle in 
questions. 

Off-highway vehicle (OHV): Any motor vehicle designed for or capable of cross-country travel 
on or immediately over land, water, sand, snow, ice, marsh, swampland, or other natural terrain 
(36 CFR 212.1). 

Over-snow vehicle (OSV): A motor vehicle that is designed for use over snow and that runs on a 
track or tracks and/or a ski or skis, while in use over snow (36 CFR 212.1). 

Private road: A road under private ownership authorized by an easement granted to a private 
party or a road that provides access pursuant to a reserved or outstanding right. 

Public road: The road under the jurisdiction of and maintained by a public road authority and 
open to public travel (23 U.S.C. 101 (a)). 

Qualified engineer: An engineer who by experience, certification, education, or license is 
technically trained and experienced to perform the engineering tasks specified and is designated 
by the Director of Engineering, Regional Office. 

Red-sticker vehicle: Vehicles built since 2003 and registered pursuant to California Vehicle 
Code Book Division 16.5, Section 38160, which are not in compliance with the 1998 California 
Air Resources Board off-highway vehicle exhaust emission standards are issued a red sticker. Use 
of these vehicles may be restricted to specific days of the year and to specific areas in regions 
throughout the state. Areas on the Eldorado National Forest with red sticker restrictions include 
Mace Mill – Rock Creek and Barrett Lake.  

Road: A motor vehicle route over 50 inches wide, unless identified and managed as a trail (36 
CFR 212.1). 

Road construction or reconstruction: Supervising, inspecting, actual building, and incurrence 
of all costs incidental to the construction or reconstruction of a road (36 CFR 212.1). 

Road decommissioning: Activities that result in restoration of unneeded roads to a more natural 
state (FSM 7734). 

Road maintenance: Ongoing upkeep of a road necessary to maintain or restore the road in 
accordance with its road management objectives (FSM 7714). 

Road Subject to the Highway Safety Act: An NFS road that is open to public use in a standard 
passenger car, including a road with access restricted on a seasonal basis and a road closed during 
extreme weather conditions or for emergencies, but which is otherwise open to public travel. 

Route: A road or trail. 

Temporary road or trail: A road or trail necessary for emergency operations or authorized by 
contract, permit, lease, or other written authorization that is not a forest road or a forest trail and 
that is not included in a forest transportation atlas (36 CFR 212.1). 

Terminal facility: A transfer point between the forest transportation system and forest resources 
served by the system or between different transportation modes, including parking areas, boat 
ramps and docks, trailheads, marine access facilities, airfields, and heliports (FSM 7705). 

Trail: A route 50 inches or less in width or a route over 50 inches wide that is identified and 
managed as a trail (36 CFR 212.1). 

Travel management atlas: An atlas that consists of a forest transportation atlas and a motor 
vehicle use map or maps (36 CFR 212.1). 
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Unauthorized route: A route that is not a forest road or trail or a temporary road or trail and that 
is not included in a forest transportation atlas (36 CFR 212.1). 

Wheelchair or mobility device: A device, including one that is battery-powered, that is designed 
solely for use by a mobility-impaired person for locomotion and that is suitable for use in an 
indoor pedestrian area. A person whose disability requires use of a wheelchair or mobility device 
may use a wheelchair or mobility device that meets this definition anywhere foot travel is 
permitted (Title V, sec. 507c, of the ADA). 
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