UPDATE ON SFAC SOCIAL

AND ECONOMIC WORK WITH 

REGIONS 5/6 AND CSU CHICO CED

Since February 26, 2015 workshop at CSU Chico, I have continued to work on our SFAC efforts to incorporate the Social and Economic element in Forest Plan updates as well as in individual project NEPA documents.  You should have seen my March 15th letter to the Regional Office which requested the following;
1. Regional Forester Direction for the inclusion of a Purpose and Need (PN) for


Social and Economics.

2. Training for Forest and District NEPA Planners on this need as well as how to


develop this PN in their projects.

3. Develop templates on Social and Economics that will be a guide for varying


project objectives.

4. Partnering to support CSU Chico CED in further development of data and


source information.

On Monday, April 20th, I met in Chico with Mark Metcalfe, Regional Economist and Dave Armstrong and Dan Ripke of CSU Chico Center for Economic Development (CED).  The objective was to review;

(1)  A document that the Region developed providing economic measures that Region 5 can use to describe and understand economic conditions and effects from projects.  The document was developed using input from the February 26th roundtable.

(2)  An economic data profile of the Inyo National Forest – this is an example of the economic data that will be made available to each forest.  It will be tiered to the economic NEPA templates that the region is developing and will be updated anually so that foests have all the necessary data when conductin this work.

(3)  Following up on the SFAC letter to Barnie Gyant dated March 5, 2015.  This letter requests that the Forest Service consider opportunities to partner with CSU Chico CED to further develop data and source information for this effort.  We need to better define the potential role that CED can play in this process.  Specifically, begin to identify the additional necessary data that CED can provide and make sure we can accurately describe the value added from this data.  Also, discuss, if we proceed, what are the next steps for writing these points into an initial proposal for partnership that can be reviewed by FS management in the region.

Mark Metcalfe, Regional Economist, reviewed the documents discussed in objectives 1 and 2 above. As Mark stated, the region feels that they have a good handle and information source for economic data for Forest Plans as well as project level NEPA analysis.  The source for this information and yearly updating is from Headwaters Economics, Human Dimensions Tool Kit.  The profiles that Mark reviewed for this data use were:

Timber and Wood Products

Government Employment

Federal Land Payments

Public Land Amenities

Service Sector

Travel and Tourism

Land Use

Mining, Including Oil and Gas

Wildland-Urban Interface

Demographics

Agriculture

The Region is using this data and data source for the current Forest Plan updates as well as for the next series of Forest Plan updates.  Mark indicated that these reports are a good match for economics factors, but not social elements.  The data is relevant to a County geographic area, but not individual community level.   The relevance of this issue is for counties, such as Fresno, Madera and others where their geographic make-up has a large farm/agricultural area in the central valley versus those counties, such as Plumas where the geographic area is dominated by mountainous public land.

In addition, the FS can not provide social or economic information on specific beneficial information at the local level, i.e. business start-up/closure.  Also in the context of communities and then the level of affect of the FS an projects on them.  Another area is the S/E context in relation to the S/E benefit or impacts from or to counties not in the regional area.  Example; public land projects within the Feather River Watershed where the water is used by 23 million urban users and 750,000 acres of agricultural land in the valley.

At this time, SFAC and CSU Chico CED are working on a letter that will provide the value added benefits for the FS including and analyzing the additional social elements that were discussed by the sub-committee in our original planning work (attached).  Currently the region is also involving the Director for Planning and this paper will determine if planning dollars will be provided from that current budget to enter into the partnership discussed above.  If the value added benefits are accepted, then both FS and the remaining SFAC money collected as part of this effort will be grouped to support the CED effort to provide social data.

In addition to the partnering efforts being pursued, Mark also stated;

- The Region has already held a first training session for forest and district planners on the need for and inclusion of S/E in their projects as well as Forest Plan updates.

- They have begun work on templates for S/E that would guide this inclusion in NEPA documents.

In addition to the work occurring within Region 5, our SFAC efforts and coordination with Region 6 on this effort has received a response.  On April 1st, SFAC received a response to our March 4th letter that outlines what they are doing to effectively address social and economics in project-level decisions. I am also attaching that response for your information.

Overall, our SFAC efforts of the past three years are starting to show beneficial results and I will continue to pursue the four actions that we requested after our February 26th workshop.  We will also have an oral presentation and further discussion on this issue at our June 12th meeting with the Regional Forester and staff in Sacramento.

Communities for Healthy Forest in Oregon still is working on a S/E workshop for S. Oregon.

Bill Wickman, SFAC Spokesperson
