SFAC Meeting, Sacramento

May 18, 2012

Minutes

Our regular scheduled quarterly meeting was attended by Laurel Brent-Bumb, El Dorado Chamber and spokesperson, Ray Nutting, El Dorado Co., Dennis Garton, Tehama Co., Tim Beals, Sierra Co., Lori Simpson, Plumas Co., Gerry Hemmingsen, Del Norte Co., Leonard Moty, Shasta Co., John Hoffman, Amador Co. Steve Brink, CFA, Frank Stewart, State Fire Safe Council, Fran Peace, Congressman Herger's Office, Marcia Armstrong, Siskiyou Co., Sean Curtis, Modoc Co Farm Bureau and Bill Wickman, Spokesperson.  The following are my notes that include specific work items for our June 15th meeting in Sacramento and the work items that we will continue working on for our August 22nd meeting with our political reps and the Regional Forester.

1. Had a review of the May 10th FS Dialog from members who were present at the meeting and the following were comments;

a. Dennis G; felt it was an exercise in futility and that they dictate the answer that they want to hear from the group.  Commented on table arrangements and that they do not allow for a good exchange because the set people into set regions instead of scattered.

b. Marcia A; stated that it is time to come up with a strategic plan and not just continue to dialog.  She does find value in being able to network with individuals that she meets.

c. Frank S; feels this is just a large collaboration and unless environmental groups agree with outcomes and will not file suit over whatever the end product is, then why continue to dialog.  If this will not be an outcome, then feels we are spending too much time and there will be no real end-result.

d. Sean C; felt that the FS will use Adaptive Management to further restrict activities and not to open or treat more ground.

e. John H; felt this dialog was the worst to date and that many of the FS members present were too defensive in the meeting.  

f. Mike Wood; felt that when discussion Adaptive Mgmt, the FS is overlooking existing work and efforts, such as HFQLG in favor of unfounded treatments such as SPLATS, which is only a computer concept and not proven in science or on the ground.

2. Discussed the outcome of our May 9th SFAC sub-committee and FS Regional Office discussion points for our next meeting with the Regional Forester.  The group agreed that these topics and approach are where the group wants to go with our meetings (see the attached notes from that May 9th meeting).  We did discuss these specifics;

a. Social and Economics; Bill and Laurel will work to have Chico State Economic Development group as well as a group out of Sacramento work with us on the committee that will be formed.  We discussed the need to integrate S/E information into the NEPA document and decision.  John H mentioned that we should review the environmental justice section of the Framework.  Siskiyou County is presently working with an economic group and will assist our overall effort when completed.

3. Addressing Social and Economics’ in project documents.  It was discussed that we need to continue to work with the FS on this issue.  We hear that they do not have people or expertise to work on this item.  So, we need to develop a work plan with the FS.  Key questions and actions;

a. How does the agency propose to develop this information

b. Can we start with a reasonable S/E section from an existing NEPA document as a starting point?

c. Can the agency work with such institutions such as the California State University, Chico Economic Development Department who has done numerous studies in the North State.

d. SFAC is willing to work with the agency to develop this critical NEPA section.

4. Travel Management.  This topic continues to be discussed and promises made but no exact and precise feedback is provided.  To provide accurate feedback and follow-up we discussed the following needs to occur:

a. With the RO continuing to state that they and each Forest are willing to work with each county on this issue;

i. We need each County to request such a meeting with their forests prior to next meeting if they still have issues with their local TMP.

ii. We need to have the specifics from that meeting available for our next SFAC meeting in August.

b. Marcia and Siskiyou County will request a meeting to better define the “car length” issue for being “off road”.  At our August meeting, Marcia will report out on this meeting and any results.

i. County Roads and TMP’s. Randy M stated that he can do exemptions on individual TMP’s.  During the above mentioned meetings at the local level, question what is covered or can be covered under an “exemption”.

c. TMP’s should show old roads and what is closed.  This is a real need for reference and safety need for the public and Sheriff for Search and Rescue efforts.

5. State Water Board vote in December 2011 to do away with waiver for Forest Service activities.  For our next meeting we would want the FS to provide information on what the agency is doing to provide direction on this matter.

6. Fran stated that we need to consider paring down our agenda to a few specific items to provide for a more complete and comprehensive discussion on a set agenda.  

7. Sierra Cascade dialog.  We still continue to participate but many still want to have some specifics of what is being accomplished or what have they heard to change things or made a difference.  Are we just meeting to meet to say “Collaboration” is occurring?

8. Specific Action Items;

a. Request response to Congressman McClintock’s items on accomplishments during Mr. Moore tenure.

1. Mining Claims

2. Cabin use permits

3. Roads opened

4. Timber volumes produced

5. Grazing allotments 

b. Seek change and clarification in the Draft Collaboration Handbook that was distributed at the March 1 dialog.  On page 5 the chart shows that County’s are “informed”, when Tribes and others show direct involvement. 

c. TMP.  Counties to request meetings on TMP for any clarification issues such as defining car length off road, any other adaptation or adjust and offering new maps that show old roads that were closed to accommodate public safety.  Report out by county.  Each county is to provide information to the SFAC sub-committee prior to our August meeting.

d. Provide direction and clarification on the agency and county responsibility for existing and historic county roads.

e. Develop a working group from the Region/Forest and SFAC to develop specific information for Social and Economic section for each NEPA document and project.

f. Continue to work with our legislators on Stewardship re-authorization and specific changes.

Next Meeting Date: May 18th in Willows.  

June 15th in Sacramento with our Political Representatives

Our next meeting with the FS and Congressional Reps will be scheduled for August. 

Notes submitted by Bill Wickman, Representative of SFAC

