SFAC Meeting, Sacramento
August 24, 2011
Minutes

Participants:
	SFAC
	Affiliation
	Political Rep
	Forest Service

	Brian Oneto and John Hoffman
	Amador Co Board and Consultant to Bd
	Congressman Herger
	Randy Moore- Regional Forester

	Steve Wilensky
	Calavares Co Board
	Fran Peace-Chico
	Dan Jiron- Dep. RF- Natural Res.

	Gary Evans
	Colusa Co Board
	Josh Reiner-DC
	Jean Wade Evans- Dep RF- Fire

	Jack Sweeney and Ray Nutting 
	El Dorado Co Board
	Congressman McClintock
	Barnie Gyant- Nat. Resources

	Susan Cash and Marty Fortney
	Inyo Co Board
	Rocky Deal and Norman Gonzales- Granite Bay
	Mike Chapel- Leg. Affairs

	Sean Curtis
	Modoc Co Farm Bureau
	Kimberly Pruett- Nevada City
	Roseanna Wary- RF Admin Assist

	Ted Owens
	Nevada Co Board
	Tim Holabird- Lassen, Modoc and Plumas Co
	Stephanie Gomez- Leg Affairs

	Lori Simpson
	Plumas Co Board
	
	

	Marcia Armstrong
	Siskiyou Co Board
	
	

	Dennis Garton
	Tehama Co Board
	
	

	Roger Jaegle and Debra Chapman
	Trinity Co Board
	
	

	Randy Hanvelt
	Tuolumne Co Board
	
	

	Bill Wickman
	SFAC Spokesperson (AFRC)
	
	

	Laurel Brent-Bumb
	SFAC Spokesperson (El Dorado Chamber)
	
	

	Frank Stewart
	QLG Co Forester and Fire Safe Council
	
	

	Mike Wood
	Carpenter and Woodworkers Union
	
	

	Mark Luster
	Sierra Pacific Industries
	
	

	Steve Brink
	California Forestry Association
	
	

	Diane Dealy Neill
	Forest Educators Inc.
	
	

	Robert D’Agostini and Hardie Tatum
	Associated California Loggers
	
	

	Vicki Yorty
	El Dorado Co Local Disaster Council
	
	

	Kirk Bone
	El Dorado Chamber of Commerce
	
	

	Jim French
	Trinity Co Schools and Schools Coalition
	
	

	Bob Douglas
	Schools Coalition
	
	

	Melinda Fleming
	TuCARE
	
	

	
	
	
	


Congressman Herger and McClintock provided introductions to the meeting and that they both are appreciative of the Randy Moore and the Forest Service leadership taking time to meet with the group.  The desire is to provide an opportunity to improve communication and coordination with our Political Representatives as well as our 19 County representatives from the Sustainable Forest Action Coalition.

Agenda Discussion;
Ecological Restoration;
Sierra Nevada/Cascade Dialog Forums (Wickman)- We had a general discussion on the forums and dialog and asked when specific direction will be sent to the Forests.  Randy responded that the Region has already begun increasing their accomplishments.  Randy indicated that this past year the FS has accomplished 240,000 acres of treatment.  Randy also indicated that he has worked on the biomass issue with the PUC as well as discussions with water districts on the need to do watershed restoration and the value that FS lands provide to the municipal water supply and quality.  He also has discussed the need to continue the work and education of the water district to realize the financial needs to do this work.
Randy indicated that the dialog will continue to allow for collaboration and input.  SFAC questions the effectiveness of continual meetings and the time commitment that it takes for individuals in the private sector and County Government to continually hold such meetings.  The expense that has gone and continues to go into these meetings should be questioned in relation to getting work done on the ground with continuing budget downfall.

*ACTION- SFAC form a committee to continue to work with the Region on these issues as well as request more definitive information on the jobs and products resulting from the 240,000 acres of treatment.  In addition, request a breakdown of the types of treatments that resulted in the 240,000 acres.
Budget and effect on IRR, SRS and Ecological Restoration (Steve Brink-CFA)


Steve talked about the latest direction to all federal agencies of an across the board 5-10% less starting in 2012.  A recommendation was to increase the scale of projects and streamline the process.  Randy stated that the Presidents proposed budget has a 5 year extension for SRS.  In addition, he stated that presently the Region produces every bit of volume that they are funded for as well as impacts of continuing litigation.  There was a general discussion on the benefits of collaboration and Randy felt that this was still working to assist projects.  Marcia A. stated that she wasn’t sure when we still see too many projects prescribing diameter limits, specifically 20 inches.  


Randy stated that there is still litigation over diameter limits, but if the project is biomass only, then the litigation is limited.  We discussed the fact that if the FS projects continue to have diameter limits or try biomass only projects, the cost to implement the projects is prohibitive and will only become worse with shrinking appropriations. 


There was a discussion about the effort that Randy has made with PG&E and PUC to discuss, from a regional perspective, the need to assure that the existing biomass power infrastructure is maintained.  The region can not do projects without this infrastructure.  Steve B.  discussed that currently Westwood and Oroville plants have re-negotiated their contracts with PG&E but other have not.  He voiced a concern that PG$E on wants power from these facilities at peak power production needs and then shut them off.  This will not work with the boilers and co-gen power.  He stated that PG&E wants to make it harder to get biomass into the electrical formula.  Randy was more optimistic.  

Coordination and Cooperation (Government to Government Relations)- Sean Curtis (Modoc);


Started the discussion with a quick question of how many counties had been contacted by their local Forest Supervisor since our meeting last February.  The large percentage of our County representatives indicated that they had still not had a formal “coordination” meeting.  Those indicating no coordination as of yet were El Dorado, Modoc, Siskiyou (Klamath NF did- S-T did not), Inyo (Restoration NEPA- no coord), Tehama and Trinity.  Could be others who were not present (Glenn, Colusa, Yuba, Lassen, Sierra)

Three County issues were listed to work on;

1- Timber

2- Grazing

3- Travel Management

Roger J. (Trinity) stated that coordination needs to be with the whole Board and not individuals on the Board.  He also expressed that it should not be through RCRC.  Ray N. (El Dorado) expressed that the MOA with RCRC is only one way to coordinate.  However, he stated the need to have coordination built at the local County level and should often be at the “event” level like the Rubicon in El Dorado County.
Many expressed that the current Travel Mgmt Maps are a safety issue when roads are not shown and the general public can get lost of misguided.  Randy indicated that the current map is the National standard.

*Action- work on a standard map together to help reduce safety and other possible issues.

Sean again emphasized the importance of working with the whole Board on most issues.  He felt that this would improve relations, moral and financial support on certain issues.  He stated that better coordination could only result in a win/win.  Sean stated that coordination with the Forest Supervisor or rep should not mean to just show up periodically at a Board meeting, but to be part of the whole process on all issues. 
Jack S. (El Dorado) then discussed issues of coordination in relation to specific events such as the Rubicon.  This is a historic County road even when it goes across NF land.  Jack expressed that these roads should not be part of the FS Travel Mgmt plan.  Counties are charged by the State to maintain these roads, so both the County and FS should coordinate the maintenance of these roads.  County maintenance roads are just that and Jack stated that responsibility should not be relinquished.  Jack closed by stated that he feels coordination is the responsibility of both parties to work together on laws, issues, etc, so that all parties benefit and prosper, not fight.
Congressman Herger recommended that a committee of reps for SFAC and the RO should be formed to work on these issues.

*Action- form a subcommittee of SFAC to work with FS and Congressional Reps on this coordination issue as well as others.  (this has been done and the SFAC committee is Sean Curtis (Modoc), Marcia Armstrong (Siskiyou), Jack Sweeney (El Dorado) and Bill Wickman (Spokesperson- SFAC).

Randy discussed the fact that he has been working with RCRC to develop a MOA to address many of these issues.  As discussed by Roger J., many on SFAC and individual County Bds feel that the MOA with RCRC is not the answer.  It was explained that many County representatives in SFAC do not feel that RCRC addresses, or has the best interest of the smaller rural counties as a priority on many issues.  These are Counties dominated by Public land.
Susan C (Inyo) then discussed a concern over roads just closed and often closed where they can not turn around (safety issue).  Susan also discussed that she and others are questioning the fact that $600,000 of green sticker money has been allocated to “environmental corporations” to do restoration.  She stated that the existing Travel Management maps need improvement.  She recommended using USGS base maps that provided more identification of points and topographic lines.  She felt that this would assist people when using the maps.

Secure Rural Schools


Steve B mentioned that the Administration did place a $328 million place holder on the FS budget for this item.  

Bob Douglas (NF Counties & Schools Coalition) stated that we need to look to active forest management to restore our forests and return the revenue to our counties to assist in re-invigorating our rural economies.  

Congressman Herger and McClintock both discussed the current budget issues and the impact to SRS.  They stated that the Congressional members that represent the highly impacted counties are low in numbers.  Both feel that the long term solution has to be with a increase in products and the related revenue generated.  Mr. McClintock voiced a concern over a push to locate people in urban areas and make forest pristine and mostly off limits. 

Susan C.  discussed an EIS with 895 pages and only 25 pages discussed social and economic issues of the project.  We discussed socioeconomics in the realm of the FS bringing these issues more to the forefront so that they are more of a defensible issue along with the environment in NEPA documents.  It was stated that socioeconomics should become a Purpose and Need statement along with fuels, wildlife and other current issues.  Randy did state that the Region realizes the need to do more in this area and has hired the first Social Scientist to help connect with communities and counties. 
We had a discussion on the need to also supply what is happening that is positive and what the agency is doing well.  

*Bill’s note- (ACTION) we have discussed this after our last meeting and SFAC needs to continue working on this issue for each meeting to express our appreciation and recognition of work that is being accomplished and coordination that is progressing.

Fire Safe Councils and All Lands Approach- Vicki Yorty- El Dorado County Local Disaster Council

Vicki provided an overview of Fire Safe Councils and their role.  She stated that it is important for the FS to provide the needed science behind the need to clean-up around cabins.  The FS also needs to be involved in the education on this issue.  Stated that there is a need to work and coordinate the limited dollars to accomplish the desired end results to improve the health of our watersheds and forests.
Title III in to Title II – Frank S (Fire Safe Councils and QLG)


Currently there are $5 million in grants and $35 million in requests for projects.  Frank explained that Title III is used for administration of Fire Safe Councils, Fire Planning and Fire Wise programs.  The current structure is that the Board of Supervisors determines what dollars go into Title III or II.  Frank felt that coordination with the Boards and FSC’s was important to assure adequate dollars go into getting projects implemented.


Randy stated that the FS can not legally roll Title III dollars into Title II.

Priority Watersheds – Randy M – RF


Randy discussed the FS has looked at existing information and expended few new dollars on the current effort.  It is a Nat’l and local effort where the FS survey’s current watershed conditions and prioritizes them.  Once these are set, this is used to determine where the dollars will go.  This concept will be tested in theory.  Randy then stated that his work with the PUC the request increasing rates within these pilot watersheds to illustrate that jobs can be created and biomass treated. 


Steve W. (Calaveras) you need to look at the areas where water goes and charge a user fee.  He mentioned that 10 cents would bring $1.8 million to do restoration and other work when you consider that the Mokulumne River feeds the E. Bay and S.F.

Economic and Social consequences & benefits by Alternative in NEPA- Marcia A. –Siskiyou.


Marcia provided a complete discussion and overview on socioeconomics and the need to address this issue more than is presently being done in documents.  She discussed developing a socioeconomic guide as well as discuss impacts/benefits of projects to rural county’s.  Discuss such things as schools, roads, high unemployment, aged shift and other important issues.

CFRLA – Randy M


Currently the Dinky project on the Sierra NF is the R5 effort.  It is treating 770 acres and producing 7mmbf as well as doing some handwork and road maintenance.   The 5 projects that have been submitted for R5 are;


Amador/Calaveras



Mid American



Burney/Ht Creek



Sage Steppe



Klamath River restoration


Randy indicated that there are no new 2011 projects picked because of budget constraints.  Roger J. said he would like to discuss some projects in Trinity County.  Randy felt that would be a good approach.

· Action- have SFAC sub-committee work with Roger to pursue and then discuss a cooperative project with FS and Trinity County

There was a general discussion on making a proposal for the county, industry, community, fire safe council and others.  Randy said he is willing to pursue but needs to have common understanding that the FS still need to follow their policy, direction and guidelines and understand upfront that there will be some who disagree and need to work through those issues.

Biomass Power Plants and Power Purchase – Randy


It was stated that there is $26 billion in potential resource value.  Randy and others have been working with PUC.

Use Wood Locally- Randy M


Randy was asked what the current direction has been on this issue.  He stated that they are looking at putting in contracts for FS buildings a requirement to use local wood.  He indicated that the agency is still not sure if they can make that a requirement.  There was also a discussion about a requirement to make the heat source come from biomass.  Randy also indicated that they need to work with the Air Board to allow permitting for wood burning boilers because of particulate matter issue.  Steve B. suggested the need to get with the Governor’s office to address this issue.
Pending Legislation – Congressman Herger and McClintock


HR 242 – Travel Management- To clarify the implementation and enforcement of Subpart B of the Travel Management Rule (36 C.F.R. 212), relating to the designation of roads, trails, and areas for motor vehicle use, in administrative units of the National Forest System in California, and for other purposes.  Google for more information.


Forest Health Bill- Bob Douglas asked when we might swee the introduction of such a bill for California.


Equal Access to Justice- we discussed the need to continue to work with our Congressional members to address the impacts of this legislation and the current efforts underway to change this act.


*Action item for SFAC and our Congressional Representatives.

Targets – Lori S – Plumas


Randy indicated that at this time the FY12 targets are not clear due to proposed 10% budget reduction.  We need to address how a 10% reduction effects our County funding.


*Action- SFAC committee work with our legislative reps to emphasize that by funding a strong timber program with mandated and accountable targets is an economical benefit to our counties, communities as well as Treasury.  
Next Meeting Date: November 4, 2011, 10am – 3pm, Willows at Mendocino NF Forest Supervisor Office, 825 North Humboldt Ave.

Notes submitted by Bill Wickman, Representative of SFAC
