SFAC Meeting Sacramento
August 25, 2010

Minutes

There were two meetings held, the morning meeting was hosted by Congressman Herger and McClintock with the presence of Randy Moore, Regional Forester and four additional staff.  Political staffs present in addition to the Congressman were Fran Peace and Todd Jones (Herger); Tim Holabird, Ross Branch and Rocky Deal (McClintock) and Bob Ehlert (Lungren).
Members Present; Trinity County; Roger Jaegel, Dero Forslund, Jim French and Susanne Baremore; Colusa- Gary Evans; Plumas- Lori Simpson; Siskiyou- Marcia Armstrong; El Dorado- Ray Nutting; Tuolumne- Teri Murrison; Lassen- Brian Dahle; Modoc- Sean Curtis – Farm Bureau; QLG County Forester Frank Stewart; CFA- Steve Brink; SPI- Mark Pawlicki, Mark Lathrop and Mark Luster; CA Associated Loggers- Eric Carelson;  SN Conservancy- Jim Branham; SFAC Representatives- Laurel Brent Bumb and Bill Wickman.
Hi-lites of items discussed in the morning meeting with the Forest Service;

· A lengthy discussion on importance of water and how Randy had mentioned the region was now aware of how important this was and would be starting to highlight it more.  Discussed that the region has assigned a person the responsibility of researching the water benefits that are directly attributed to NF.

· Discussion of impacts to communities and private land owners associated with burning out on private land.  General voice of concern associated with current FS fire suppression tactics and philosophies.

· Several individuals voiced concern again over coordination on fire as well as planning with counties.  A brief discussion centered on the responsibility of FS to coordinate with counties as outlined in section 219.7 of the current Planning Rules. 
· RF discussed present treatment of 150-200K acres per year and the need to treat 500K acres per year if we are ever to make headway on the 9mm acres of extreme condition acres in California.  Many voiced a concern given current budgets, workforce, litigation and program of work; this will never be a realistic expectation.  Randy again discussed need to consider lowering diameter limits and other possible negotiated items with environmental groups to make this work.  This of course did not go over well with the majority of the group.

· On several of these items Randy mentioned that he is tying in with the RCRC.  I informed he and Deb Whitman at break that it would be greatly appreciated if they would also consider doing some of the same coordination with SFAC as a partial reason that the Coalition was formed and believes is that the current philosophy and goals of RCRC do not meet the needs of our smaller rural mountain counties that are have a high percentage of federal land.

· Stewardship discussion involved continuation concerns associated with the 25% receipts that are not available through the existing legislation and the need to address that with new legislation language.  In addition, that concern is magnified by the fact that there is a push to use stewardship contract even more in the future.  In addition, discussed the need to use retained receipts for NEPA and look at the possibility of another legislation change to extend the maximum years from 10 to either 15-20 years.

· Brief discussion of the 2011 FS budget expectations.  Randy stated that currently the region is planning on a 90% budget that is line with the 2010 budget because of the expected continuing resolution that will most likely occur.  This is anticipated because of the thought that there will not be a final approved federal budget for some months after October.  He would not go into any further detail associated with any given program.

· Reforestation- Randy stated that the FS only salvages about 20% of burn acres.  General discussion centered on the need of the FS to be more proactive in salvaging burn areas so that the forest products can be used within our counties and infrastructure instead of going to waste.  Of course litigation was a concern from Randy.  There was also a discussion of the current philosophy of planting areas that had not been logged or salvaged and the loss of planted trees as well as future loss of that investment due to the tremendous amount of fuels that will be present when areas are not salvaged.  The only comment offered was by Deb Whitman to say that FS needs to plant within 3 years or face too much vegetation competition on sites.  So there can be cases when salvage occurs in planted areas.

· 2010 program of work discussion.  Randy and Deb indicated that they have taken a look and have reshuffled dollars and targets after considering major litigation losses to program.  Their stated accomplishment of the 2010 400mmbf target is 95%.  Their hope was that Pilgram (Shasta-T NF) project will still make it through the courts for this FY.

· Frank Stewart voiced a concern in the QLG area that it appears that many of the remaining QLG projects are shown to be accomplished after the official act time period has run out.  Requested they look at moving some of the program into 2012 or earlier.

· Litigation- SN Framework is still in the hands of the 9th Circuit and the only sales enjoined at this time are on the Plumas and the remainder of the SN forests have been cleared.  There is no set date for the court to provide their final ruling.  NW Forest Plan is still in litigation on survey and manage issues.  Pilgram on Shasta-T has been updated and back to court to make a final decision.

· Planning rule has not come back out yet to forests.  Randy did make a comment that he felt that phase one or the travel management plans still provided counties the opportunity to review and request additional roads are included even if they do not show on the final plans.  Concern was expressed about the likelihood of additional inclusions due to appeals and litigation.  Randy responded, “threat of appeals and litigations is not justification for not doing the right thing…”  I think many had doubts but wait and see.  At this time there is still not clear direction on the Climate change roadmap that has been discussed at the national level.  
· Randy offered to hold some of the fire-related discussions in the field, and a field tour was subsequently coordinated in Trinity County, scheduled for 9/19-20/10.
Afternoon SFAC meeting;

Many of the above items were on our afternoon agenda and I will not rehash those topics.  The following notes will be what addition discussion occurred in the afternoon.

· During introductions we welcomed new members Eric Carleson of the Assoc. California Loggers and Susanne Baremore who is currently working with the Trinity County Board on natural resource issues.

· During our discussion associated with the morning litigation topic, the point was raised that the only way we may be effective and turn some of the litigation around is to enter our own lawsuits from the county level.  SFAC would be a good source also, but as was mentioned by all, who has the money to do this at this time.  Most felt that it was the only way to confront many of the environmental, court and FS issues to bring our own social and economic concerns to the court.  Frank S mentioned the possibility of enter into a class action suit against some of the groups with a combined effort involving our members and all Western states and Boards.

· Media Plan. Kirk did not make the meeting so Laurel took on the task of working with Kirk and Mark Luster on the items discussed. 
· Awareness plan to introduce and provide information on SFAC

· Talking points to hand out during large fires that are from SFAC with key resource impacts associated with catastrophic wildfire- Mark discussed that there are some talking pts already developed and he will work on this item.

· Education- in schools and other areas

· Facebook, Twitter and other avenues

· Press release in local newspapers to bring SFAC to the public awareness

· Ask Randy if we can work with the Sociologist he discussed on program development
· Web page development
· We had a brief discussion of the current market conditions and how they continue to be in a down condition.

· In relation to the EIR by Amador County in reopening the Buena Vista Biomass power plant, anyone interested in commenting can go to the Amador County website.

· Future SFAC correspondence discussions centered on the development of talking points developed by us that can be used during media coverage of major fires within our area.  Mark Luster stated that there were some talking points already in existence that may be able to be used for this effort.  He will research and let us know what is available that can be adapted for SFAC.  Discussed developing a one page talking pt for when the next large fire is going so that SFAC can get information to the PR folks from our perspective and issues in addition to an education and ad campaign.  We also discussed the monument issues on Modoc and Siskiyou.  They want SFAC to sign on to the SNC initiative which I will do a letter (completed and sent on 9/14/10).
· Our November meeting date will be November 5th and not the 19th.  We are still working on a location that will be on the I5 corridor, probably Willows or Williams.  

Submitted by Bill Wickman, Spokesperson for SFAC  
 

