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AB1504 (Skinner, 2010)—What It Does
A.B. 1504 would amend the Z'berg-Nejedly Forest Practice
Act of 1973 to require the state Board of Forestry (BOF) to
guarantee that all its regulations governing commercial timber
harvesting take into account the capacity of forests to sequester
carbon dioxide.
The purpose is to ensure that California's public and private
forests store enough CO2 to meet the greenhouse-gas (GHG)
emission-reduction goals mandated for the state’s forestry sector
by A.B. 32, the historic California Global Warming Solutions
Act of 2006.
A.B. 1504 would require the California Dept. of Forestry
(CDF), in consultation with the state Air Resources Board
(ARB), to determine to what extent existing forestry regulations
and programs are meeting A.B. 32's GHG targets.
"We need to ensure that the CDF accurately monitors and
assesses carbon sequestration scenarios," said Forest Forever
Legislative Advocate Luke Breit. "We think A.B. 1504 will help
achieve that goal."
For the CDF to satisfy A.B. 1504's requirements, the agency
likely will need to commission a Life-Cycle Assessment (LCA)
of forestry products and practices, according to Brendan
McCarthy, consultant to Senate Appropriations Committee Chair
Sen. Christine Kehoe.
Conducting such an assessment, as per federal EPA
guidelines, means compiling an inventory of the energy and
material inputs in forestry operations, evaluating the cumulative
environmental impacts associated with these inputs, and
interpreting the results to help make informed conservation
decisions.
The point is to ensure that the BOF's regulations, and
practices are in fact continuing to sequester carbon dioxide at the
current estimated level of some five million metric tons of the
gas annually.
McCarthy said CDF estimates that commissioning an LCA
could cost anywhere from $800,000 to $1 million.
As those who have been following the progress of Skinner’s
A.B. 1504 through the legislature well know, the bill would
make carbon sequestration one of the prime considerations in
forest management along with watershed protection, fisheries
and wildlife conservation, and recreational opportunities.
The legislation would help manage forests stressed by
climate change, maintaining them as a net sequesterer of CO2.
At the same time, the bill also assures the continuous
growing and harvesting of commercial tree species and makes a
willful violation of the BOF’s rules – including failure to assess
forest CO2 sequestration – a crime.

October 2014

California's forests serve as a first-line defense against CO2
pollution and global warming. Assembly member Skinner and
Forests Forever want to recognize and codify that value so that
forests are managed in a way that enhances their capacity to
scrub the air clean.
To achieve its goals under A.B. 32, the state will need to
actively promote sustainable management practices for forests,
which may require altering existing forest practices and land use
regulations.
"One must examine the whole forest over time, not a single
point in time, when assessing a policy's carbon effects," said
Assembly legislative analyst Dan Chia. "When comparing the
average carbon stores of a young and older forest, it is the latter
forest that will store more carbon."
According to Chia, the BOF, CDF and ARB "should strive
to go beyond the status quo sequestration rate and ensure that
their policies and regulations reflect the unique role forests play
in combating climate change."

See Public/Stakeholder Comment Period information
on Page 2 and CCFA members' comment following.
Go online to read the California Global Warming Solutions
Act of 2006 (AB 32, 2006)
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AB1504 PUBLIC/STAKEHOLDER COMMENT
PERIOD DEADLINE: SEPTEMBER 26, 2014
SEPTEMBER PUBLIC/STAKEHOLDER MEETING
(We realize the deadline is gone, but you need to know
what this is all about.)
Division of Agriculture and Natural Resources, University of
California

In the September meeting, the project team provided the
public and stakeholders with the background and scope of the
effort, outlined opportunities to provide feedback, and sought
input on specific technical issues.
The public and stakeholders are encouraged to comment on
any item on the agenda in writing. Submit written comments to
the project webpage at

http://ucanr.edu.CalFire 1504
The California Board of Forestry and Fire Protection
requests public and stakeholder comment on the following
technical questions:

Which forest practice regulations affect carbon
sequestration processes and trends?

What forest carbon measurement and reporting
frequency should be considered?

What time duration for measuring the effect of forest
practice regulations should be considered?

What are the appropriate spatial scales needed to
measure carbon sequestration trends?

Which data sources can be used to quantify forest sector
greenhouse gas emissions?

Should forest growth models be used to understand
effects of forest practice regulations on carbon
sequestration? If so, which models should be
considered?

Which climate models are recommended?

What other analytical methods and tools are
recommended to assess the effects of forest practice
regulations on carbon sequestration?

CCFA'S RESPONSE...
Date: 14 September 2014
To: Board of Forestry
From: Cate and Eric Moore
Tailshold Tree Farm
cateymoore@mac.com
Re: AB 1504 implementation into Forest Regulations
We are the owners of a 160 acre tree farm in the Santa Cruz
Mountains. We belong to several forest landowner groups
(Central Coast Forest Association, Forest Landowners of
California, American Tree Farm, Forest Landowners
Association) and prescribed fire councils (North Coast Prescribed
Fire Council, Central Coast Prescribed Fire Council).
We are landowners and we talk to landowners, so we know
how we/they think. After reviewing the material presented at the
September 5, 2014 Public Stakeholder Meeting on AB 1504, we
respectfully submit the following observations:
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Landowners are the people who are ultimately going to
execute these operations and bear the costs - or not.
When push comes to shove, landowners are the ultimate
decision makers. Forest landowners are already experiencing
regulatory exhaustion. We are not pleased with the prospect of
more rules, more data to gather, or more reports to file. These are
the burdens that push active land managers into laissez-faire nonmanagers and send energetic people looking for easier ways to
use their land. We have several vineyards in our immediate
neighborhood, we know they don't have to file these reports, and
they are making more money annually than we are. It remains a
constant temptation.
What is the cost/benefit analysis for landowners?
We didn’t see a cost analysis for carbon sequestration
operations. Since we are the ones who are ultimately going to
have to pay for all this, we want to know:
costs for measuring the data
costs for compiling and running statistics
costs for processing data through models
costs for submitting reports
costs for processing reports at the agency level
benefits that we - as landowners - will reap from these
activities








With costs/benefits as a driving factor for landowners, we
urge you to remember the following:
Extremely accurate
extremely expensive.

measurements

are

generally

Scientists find it very tempting to measure everything to the
microgram, but that is not the level of information needed for
informed decisions. Strive instead to find the minimum amount
of easily and inexpensively obtainable data that will be
sufficient.
Regulations need to be limited to what a landowner/manager
can actively manage. We cannot, and should not, be stuck with
accountability for activity beyond our reach.
When forestland is healthy, everything else takes care of
itself.
Sequestering carbon is not a primary driver of our land
management decisions, nor do we think it should be. A wellmanaged forest will naturally extract carbon dioxide from the
atmosphere and good management decisions will limit the
amount that goes back into the atmosphere.
Our land management decisions will always be driven by
forest health. Our key considerations are:









are the trees currently healthy?
is spacing appropriate for growth?
are we seeing regeneration?
is there enough water?
is light reaching the forest floor?
what is our current fire hazard?
are we seeing bugs or fungal diseases?
how are our other plants and animals faring?
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Emphasizing carbon sequestration or extraction in land
management as currently envisioned by the charts in the AB
1504 presentation can lead to poor management decisions that
ultimately release more carbon dioxide than good basic
practices. We see the following potential problems with
encouraging overstocking or accelerated growth to demonstrate
an increase in sequestered carbon:







hazard of stand-destroying wildfires increases
hazard of disease or insects increases
vegetation becomes weakened by competition for
nutrients and water
available ground water decreased, which adversely
impacts summer stream flows (*)
landscape loses its safety margin for surviving
droughts
managers become reluctant to rejuvenate their land
through planned disturbance cycles like prescribed
fire, timber stand improvement cuts, or clearing brush.

(*) information from "Competition for limited dry season ground-stored
water between forest use and stream flow in the Waddell Valley" by Robert O.
Briggs, 2/13/1999. We would be happy to provide copies to interested parties.

Try charcoal as a carbon sequestration vehicle.
There is a better way, and it can be achieved through
prescribed fire and adjusting the way biogen plants work.
The key to this different way lies in charcoal (aka biochar).
We noticed that charcoal was wholly absent from the carbon
cycle charts. We would like to introduce it now. Charcoal is
produced by partially burning wood in a low intensity fire.
Once produced, charcoal is an immensely stable form of carbon
that remains in the soil for thousands of years. It has some very
desirable characteristics that will help alleviate other
environmental problems California faces.



charcoal locks water in the soil
charcoal locks nutrients in the soil

It can be introduced into the soil via "slash and char", a
term for low level prescribed burning practices used by
Amazonian Indians. More information can be found in the book
"1491" by Charles C. Mann, on pages 306-311, the section
entitled "Gift From the Past." Briefly, the Indians burn their
forest for cropland with a very low intensity, smoky,
smoldering fire. The end product produces a lot of charcoal in
the soil. Something similar was probably used by our own
indigenous populations.
We can bring it back in two ways, through low intensity
prescribed fires and by adjusting biogen power plants so that
one of their end products is charcoal. The charcoal produced by
prescribed fire can remain in the soil where the fire burned.
This might also serve to mitigate the loss of snowpacks to retain
water in the mountains. The outputs of the biogen plants can be
a highly sought-after agricultural soil amendment.
What farmer doesn’t dream of dramatically reducing his
need for water and fertilizer?
None of this is ready for prime-time, but validation and
refinement of techniques can be easily done on small plots of
land. We are curious about such ideas as:
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running cattle through a forest the year after a prescribed
fire to infuse charcoal with nutrients
determining the best charcoal to soil ratio for summer
water retention.

This approach also has appeal to landowners who want to
improve their land's productivity. We may not do this for the
cause of carbon sequestration, but we will do it for ourselves.
The rest of California can just sit back and enjoy the benefits.
Yours truly,
Cate and Eric Moore
cc: Central Coast Forest Association
Forest Landowners of California
Steve Davis, Central Coast Prescribed Fire Council

EPA W ATER MAP
DOCKET ID NO. EPA-HQ-OW-2011-0880
Stop the EPA's Waters of the United States redefinition
You may have seen in our previous newsletter that the EPA
is trying once again to redefine their jurisdiction under the Clean
Water Act from "navigable waters of the United States" to
"waters of the United States." If enacted, the EPA would have
jurisdiction over every bit of flowing water or seasonally boggy
place in the country. Below is the EPA's regional wetlands map
for our area. You can see that our area is particularly blue. What
this means to us is that we would have a whole new agency, the
EPA, with its own agenda, regulations, fees and fines to add to
our existing water regulations from CalFire, the Department of
Fish and Wildlife and the Water Resource Control Boards.
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DOCKET ID # EPA-HQ-OW-2011-0880
WATERS OF THE UNITED STATES
The entire nation is in an uproar, and rightly so. The EPA
top brass knows it, too.
"I have never proposed anything that I thought would be so wellreceived as this, that has fallen totally flat on its face." [EPA
Administrator Gina McCarthy on public reaction to the Obama
Administration's new rule to redefine "waters of the United
States" (WOTUS).]
That's probably because of the EPA's track record. Their
idea of an appropriate fine for building a pond on private
property without their permission is $75,000/day. (Katie and
Andy Johnson, homeowners in Wyoming)
Help from the courts may also be difficult to get. The Fifth
Circuit Court of Appeals just ruled that if the feds say you have
wetlands on your property, you can't even appeal to the
courts. You have to go through the tortuous and expensive Clean
Water Act licensing procedure -- wetlands or not.
The Farm Bureau is running a "Ditch the Rule" petition
campaign. The Committee for a Constructive Tomorrow is also
running a petition campaign. We urge you to sign the petitions
and send letters to your representatives in Congress stating your
opposition.
The deadline to speak out is October 20.

CCFA has sent the following letter as an organization, but
we believe this is one instance where the more, the merrier.
See Page 5-6.
CCFA sent a copy of this letter to each member of Congress
whose district is in our boundaries: Dianne Feinstein, Barbara
Boxer, Anna Eshoo, Jackie Speier and Sam Farr.
See Page 7.
Here is contact information if you want to compose your
own letter. Be sure to let them know we are already thoroughly
covered with our existing state and local regulations and they are
not adding anything useful to the situation.
EPA:
Submit your comments, identified by Docket identification
(ID) No. EPA-HQ-OW-2011-0880, by one of the
following methods:
Federal eRulemaking Portal: http://
www.regulations.gov. Follow the online instructions for
submitting comments.
Email: ow-docket@epa.gov.
Mail: Water Docket, Environmental Protection Agency,
Mail Code 2822T, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave. NW., Washington,
DC 20460. Attention: Docket ID No. EPA-HQ-OW-20110880.
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Congressional representatives:
Senator Dianne Feinstein
San Francisco Office:
One Post Street Suite 2450
San Francisco, CA 94104
Phone: (415) 393-0707
Fax: (415) 393-0710
email portal: Contact Senator Dianne Feinstein
Senator Barbara Boxer
Bay Area Office:
70 Washington Street, Suite 203
Oakland, CA 94607
(510) 286-8537
(202) 224-0454 fax
Representative Anna Eshoo
District Office
698 Emerson Street
Palo Alto, California 94301
Telephone: (650) 323-2984 or (408) 245-2339 or (831) 3352020
Fax: (650) 323-3498
Palo Alto District Office Hours: Mondays through
Fridays, 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
Washington, D.C. Office Hours: Mondays through
Fridays, 9:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.
Representative Sam Farr
Salinas Office Santa Cruz Office
100 W. Alisal Street 701 Ocean Street, Room 318C
Salinas, CA 93901 Santa Cruz, CA 95060
Phone: (831) 424-2229 Phone: (831) 429-1976
Toll Free: 800-340-FARR Fax: (831) 429-1458
Fax: (831) 424-7099
Representative Jackie Speier: San Mateo Office
400 S. El Camino Real, Suite 410
San Mateo, CA 94402
Phone: (650) 342-0300 or (415) 566-5257
Fax: (650) 375-8270
Office Hours: 8:30 am-6:00 pm
email portal: Contact Representative Jackie Speier
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CALIFORNIA LEGISLATION UPDATE 10/1/14
The 2013/14 California legislative session is over.
For the most part, it was a good year for forestry. The only
significant blow was the veto of AB 2465 - Burning of lands:
private burns. This bill would have provided a website with
prescribed fire regulations and other information and authorized
developing a uniform prescribed burn template for forest
landowners that provides standardized procedures for planning
and implementing prescribed burns. Governor Brown feels this
job can be done within existing CalFire procedures and has
directed CalFire to do so.
CCFA supported the following bills which Governor Brown
signed:
AB 1686 - Trespass
SB 1295 - Trespass: requests for law enforcement assistance
This pair of bills extends the duration of a single request
made for a peace officer’s assistance for trespass when the
premises or property is closed to the public and posted as being
closed from period of up to 6 months to a period of up to 12
months.
AB 1709 - Wildlife: hunting licenses.
Redefines age limit of junior hunting licenses from age 16 to
age 18. Hunters aged 16 and 17 do not need to be accompanied
by an adult but may not be accompanied by hunters under the
age of 16 unless there is an adult present.
AB 1711 - Administrative Procedures Act: economic impact
assessment
Requires economic impact statements for new
regulations. It would have been better if the cumulative impacts
of regulations were reported. We endorse anything that will
highlight to the government the costs for their rules on those of
us who are affected.
AB 1867 - Timber harvest plans: exemption: reducing
flammable materials
Extends the defensible space perimeter that does not require
a THP from 150’ to 300’ and allows landowner to sell the timber
that is cut and removed. There is a time limit for the law and an
evaluation report due 1/1/18.
AB 1905 - Water rights: appropriation: small domestic, small
irrigation, and livestock stockpond use
Allows small water diversions (ponds, etc) to be made or
used for fire protection.
AB 2048 - Fire prevention fees: state responsibility areas
SRA fees will now apply only to "habitable structures." The
fee is levied on the owner if he owns the structure on July 1 of
year fee is due. It exempts the owner from the fee if the structure
is uninhabitable as a result of a "natural disaster" and the
structure has previously passed a defensible space inspection or
been certified that required clearances were in place at the time
of the disaster. It will be interesting to see what happens when
the disaster is a mudslide or earthquake.
AB 2112 - Forestry: timber operations
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Changes the window of a notice of THP extension to be
provided to the CalFire from not sooner than 30 days, but at least
10 days, prior to the expiration of the plan to not sooner than 140
days, but at least 10 days, prior to the expiration of the
plan. Your forester will be very happy about this.
AB 2142 - Timber harvesting plans: exemptions
Expands the Sierra experiment in fire hazard mitigation
cutting regimes to the northern redwoods region all conditions of
Fire Prevention Pilot Project Exemption set for the Sierras
applied to northern Redwoods. It does not apply to Southern
Subdistrict. We will need to continue the campaign for ourselves.
AB 2402 - Noxious weed management
Could provide an avenue for grants to landowners to help
control your invasive exotics (weeds) problems.
AB 2082 - Forest practices: resource conservation standards:
stocking standards
Stocking standards were originally designed with the goal of
maximizing conifer production for a continuous supply of
timber. The flaws in this goal have been coming to light recently
as other ecosystems such as oak woodlands are threatened by
conifer encroachment. This bill deletes this hard-wired stocking
standard and authorizes the Board of Forestry to develop
alternative stocking standards to address the forest management
goals of different sorts of forests.
CCFA was neutral on the following bills which Governor
Brown signed:
AB 2239 - Forest practices: management plans: change of
ownership
This bill codifies the bureaucratic procedure that landowners
must perform when they sell land that has an NTMP or WFMP
attached to it. Basically, the landowner must inform the new
owner of the existence and transferability of the NTMP/WFMP
along with the procedure needed to assume ownership of the
plan, and must provide CalFIre with a copy of this
notification. The new owner has 1 year to accept the plan, then it
automatically expires.
AB 2364 - State amphibian: California red-legged frog
Declares red-legged frog the state amphibian.
SB 1345 - Natural Resources
Corrects typos and erroneous cross references in the
Working Forest Management Plan bill.
SB 1454 - Fish and wildlife: enforcement: patrol mounted
vehicle video and audio systems
Authorizes recording devices on game warden vehicles.

WATCH
AB 1707 - Water Quality: scientific peer review
New regulation addressing TMDL now need to be peer
reviewed before being enacted. The plan and the peer review
studies need to be posted online for public review.
AB 1739 - Groundwater basin management: sustainability
SB 1168 - Groundwater management plans
SB 1319 - Groundwater
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The thrust is development of sustainable groundwater
management plans. What started as a cooperative data sharing
and coordination effort morphed into a new bureaucracy with
monitoring and reporting requirements for pretty much
everyone. The exception is users who extract 2 acre-feet or less/
year for domestic purposes. At the last hour, the bill took an
unfortunate leap from "develop certain guidelines" to "adopt
certain regulations."

Air Resources Board, local air districts, academics,
nongovernmental organizations, local governments, and tribes on
recommended actions for enhancing the practice of prescribed
burns.

AB 2193 - Habitat Restoration and Enhancement Act
Provides expedited/streamlined permitting for small habitat
restoration projects. possible money for landowners for voluntary
mitigations. There is a major missing piece - the landowner has
no safe harbor included. There is still no understanding of the
need for habitat/business compatibility.

=====================================

SB 930 - Arson
Renews the aggravated arson bill until 2019 - this includes
arson on forest land. If the damage or other losses, including
suppression costs, is greater than $7 million, or the perpetrator
was convicted of arson in previous 10 years, it is aggravated
arson.

The Central Coast Forest Association supports AB 1711.

SB 1075 - Department of Forestry and Fire Protection: civil
cost recovery
Directs that any money recovered by CalFire in a civil action
be deposited into the General Fund. Applies retroactively to any
moneys recovered and retained by the department prior to Jan 1
2015.

We thank you for your consideration of our position.

SB 1353 - Local government: Williamson Act
Authorizes a county to utilize the process for revising or
entering into contracts so as to specify 9-year or 18-year terms
indefinitely. The bill would additionally authorize a county to
utilize that process for revising or entering into contracts for land
subject to a farmland security zone contract.

VETOED
AB 278 - California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006:
Low Carbon Fuel Standard
Encourages the production and use of low carbon fuel as
long as it does not adversely affect food production. ■
To the Members of the California State Assembly:
I am returning Assembly Bill 2465 without my signature.
Today, California faces unprecedented wildfires due to high
fuel accumulations, climate change, and in the last three years,
drought. There are many prevention activities that are needed to
reduce the likelihood and the impacts of wildfires. Prescribed
fires are a longstanding form of land management that can help
reduce the intensity of wildfires and renew ecosystems.
As part of the State's Strategic Fire Plan, CAL FIRE
recognizes prescribed fire as an important tool for land managers
to use to improve their lands and to address the poor health of
many of our forests.
Rather than creating an independent template as required by
this bill, I am directing CAL FIRE to build further on their
existing work and develop an Appendix to the State Fire Plan on
prescribed fires for consideration by the Board of Forestry and
Fire Protection. CAL FIRE will work in collaboration with the

Sincerely,
Edmund G. Brown Jr.
Letters I sent to the Governor on bills
that were lagging:
Dear Governor Brown,

Regulatory compliance expenses are a large drag on California's
economy. The burden of each new regulation should be added to the
burden of existing regulations and the burdens/benefits of the whole
assessed before new rules are put into place.

Catherine Moore
Member of CCFA Board
-----------------------------------Dear Governor Brown,
The Central Coast Forest Association supports AB 2048.
We support the change of SRA fire prevention fees to only apply to
currently habitable structures. It adds insult to injury to charge a tax/fee
intended for habitable structures to uninhabitable damaged
structures. We do expect due diligence from Cal Fire in performing
timely defensible space inspections.
We have a question. If the natural disaster that damaged the building
was an earthquake or mudslide, do the defensible space inspection/ fire
clearance requirements still apply?
We thank you for your consideration of our position.
Catherine Moore
Member of CCFA Board
---------------------------------Dear Governor Brown,
The Central Coast Forest Association supports AB 2465.
California is suffering from an overgrowth of vegetation in its wild lands
and is known to be a fire-dependent ecology. In the interests of
supporting our state's native ecosystems and in the interest of public
safety, we support this move to streamline and coordinate permitting and
support for private prescribed fires.
We thank you for your consideration of our position.
Catherine Moore
Member of CCFA Board

Continued on Page 12
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PEOPLE AND MOUNTAIN LIONS, AN ANIMAL
MANAGEMENT TRAGEDY

Dear Governor Brown,

The Log editorial

The Central Coast Forest Association supports AB 1867.

On September 7, a 6-year-old boy who was hiking with his
family was attacked by a mountain lion. It was about 1:00 in the
afternoon, the group was on a hiking trail near a winery in
Cupertino, there were a total of four adults and six children in the
party, and the targeted boy was within ten feet of the group. The
mountain lion was a small, young male.
The California Department of Fish and Wildlife tracked and
killed the animal on Wednesday September 10. Subsequent
DNA testing confirmed they had killed the correct animal.
This was a very bold attack - the lion snatched the child
away from a large group in broad daylight near a populated
region. Mountain lions used to be wary of people, but no
longer. Why would this be?
In 1990, Proposition 117 was passed. This proposition
banned the sport hunting of mountain lions. Today, the only
permissible reason to hunt mountain lions, with a depredation
permit, is to remove "problem" lions who have attacked livestock
or people.
That was 24 years ago. There have now been several
generations of mountain lions that have no memory of being
chased or harassed by people. For the first generation, at least,
the mother cats taught their kits to be wary of people. They
remembered being chased and found humans and dogs
frightening. The next generation learned their mother's lesson,
but had no personal experience to support it. They mostly
obeyed mother's teaching, but weren’t sure why. We are now
starting to encounter lions who have only had benign encounters
with people and they are looking at us differently. These human
creatures aren’t scary at all. Now they wonder if we’re tasty.
It doesn’t matter if you’re human or animal; no one wants to
work harder for their dinner than they have to. Catching deer is
hard work. Deer know they are prey and they are always on the
lookout for predators.
They are also fast and great
jumpers. People and their pets and livestock are another
story. We and our animals live protected lives and we don’t
generally view ourselves as prey. We trust an outmoded human/
animal dynamic, and have become unjustifiably complacent.
If we want to maintain our status as the biggest, baddest
creature in the landscape, we need to start walking the
walk. Predators will always seek out the easiest meal available
and we need to convince them that isn’t us. Better yet, we need
to convince them that we think mountain lion is a fine thing for
dinner.
Nothing teaches like hard personal experience. This means
we need to resume harassing mountain lions. They need to be
chased, they need to be frightened and they need to have painful
experiences every time they approach human territory. It doesn’t
necessarily need to be fatal; a haunch-full of rock salt from a
shotgun could be painful enough to make them reconsider
approaching human territory.
What we cannot do is continue our no-touch policy. Unless,
of course, we want to become prey. ■

CCFA represents forest landowners and forestry professionals in the
Santa Cruz Mountains. We have watched carefully the history of fires
in our area and elsewhere in the state and have observed the
effectiveness of clearing around residences to save lives and property.
The Santa Cruz Mountains would be impossible to evacuate before a
quickly moving wildfire. This leaves promoting defensible space
around our structures. Many of our trees are taller than the current 150'
allowable clearance and covering the expense of building these
clearances is a daunting problem for many. AB 1867 addresses these
problems by widening the allowable perimeter to 300' and permitting
the landowner to sell marketable logs to defray their costs.
We ask your support for AB 1867
We thank you for your consideration of our position.
Catherine Moore
Member of CCFA Board

CCFA HOLDS 2014 ANNUAL
MEMBERSHIP MEETING
By Cate Moore

The Board of Directors decided to refresh our annual
meeting by changing the venue to a dinner meeting at a local
restaurant. We met at Bruno’s Barbecue’s upstairs meeting room
in Scotts Valley on September 27. We saw several fresh faces in
the crowd, and everyone said they enjoyed the venue.
Our evening speakers were local accountant Patrick Mauldin
and local estate attorney Mitch Jackman. CCFA members and
their families were very interested in the topics presented and
asked many questions, especially about the effects of property
taxes on estate planning in California. The structure of
California property taxation is unique and can have very painful
consequences for the unprepared when property passes to an
estate’s heirs. CCFA will publish the gist of the discussion in a
future estate planning article. ■
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Central Coast Forest Association
Membership / Renewal / Contribution
Name ______________________________________________________________ Date _______________________
Enclosed is $ ______________ for:

□ New Membership

□ Membership Renewal

□ Legal Fund

Home phone __________________________________ Work phone ______________________________________
Address _____________________________________ City __________________________ ST_____ Zip_________
Signature ____________________________________________ E-mail ____________________________________
Please make checks payable to:
Central Coast Forest Association

P.O. Box 66868

Membership Category

Scotts Valley, CA 95066

Dues

Individual - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -$50
Business - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - $500

CCFA appreciates your support
CCFA is a 501-(c) 4 tax-exempt organization. Donations may be tax-deductible as a business expense.

Notes From the Nut-House

"Smart is when you believe only
half of what you hear.
Brilliant is when you know which
half to believe."

We’re on the web!
www.ccfassociation.org
Central Coast Forest Association
P.O. Box 66868
Scotts Valley, CA 95066
IMPORTANT NOTICE: HELP US COMMUNICATE!
Occasionally we need to rally the membership to respond to abrupt government actions. We must be able to contact you in a
hurry in such circumstances. Please submit your current e-mail address to us via our website, www.ccfassociation.org
or by e-mail to: ccfa@ccfassociation.org. We will keep it strictly confidential at all times.

T

he forests must be, and will be, not only preserved but used, and the
experience of all civilized countries that have faced and solved the
question show that the forests, like perennial fountains, may be made to yield
a sure harvest of timber while at the same time all their far-reaching
beneficent uses may be maintained unimpaired.

INSIDE THIS ISSUE:

John Muir
Founder of the Sierra Club in 1895

AB1504—What It Does

1

CCFA's Response to AB1504

2

Docket ID# EPA-HQ-OW-2011-0880
Waters of the United States

3-7

California Legislation Update

8-9

The Central Coast Forest Association is a non-profit alliance of small forestland
owners, forestry professionals and forest-oriented businesses with close affinity to
the woods, mountains, streams and wildlife of the Central Coast. Our purpose is to
uphold and preserve our values, our property rights and our way of life. To advance this objective, CCFA will:

9

 Interact with community, political and environmental interests as a voice for

Letters to Gov. Brown on Lagging Bills

forestland owners.
7th CA Oak Symposium

10-11

Annual Membership Meeting
People and Mt. Lions-An Animal Management Tragedy

12

Notes From the Nuthouse

13

CCFA Mission Statement

14

 Understand the news, law and technology of forestry and apply this knowledge
for the benefit and protection of forestland owners.

 Inform members of matters affecting their lands and forests.
 Take political and legal action to defend the rights and property of all Central
Coast forestland owners.

