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1. Issue:
Concerns regarding the impact of recent wildfires on air quality and emissions in the
SACOG region were raised at Transportation and Government Relations & Public Affairs
Committees. This item provides a broader context for conditions in forested areas
contributing to wildfires and possible forest management solutions.

2. Recommendation:
None, this item is for information only.

3. Background/Analysis:
Wildfire frequency and severity have been increasing, with the wildfire season starting
earlier and lasting longer, by about 2 ½ months since in the 1970s. Fourteen of the 20
most severe wildfires in California history have occurred since the year 2000, and the
Mendocino Complex fire is now the biggest in state history. In the SACOG region, the
most noticeable impact of these fires is air quality and related health risks. Less obvious,
but as important are impacts on the region’s water supply, recreation industry, timber
industry, and habitat and ecology.

4. Discussion/Analysis:
The RUCS program has included forestry as a topic area since its inception. In 2009,
SACOG hired consultants to craft an extensive report on forest conditions. That report was
completed in 2010, but further work was not conducted due to funding limitations. More
recently, responding to concerns raised by various board members, SACOG hired
consultants to develop a brief white paper, “Forest Issue Evaluation for the SACOG
Watershed,” (draft included as Attachment A) which highlights the linkages between forest
management and associated risks and benefits.
In brief, though the ecology of the Sierra Nevada forests is adapted to annual fires, the

biomass buildup in the region’s forests is as much as four times great than conditions
before statehood, creating the potential greater frequency and severity of wildfires. The
extent of this wildfire potential has been significantly realized in the last five years as
climate change, drought, and bark beetle infestation have killed or substantially dried
forests, creating conditions that have resulted in unprecedented megafires. Not only do
upland communities suffer from impacts resulting from these catastrophic fires, lowland
residents also feel the far-reaching results of these fires. This makes the issue regionally
significant.
Forest management strategies to mitigate impacts from wildfires are best described on
CAL FIRE’s webpage for their Forest Health Grant Program:
Reforestation
Fuel reduction and prescribed fire
Pest management
Biomass utilization
Conservation easements through the Forest Legacy Program
Research
The benefits from these management approaches include improvements in:
·
Greenhouse gas emissions
·
Watershed function and water supply
·
Carbon sequestration
·
Habitat and ecology
·
Recreation
·
Timber quality and value
·
Economic development
The SACOG region has numerous local agencies working on forest management planning
and project implementation. The Tahoe-Central Sierra Initiative, which includes state,
federal, and private partners, is targeting restoration projects in the American River and
Yuba River watersheds intended to reduce beetle infestation and wildfire frequency and
severity, as well as promote other benefits noted above. Both local agencies and the
Tahoe-Central Sierra Initiative were successful this year receiving multiple Fire Prevention
and multiple Forest Health Grant awards this year, totaling $47,290,574 (see Attachment B
for details).
The attached white paper highlights possible roles SACOG could play in helping the region
address forest management challenges and opportunities. Representatives from the
following agencies attended the Land Use & Natural Resources Committee meeting: the
California Air Resources Board, CAL FIRE, the Sierra Nevada Conservancy, US Forest
Service, and Sierra Pacific Industries. Going forward, staff will continue to work with
agencies to identify ways in which SACOG can engage and support local, state, and
federal partners.

5. Fiscal Impact/Grant Information:
There is no fiscal impact.

6. This staff report aligns with the following SACOG Work Plan Goals:
8. Build out our Council of Governments Functions
ATTACHMENTS:
Descrip on
A achment A
A achment B
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Introduction
Although much of the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) region does not include
extensive forests, the watersheds that support the cities and communities in the SACOG planning area have
their headwaters in the Sierra Nevada. The conditions in the Sierra Nevada forests, particularly forest health
and large-scale wildfires (i.e., megafires) directly affect downstream areas fed by the headwaters. Poor forest
health and wildfires in upstream Sierra Nevada forests can result in negative effects on water resources, air
quality, public safety, recreation, cultural resources, and economic conditions in downstream cities and
communities. This brief review summarizes the current state of the Sierra Nevada forests and the implications
of forest health on downstream communities in the Sacramento Valley; stakeholders that are currently
involved in forestry issues and that may be suitable partners for collaboration; funding status for ongoing and
new efforts; and recommended potential priority actions that could be considered by SACOG in
collaboration with others.

Section 1. State of the Sierra Nevada Forests
A healthy forest is diverse in species composition (i.e., the types of herbaceous understory plants, woody
shrubs, and larger trees) and diverse in structure and function (i.e., different plant species are of different
sizes, creating different shapes and sizes and kinds of “structures” across the landscape, all of which serve
different ecosystem functions). Healthy forests are used by a diverse suite of wildlife species because they
offer a wide variety of sustaining resources (e.g., desirable food and shelter, water). When forests are
prevented from experiencing natural disturbances by decades of unnatural fire suppression, or they are
affected by soil erosion or other factors associated with land development and high-severity fire, they become
unhealthy and are less resilient to fires, droughts, or floods.
The poor health and resiliency of Sierra Nevada forests can be attributed to a combination of long-term
drought and the direct and indirect effects of more than a century of forest mismanagement (e.g., fire
suppression). These conditions have led to mass tree mortality, degraded wildlife habitat, reduced water
supply and quality, unprecedented wildfire events, and altered nutrient, water, and biological cycles that
exacerbate the downstream impacts of these phenomena. The effects of climate change, tree mortality, and
megafires on Sierra Nevada forest health are interrelated and briefly summarized below.

1.1 Weather Patterns and Climate Change
Changes in global and local weather patterns can contribute to declining forest health. On a global level, these
alterations include natural and anthropogenic climate change; changes in local weather patterns further
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exacerbate the problem of poor forest health and reduced quality and quantity of ecosystem services (e.g.,
water filtration and storage, nutrient cycling), locally and downstream. Precipitation changes in the Sierra
Nevada manifest as less snow and more rainfall; this reduced snowpack results in less storage, supply, and
reliability. Further, the warmer precipitation contributes to increased strain on floodwater infrastructure, the
risk of floods and landslides, and the costs and required frequency of repairs, operations, and maintenance.
The combinations of extreme drought and increased air temperatures result in an extended fire season; what
was once confined to the hot, dry summer months has extended into fall and increased to year-round in
extremely dry years.

1.2 Tree Mortality
Tree mortality in the Sierra Nevada is rising. In January 2017, there were 102 million dead trees in the Sierra
Nevada; as of February 2018, this number increased to 129 million. This phenomenon is increasing as the
result of fire suppression and a lack of fuel treatments; forests become dense and overgrown, individual tree
health is reduced, and bark beetles infiltrate and kill trees at an accelerated rate. Trees infested with bark
beetles alter biological responses, making themselves and neighboring trees even more susceptible to
continued infestation and eventual death from bark beetle damage. The composition of forests in relation to
age and species, become more simplified (monocultures) and vulnerable to disease and fire. Dense, unhealthy
forests burn more intensely and frequently than well-managed, healthy forests. Massive wildfires have
increased over time as mismanagement promotes unhealthy forest stands, creating prime conditions for
stand-replacing “megafires”.

Section 2. Downstream Impacts in the Sacramento Valley
Poor forest health and wildfires in upstream Sierra Nevada forests can result in negative effects on
downstream cities and communities, including water resources, air quality, public safety, recreation, cultural
resources, and economic conditions.

2.1 Water Resources
The Sierra Nevada region contains the headwaters for over 60% of the states’ developed water supply,
providing most of the water for the California State Water Project, contributing a major portion of water to
the federal Central Valley Water Project, and supplying half of the water that flows into the Sacramento–San
Joaquin Delta. Megafires in Sierra Nevada forests (i.e., that contain the headwaters) could result in degraded
water quality and water supply infrastructure downstream. High-severity fires cause five to ten times more
runoff and erosion than low-severity fires, and sedimentation, runoff, and erosion into downstream
waterways and reservoirs result in increased costs to maintain and repair infrastructure.
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2.2 Air Quality and Public Safety
Megafires in upstream Sierra Nevada forests can result in reduced air quality and increased human health risks
in downstream cities and communities that already have compromised air quality. In 2017, four of the cities
with the highest levels of particle pollution were identified in California’s Central Valley. Higher-severity fires,
such as megafires, result in greater impacts on air quality because smoke travels farther distances than lowerintensity fires; more Californians are exposed to the detrimental impacts of smoke pollution, including those
most susceptible (e.g., infants, pregnant women, elderly persons, and individuals with health complications).
In contrast, wildfires in forests with more natural burn regimes (not suppressed) have smoke emissions that
are five times lower than those from high-severity fires that occur in unmanaged, unhealthy forests. However,
smoke management policies often limit prescribed burns for the purpose of forest management. Public health
impacts can be reduced by the well-managed use of prescribed fire, particularly if public education and
outreach programs are implemented to reduce smoke exposure.

2.3 Recreation
The downstream impacts of wildfire on recreational pursuits in the Sacramento Valley have not been
systematically evaluated. However, direct and indirect impacts could have substantial economic repercussions
by limiting the number of recreation days, given air quality, water quality and quantity, environmental
conditions, and temperatures. Low water levels that limit or prevent aquatic activities may result from poor
upstream management. Thick smoke from remote forest fires may result in cancellations of trips or other
outdoor activities that would otherwise generate local income, particularly during the tourist season (summer)
when larger, more severe fires are more likely to occur. This loss can result in the permanent closure of
businesses, particularly small businesses that cannot financially survive the loss of an entire season of income.
Moreover, decreased snowpack in the Sierra Nevada Mountain Range is projected to reduce winter
recreational opportunities by as much as a month annually, and could even eliminate snowboarding and
skiing activities completely in some years, further curbing revenues.

2.4 Cultural Resources
As forests are degraded through mismanagement or lost to catastrophic wildfires, there are also implications
related to loss of cultural resources. As traditional native foods and landscapes are degraded or destroyed,
cultural identities and knowledge are lost, and synergistic collaboration with tribal communities that hold
critical local historical knowledge irretrievably vanish. Inherent cultural values decrease with the loss of these
landscapes and relationships and aesthetic values are damaged or destroyed. Historic cultural resources are
also irrevocably damaged or destroyed due to catastrophic wildfires.
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2.5 Economic Conditions
Megafires in the Sierra Nevada can have economic implications for recreation, forestry products, and
agriculture. Wildfires are often followed in subsequent wet months by destructive landslides which result in the
loss of human life and the destruction of infrastructure, including homes, businesses, roads, and highways.
Businesses downstream may close temporarily or permanently due to direct or indirect damage from upstream
fires (e.g., resulting in sedimentation, runoff, flooding, and closure of recreational areas and loss of tourist
spending); however, this may be balanced to some extent by increased fire suppression spending. Fire
suppression crews may spend money at local businesses to stimulate local economies. However, this short-term
benefit could be offset by the longer-term decline of other industries (e.g., forestry products, tourism). Climate
change is expected to reduce forest productivity in some forest types by as much as 30% under moderate
warming scenarios by the year 2100.
Changing conditions that result in the loss of recreation cause jobs needed to support that infrastructure to
disappear. As jobs are eliminated, further tax revenues are lost to local economies, and development and new
infrastructure wane while existing infrastructure is not maintained or becomes defunct. As recreation
decreases, economic inputs from tax revenues and tourist spending decrease.
The loss or decline of summer forage in the Sierra Nevada, caused by climate change, catastrophic wildfire, and
other factors, in combination with the reduction of industries that support ranching, could increasingly reduce
the economic viability of livestock grazing. As livestock grazing becomes less sustainable for ranchers, there is
potential for an increase in the conversion of grazing lands in the Central Valley and foothills, which provide
valuable open space and habitat values, into other uses such as residential and commercial development.

Section 3. Collaborators and Stakeholders
The U.S. Forest Service (USFS) has shifted its policies from that of fire prevention and suppression to a more
progressive approach regarding the restoration of forest resiliency that uses proactive management which
emulates natural ecosystem processes (e.g., fire and restoration of forest habitats) and the ecosystem services
they provide (e.g. wildlife habitat and water catchment and delivery). Conducting such restoration, however, is
complicated by different levels of land ownership, funding sources and constraints, and the differing goals and
objectives of managing agencies and individuals. A collaborative approach to forest restoration will be necessary
to facilitate and implement the large-scale projects needed to restore the health and resilience of the Sierra
Nevada region and to expand benefits to areas downstream. The identification of managing agencies,
stakeholders, and funding sources for a forest restoration project should be inclusive, to ensure the full range
of available resources and expertise are applied to each project.
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The Sierra Nevada Conservancy (SNC), a California state agency created in 2004 by Assembly Bill 2600 (AB2600, Sierra Nevada Conservancy), facilitates collaborative efforts to improve the environmental, economic,
and social health of Sierra Nevada communities. The 2015 MOU between CNRA and the USFS Region 5 also
established the SNC as the lead state agency and primary coordinator for implementation of the Sierra Nevada
Watershed Improvement Program (WIP). Other local, state, and federal agencies and stakeholders participate
in the WIP, which attracts and leverages investments for watershed restoration in the Sierra Nevada region.
The SNC developed the Sustainable Sierra Nevada Initiative to promote multi-benefit, sustainable forest
management throughout the Sierra Nevada, and to provide innovative planning information for forest
managers to improve forest health and resiliency.
The SNC’s Regional Strategy identifies key information needs, data, plans, and a timeline for implementing the
WIP. This large-scale program intends to increase the pace and scale of forest restoration in the Sierra Nevada
region. The Tahoe Central Sierra Initiative (TCSI) established the first pilot program under the WIP, and
includes the Lake Tahoe Basin and the American, Bear, Truckee, and Yuba River watersheds. This sciencebased effort focuses on landscape-scale collaborative multi-benefit restoration projects that are systematically
monitored over time to demonstrate effectiveness, and act as a “proofing ground” and information-sharing
resource for new and integrated management approaches on national forest lands. Additional goals of the
regional strategy include the development and implementation of biomass and wood utilization facilities,
solicitation of investments to fund progress, and integration of the results of other research and restoration
efforts into the program to provide an example of active restoration of forest health and resilience on
forestlands within and beyond the Sierra Nevada region.
Other grassroots efforts also span watersheds and provide a basis for more effectively connecting
management efforts across California. The Sierra Forest Legacy organized a coalition-wide effort across
eleven national parks in the Sierra Nevada to ensure restoration of forest health and resilience through
collaboration across the parks. This effort included developing new forest plans that were complementary,
based on the best available science, addressed current stressors and needs at a landscape-scale, recognized and
managed for tradeoffs and multiple ecosystem service benefits, incorporated a variety of climate change
adaptation scenarios, and allowed for flexible and adaptive management (including the use of prescribed fire
and mechanical thinning) in response to lessons learned. Their outreach to comprising communities
emphasizes public education and accountability in establishing Firewise Communities and practices in the
Sierra Nevada. A non-exhaustive list of other entities identified as potentially or currently having a managing
interest in Sierra Nevada forest restoration, in addition to SACOG, SNC, USFS, and TCSI, is provided in
Box 1.
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Box 1. Collaborators and Stakeholders
•

American Rivers Conservancy

•

Audubon Canyon Ranch

•

Bureau of Indian Affairs

•

Bureau of Land Management

•

Bureau of Reclamation

•

Butte County Air Quality
Management District

•

CAL FIRE†

•

California Air Resources Board

•

California† Department of Fish
and Wildlife

•

California† Department of
Transportation

•

California† Energy
Commission

•

California Indian Water
Commission

•

California Public Utilities
Commission

•

California Sierra Nevada
Conservancy

•

California† State Parks and
Recreation

•

California Wildlife
Foundation/California Oaks

•

•

Center for Fire Research and

•

Outreach, UC Berkeley
•
•

Management Council

Center for Forestry, University

•

Sierra Forest Legacy

of California

•

Southern California Edison

Central Coast Prescribed Fire

•

Southern Sierra Prescribed Fire

Council
•

Council

Central Sierra Environmental

•

Resource Center
•

Sierra Coordinated Resources

Council of Western State

State Colleges and
Universities

•

Foresters

Tahoe Central Sierra Initiative
Group

•

Department of Defense

•

El Dorado Air Quality
Management District

•

Terra Fuego Resource
Foundation

•

The California Forestry

•

National Forests

•

Forest Management Task

•

The Nature Conservancy

Force

•

The Sierra Club

Mountain Counties Water

•

The Wilderness Society

•

Tree Mortality Task Force

•

United States Forest Service

•

U.S. Forest Service Pacific

•

Resources Association
•

National Park Service Pacific
Region

•

Northern California Prescribed
Fire Council

•

Pacific Forest Trust

•

Pepperwood Preserve

•

Placer County Air Pollution
Control District

Center for Biological Diversity
•

Public Policy Institute of
California

•

Resource Conservation
Districts
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Southwest Region 5
•

USDA Natural Resources
Conservation Service

•

USDA Rural Development

† and federal agency
counterparts
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Section 4. Funding Status
Local upstream communities, which often have insufficient budgets and resources, are primarily responsible
for the costs of addressing the consequences of dead and dying trees and unhealthy forests; however, they
receive fewer benefits from these ecosystem investments compared to downstream communities. Programs
that require matching funds from local upstream communities for dead tree removal and mitigation after
wildfires at a local scale are not subsidized by the communities that realize the greater benefits of these actions,
and available local funding matches are not commensurate with the cost required. California Senate Bill 265
(SB-265, Disaster relief), which would have reduced the required match from 25% to 10%, failed to pass in
2017. The biggest hurdle to management of our forest resources—the critical and imperative restoration of
forest resilience to ensure economic, biological, physical and social sustainability—is the lack of sufficient
funding, and “wildfire borrowing” compounds the challenge. In 1995 only 16% of the USFS’s annual
appropriated budget was directed toward firefighting activities; the corresponding allocation in 2015 was 52%.
This reduction leaves substantially less annual funding to direct toward restoration and programs that reduce
fire threat and protect natural and cultural resources. The State and Private Forestry Program also reappropriates funding annually away from other ecosystem service programs to fight fires. Proposed
amendments to the 2018—2019 California state budget would boost cap-and-trade funding for healthy forests
and fire prevention by $160 million, and slot an additional $96 million for forest management. While a
promising step, additional funding will be required to shift resources from reactionary modes to proactive,
preventative, and restorative management that could pay for itself and even generate a long-term surplus in
some instances.
4.1.1 Grants and Programs
California depends on healthy forests to act as carbon sinks to remove millions of metric tons of carbon
dioxide from the atmosphere; however, forests are no longer reliable carbon sinks and large-scale wildfires
result in massive emissions of greenhouse gases and unhealthy particulates. Reversing this trend requires
active forest management and restoration on an equally massive scale. Therefore, a particularly promising
source of funding is payments for sequestering carbon. Revenues from California’s cap-and-trade program
can be used for this purpose, but current program rules are too restrictive and do not authorize use of funds
for fuels treatment and restoration, which is critical to reducing extreme wildfire risks and associated carbon
emissions into the atmosphere. Funding may therefore need to come from a variety of other government,
corporate, and non-profit sources, including loans, grants, cooperative agreements, and leveraging of tax
revenues. All collaborators and stakeholders identified in Box 1 may act as funding sources; see Appendix 1
for a list of some past, current, and future funding sources. Other funding sources could include nontraditional sources, such as private and corporate interests, nonprofit organizations and foundations, and outof-region beneficiaries.
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Section 5. Recommended Potential Priority Actions
In many ways, SACOG is one of the most critical resources for connecting stakeholders, collaborating agencies
and managers, and investment funding to facilitate planning and implementation of forest restoration and
downstream mitigation projects. As a convener and educator, SACOG’s position could be leveraged to facilitate
meetings and conversation, promote development of tools that could better inform a variety of management
actions to produce the most favorable results, identify future restoration efforts and interested agencies,
promote and implement a community and landowner educational program, and facilitate development of
legislation that could effectively streamline large-scale restorations across the Sierra Nevada Region.
SACOG’s potential role in addressing forestry could be one of facilitation to support collaboration across
watershed scales at multiple levels of ownership and management. High priority focus areas for SACOG could
include:
1) Support reviving the Sierra Nevada Conservancy Uplands-Lowlands Working Group as a facilitator for
collaborative planning and management across agencies. This action would support planning that
encompasses landscape-scale considerations and restoration projects, diverse interests and goals,
coordinated forest management activities across watersheds, and policy changes to help these activities.
2) Educate regional leaders on forestry issues and forest management including topics such as the ecological
function of fire and the watershed issues that affect downstream residents.
3) Identify appropriate funding sources for specific proposed projects and geographic areas to increase
collaborative capacity at regional and watershed scales.
4) Develop and implement tools that can support natural and working land managers and local governments
to improve long-term management of forests and related economic and environmental outcomes. The
expansion of the RUCS model to include uplands would help link forest conditions and outcomes such as
watershed function, fire emissions, and economic activity to impacts on more populated downstream
communities.
5) Promote more consideration of climate change projections into forestry management and restoration plans
to support a variety of management approaches over longer planning periods.
6) Assist and guide the pursuit of investments for biomass infrastructure development and economic
development to support forestry products industries upstream to encourage better forest management and
to reduce local and downstream consequences.
7) Encourage collaboration of land management organizations and individuals with the USFS to incorporate
ecosystem services, carbon sequestration, catastrophic wildfire risk reduction, and other benefits into their
forest management planning processes.
8) Promote the increased pace and scale of forest management and restoration and adjusting management in
response to new information or unintended consequences.
9) Improve current transportation infrastructure (including transit), particularly for routes into forests to
facilitate increased access to recreational opportunities and timber and forestry products.
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The 2018 Fire Prevention Grant awardees in the SACOG region are summarized below:
Placer + El Dorado Award Total by Project Activity Type
Fuel Reduction
Fire Prevention Education
Fire Prevention Planning
Total Prevention Grant Awards

$10,404,173
$197,863
$139,208
$10,741,244

Fire Prevention Grant Project Awardee List (Placer & El Dorado Counties):
County
El Dorado

Unit
AEU

Grant Tracking #
17-FP-AEU-0020

Sponsoring Organization
El Dorado County Fire Safe Council

Activity
Fuel Reduction

Total
$525,980

El Dorado

AEU

17-FP-AEU-0031

Forestry Educators Incorporated

Fire Prevention Education

$51,556

El Dorado

AEU

17-FP-AEU-0072

El Dorado Fire Safe Council

Fire Prevention Planning

$139,208

El Dorado

AEU

17-FP-AEU-0073

El Dorado County Fire Safe Council

Fuel Reduction

$449,470

El Dorado

AEU

17-FP-AEU-0083

Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

Fire Prevention Education

$59,950

El Dorado

AEU

17-FP-AEU-0085

El Dorado County Fire Safe Council

Fuel Reduction

$624,880

El Dorado

AEU

17-FP-AEU-1026

Georgetown Divide Resource Conservation District

Fuel Reduction

$1,957,000

El Dorado

AEU

17-FP-AEU-2043

El Dorado Irrigation District

Fuel Reduction

$403,425

El Dorado

AEU

17-FP-AEU-2044

El Dorado Irrigation District

Fuel Reduction

$280,500

El Dorado

AEU

17-FP-AEU-2045

El Dorado Irrigation District

Fuel Reduction

$1,279,080

El Dorado Subtotal

$5,771,049

Placer

NEU

17-FP-NEU-0090

Placer County Resource Conservation District

Fuel Reduction

$1,998,761

Placer

NEU

17-FP-NEU-0091

Placer County Resource Conservation District

Fuel Reduction

$516,321

Placer

NEU

17-FP-NEU-0092

Placer County Resource Conservation District

Fire Prevention Education

$86,357

Placer

NEU

17-FP-NEU-0135

Northstar Fire Department

Fuel Reduction

$171,996

Placer

NEU

17-FP-NEU-2067

California Conservation Corps - Placer Center

Fuel Reduction

$1,097,536

Placer

NEU

17-FP-NEU-2068

California Conservation Corps - Placer Center

Fuel Reduction

$1,099,224
Placer Subtotal
Total

$4,970,195
$10,741,244

The 2018 Forest Health Grant awardees in the SACOG region are summarized below:
Grant
Award
$12,987,710

Applicant

Project Name

County

National
Forest
Foundation

Tahoe-Central Sierra
Initiative (TCSI) - Tahoe
National Forest, Lake
Tahoe Basin
Management Unit and
SRA Lands

Sierra, Nevada,
Placer

American
River
Conservancy

Tahoe-Central Sierra
Initiative (TCSI) American River
Headwaters Restoration
Project (ARHRP)

Placer

$1,500,000

Sierra Nevada
Conservancy

Tahoe-Central Sierra
Initiative (TCSI) All-Lands
Regional Restoration
Program - Eldorado
Projects/French
Meadows
My Sierra Woods –
Capturing Carbon on
California's Family Forest
Lands

El Dorado
Placer

$10,723,552

Shasta, Yuba,
Butte, Tehama,
Lassen, Plumas,
Sierra, Nevada,
Placer

$9,002,948

Tahoe-Central Sierra
Initiative (TCSI) - Lake
Tahoe Basin SRA Lands

Placer
El Dorado

$2,335,120

American
Forest
Foundation

California
Tahoe
Conservancy

Total
SACOG $36,549,330
Region

Total Statewide Grant
Awards
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Project Description
This application is part of the TCSI bundled proposals for an all-lands regional restoration
program. A collaborative of diverse land owners that are implementing projects to promote
healthy forests and watersheds, increase carbon sequestration, and reduce catastrophic
wildfire risk on the 1.1 million acre landscape that is a priority due the high values at risk.
The projects in this specific application protect State Responsibility Areas (SRAs), the Tahoe
National Forest, Lake Tahoe Basin Management Unit, and adjacent state and private lands,
offering a 40% match to the requested funds.
As part of an all-lands regional restoration program, this collaborative of national forests,
state agencies, RCDs, and fire-safe councils will implement key activities that promote
healthy forests and watersheds, increase carbon sequestration, and reduce catastrophic
wildfire risk on the 2.4 million-acre landscape. Focus is on the 6,768 acres of SRA/private
lands, owned and managed by the American River Conservancy. The ARC property/project is
adjacent to and also a partner in the French Meadows Project.
As part of an all-lands regional restoration program, this collaborative of national forests,
state agencies, RCDs, and fire-safe councils will implement key activities that promote
healthy forests and watersheds, increase carbon sequestration, and reduce catastrophic
wildfire risk on the 2.4 million-acre landscape. This specific application will protect the
Eldorado NF, adjacent private SRA lands, and the French Meadows project in the adjacent
Tahoe NF.
A collaboration of conservation groups, Registered Professional Foresters (RPFs), and forest
market partners will conduct outreach to over 10,000 nonindustrial, private landowners and
engage them in forest restoration for carbon benefits, resulting in more than 720 projects
across more than 42,000 acres. The project will use wood- products markets to offset
project costs, provide landowners with reimbursements for fuels-reduction activities, and
facilitate reforestation on properties in need.
This application is part of the Tahoe-Central Sierra Initiative (TCSI) bundled proposal for an
all-lands regional restoration program. A collaborative of national forests, state agencies,
non-profits, and private land owners will implement projects that promote healthy forests
and watersheds, increase carbon sequestration, and reduce catastrophic wildfire risk. The
TCSI landscape is a priority due to the complex issues facing the region and the values at
risk. The projects in this specific application will treat and protect State Responsibility Area
lands and utilize biomass in the Lake Tahoe Basin.

$91,542,824

