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Agenda
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2. Overview of 2010 Assessment
· History of Assessment and FRAP
· Themes and Topics
· Methods
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· Role of FRASC in development of indicators
· Discussion
4. Wrap Up
· Review of meeting discussion
· Where do we go from here
· FRASC Survey

1. Introductions 

FRASC is a joint effort between CALFIRE Fire and Resource Assessment Program, USFS State and Private Forestry, and the NRCS. Representatives of each of these agencies were in attendance. 

A variety of state agencies as well as a number of NGO also had representatives at the meeting. 

FRASC welcomes all participants, agency and other. 


2. Overview of 2010 Assessment

· FRAP Mandate:  
· State legislative mandate in the 70’s created FRAP 
· Reports to legislature and state Board of Forestry on status of forest / rangelands 
· Board of Forestry uses reports to inform their policies and rule making 
· Thus while not directly regulatory, strongly influential on policy and regs 

The Fire and Resource Assessment Program (FRAP) came into existence due to a mandate from the California State legislature back in the 1970s. FRAP was charged with producing reports on the status and trends affecting the state’s private (and state-owned) forest and rangelands, which total about 37 million acres. Also by mandate, the state Board of Forestry digests FRAP’s reports and uses them to inform policy and decision making, in, for example, putting forth rules governing forest practices on private lands. Although the reports do not have direct bearing on regulations, they serve to inform those who craft and put forth rules and regulations affecting forest and rangelands. Thus we’ve been at this for a while.  Historically, FRAP pretty much has done this without a lot of input from outside the state government.  But for this last go-round – the 2010 report – we formed a closer partnership with our federal equivalents in the Forest Service, and this was unprecedented. And we are striving to make the Forest Action Plan a broader resource to support activities of other groups and agencies.  In fact, the NRCS used the 2010 Assessment to support  applications for funding activities in the state, and were quite successful in this venture!






· The Forest Action Plan (Assessment + Strategy)
· California’s Statewide Assessment and Resource Strategy (SWARS) rebranded 
· Coordinated with USFS State and Private Forestry “Redesign” 
· Required under the Cooperative Forestry Assistance Act, as amended by the 2008 Farm Bill. 
· Completed by FRAP in June, 2010. 

Part of the 2008 Federal Farm bill played a key role in fostering this new partnership.
Language in the Bill directed and provided funding to states to produce reports very similar to what FRAP has been publishing for state lands (without the rangeland focus), and to complete them by 2010. These Statewide Assessments and Resource Strategy reports (dubbed SWARS) had the goal of unified reporting across all forest and rangelands lands, in keeping with the so-called “all lands approach”.  SWARS hatched a framework to structure reporting across all 50 states, called “Redesign”, and coordinated to states through the USFS State and Private Forestry Program.
I’ll talk more about Redesign and how we used it in California in a moment. 

FRAP took the opportunity to meet its established state mandate while at the same stroke expanding its purview to include federal lands in keeping with the new SWARS initiative. Also specified in the Farm Bill was that states were to do systematic outreach to stakeholder and interest groups.  This we did with some limited success. 

And our meeting here today, while not part of the 2010 reporting cycle, seeks to foster stronger outreach, participation and input by stakeholders and other (non-CAL FIRE) land management agencies for the next round of reporting.


· The 2010 Assessment 
· Integrate existing state plans plans 
· Partner and stakeholder outreach 
· Identify key resources (assets) 
· Threats to assets 
· Priority Landscapes 
· All Lands Approach 

The Redesign guidance stemming from the Farm Bill was quite specific in the requirements from participating states, with one major exception: states were to incorporate existing statewide plans, such as Wildlife Action Plans, and others with bearing on forest lands. States were to conduct outreach to stakeholders, and these were to include established committees such as the State Technical Advisory Committee of NRCS.

Within the context of the given framework we were to step through a set of themes and subthemes, and identify key resources. FRAP devised a methodology whereby we identified and mapped those resources (or assets as we called them), as well as significant threats to those assets.

By overlaying the two using GIS we created a set of priority landscapes – essentially those regions and areas with highs in both asset values and threats to those assets. And instead of the historic 37 million acres, this time we were working with more like 90 million acres statewide.


SWARS also specified a companion volume to lay out strategies to address issues related to resource assets, threats, and priority landscapes identified in the Assessment.  
It follows the same framework as the Assessment in stepping through the Redesign themes and subthemes, but also highlights
cross-cutting issues covering more than one priority landscape, existing programs already dealing with identified issues, and constraints on actions.
The core of the report is a rather exhaustive lists of recommended strategies (and accompanying matrix tables) that could help ameliorate the issues identified


· The 2010 Strategy Report

· Companion Assessment
· Cross-cutting issues
· Existing programs and plans
· Constraints, key partners
· Core: Lists of Strategies and supporting actions
· Strategy matrices (tables)
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5. Conserve working forest landscapes
· Population Growth and Development Impacts
· Sustainable Forests and Rangelands
6. Protect Forests from Harm
· Wildfire Threat to Ecosystem Health and Community Safety
· Insect, Disease and Other Threats to Ecosystem Health and Community Safety
7. Enhance Public Benefits from Trees and Forests
· Water Quality and Quantity Protection and Enhancement
· Urban Forestry for Energy Conservation and Air Quality
· Planning for and Reducing Wildfire Risks to Communities and Services
· Emerging Markets for Forest Products and Services
· Plant, Wildlife and fish Habitat Protection, Conservation and Enhancement
II. Assessment Approach
1. GIS-based Risk Assessment
2. Priority Landscapes
3. Strategies
III. FRAP Web
1. Priority Landscape Viewer
2. Assessment and Strategy Reports
3. Partners to Forest Action Plan
IV. FRASC Survey:  What do you think?
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How important are these Assessment Topics to you?

% 1. Please provide the following information:

Name: |
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Email Address: |
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Phone Number:

% 2. Please rate the following according to importance to your program:
FRAP 2010 Assessment Topics

http:/frap.cdf.ca.gov/assessment2010/topics.html
Low Medium High
Importance Importance Importance

1.1 Population Growth and Development Impacts
1.2 Sustainable Working Forests and Rangelands
2.1 Wildfire Threat to Ecosystem Health and Community Safety

2.2 Insect, Disease and Other Threats to Ecosystem Health and
Community Safety

3.1 Water Quality and Quantity Protection and Enhancement
3.2 Urban Forestry for Energy Conservation and Air Quality
3.3 Planning for and Reducing Wildfire Risks to Communities

3.4 Emerging Markets for Forest and Rangeland Products and
Services

3.5 Plant, Wildlife and Fish Habitat Protection, Conservation and
Enhancement

3.6 Green Infrastructure for Connecting People to the Natural
Environment

3.7 Climate Change: Threats and Opportunities O
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Please include any other topics and indicate Low, Medium, or High Importance
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1.2 Sustainable Working Forests and Rangelands

3.3 Planning for and Reducing Wildfire Risks to 

Please rate the following according to importance to your program:  FRAP 2010 Assessment Topics  

http://frap.cdf.ca.gov/assessment2010/topics.html

Please include any other topics and indicate Low, Medium, or High Importance

2.2 Insect, Disease and Other Threats to Ecosystem 

3.5 Plant, Wildlife and Fish Habitat Protection, 

1.1 Population Growth and Development Impacts

skipped question

3.2 Urban Forestry for Energy Conservation and Air 

California 2015 Forest Action Plan Survey

3.7 Climate Change:  Threats and Opportunities

2.1 Wildfire Threat to Ecosystem Health and 

3.4 Emerging Markets for Forest and Rangeland 

Answer Options

answered question

3.1 Water Quality and Quantity Protection and 

3.6 Green Infrastructure for Connecting People to the 


