Minutes of the December 2008 Chapter Council meeting, draft 8/8/2010

The California Native Plant Society

CHAPTER COUNCIL MEETING—June 6, 2009

Tahoe Center for Environmental Studies, Incline Village NV

Hosted by the Tahoe Chapter

Agenda

8:00-8:25 Meet up, coffee, continental breakfast

8:25-8:30 (5 min.) Call to Order, Welcome & Announcements (Bryant)

1.  8:30-8:35 (10 min.) Introductions (Bryant)

2.  8:35-8:55 (20 min.) Meet our new Conservation Director (Bryant, Suba)

3.  8:55-9:00 (5 min.) CC minutes (Bryant, Jayne)

4.  9:00-9:25 (25 min.) CNPS Quarterly Status Report (Jenkins, Hansen)

5.  9:25-9:40 (15 min.) Board of Directors Report (LeNeve, Brown)

6.  9:40-9:55 (15 min.) 2010 Elections for State Board and Chapter Council (Hall)

7.  9:55-10:15 (20 min.) Review of Chapter Council Committees (Bryant)

10:15-10:25 (10 min.) 10 minute break

8. 10:25-11:10 (45 min.) Discussion: CC Recommendation on Billosoly Bequest (Bryant)

9. 11:10-11:30 (15 min.) CC Hosting and Meeting Process (Bishop, Bryant)

10. 11:30-12:00 (30 min.) Education Program: Ideas for Chapters (Crawford)

12:00-1:00 (60 min.) Lunch break

--------------------------------------Afternoon Session----------------------------------------------------

12. 1:00-1:15 (15 min.) CNPS and “New” Media: Facebook, Twitter and eNewsletter (Tracey)

13. 1:15-1:25 (10 min.) Invasives Program update (Case, Mayall)

14. 1:25-1:45 (15 min.) Vegetation Program update (Evens)

15. 1:45-2:00 (15 min.) CNPS Policy and Position Statements (Bishop, Bryant)

2:00-3:15 (75 min.) Concurrent Session I

Each group please record summary minutes to present to full CC.

a) Conservation and Legislation Open Forum Discussion 

b) Membership/Development Committee

3:15-3:20 (5 min.) 5 minute break

3:20-4:10 (50 min.) Concurrent Session II

a) Horticulture and Native Garden Committee

b) Invasives and Rare Plants Open Forum Discussion 

16. 4:10-5:00 (50 min.) CNPS Position and/or Policy on Renewable Energy in the Desert (Suba) 

17. 5:00-5:20 (20 min.) Progress of WUI Fire Policy (Bryant)

18. 5:20-5:30 (10 min.) Closing Remarks and Next Steps (Bryant)

Adjourn at 5:30PM

5:30-6:15 Evening Social

6:15-8:30 Dinner and Program

Chapter Council Officers: Kevin Bryant, Chair; Larry Levine, Co-chair; Sarah Jayne (for Laura Camp), Secretary

CHAPTERS PRESENT: Alta Peak (Joan Stewart), Bristlecone (Steve McLaughlin), Channel Islands (Dave Magney), East Bay (Delia Taylor), El Dorado County ( Sue Britting), LA/Santa Monica Mountains (Betsey Landis), Marin County (Carolyn Longstreth), Milo Baker (Liz Parsons), Monterey Bay (Brian LeNeve), Mount Lassen (Catie Bishop), Napa Valley (John Pitt), North Coast (Larry Levine), Orange County (Brad Jenkins), Sacramento (Hazel Gordon), San Diego (Marty Foltyn), San Luis Obispo (Lauren Brown), Sanhedrin (Geri Hulse-Stephen), Santa Clara Valley (Judy Fenerty), Santa Cruz County (Brett Hall), Tahoe (Michael Hogan), Willis L. Jepson (Mary Frances Kelly Poh), and Yerba Buena (Ellen Edelson).

CHAPTERS ABSENT: Dorothy King Young, Kern County, Mojave Desert, North San Joaquin Valley, Redbud, Riverside/San Bernadino, San Gabriel Mountains, Sequoia, Shasta, Sierra Foothills, and South Coast.

See 
 for more attendees

1. Introductions

2. Introduction of our new Conservation Director, Greg Suba.

3. Approval of minutes from the September 2008 Chapter Council meeting: 

Landis requested that the category “Other” be removed from the list of attendees following the Delegates list.

Taylor requested that the phrase, “Getting members is #1, and....” be deleted on page 14 under the heading “Chapter Development

(Action Item—Minutes for March 14, 2009: A motion was made and seconded, to accept the minutes as amended. Approved unanimously.

4. CNPS Quarterly Status Report and Director’s Report—Tara Hansen and Brad Jenkins (Attachment
)

Performance Indicators—Dashboard Presentation (Attachment
)

Comments:

Following the item regarding chapter tax forms, Foltyn requested that chapters be informed of delinquency in this matter. Jenkins replied that first notices go out to the chapter treasurer and president.

Bryant speculated whether the Chapter Council should have more input into the Executive Director’s report.

Bishop replied that the responsibility of the Chapter Council is to evaluate the performance of the programs. We haven’t reached the point where we are evaluating progress in the light of strategic goals.

Jenkins: This is the time for Chapter Council to agree or disagree with the designation of each program as Red, Yellow, or Green, and add topics that are not covered.

Bryant: We don’t really have time at this meeting.

Levine: What about distributing the report in advance so chapters have a chance to analyze and comment.

Bishop: This is a good starting point. Could we look at this and stop at each point for a brief comment?

Bryant: We need to refine for a more interactive process.

Landis: We should go back to the old system of using large pads where notes were recorded or questions that people could look at and review at break times.

Jenkins: This is mainly to give the Chapter Council an idea where the organization is heading—not to micromanage.

5. Board of Directors meeting report—Lauren Brown and Brian LeNeve

Brown: The litigation, CNPS VS Rancho Cordova, was won, but we want it to go to appeal because of the jeopardy to CEQA. The board voted to support financially in a limited way, but if the case goes to the State Supreme Court, expenses will be high. Many environmental entities are very disturbed about the potential damage to CEQA and are supporting our case with Amicus briefs. We need to pay for what has already been done, but more funding will be needed. We will have to make decisions later on about this and would like to generate more funds statewide for the litigation fund.


Stewart: Was this a Sacramento Valley suit to begin with? Other chapters have serious issues too. Are we setting a precedent in funding this one suit?


Jenkins: Yes, it was and is, but the consequences to CEQA are statewide so this case impacts all of us.

Brown: The second case is in San Diego where 500,000 acres of brushland area are due to be cleared of “hazardous fuels” without following CEQA regulations. The Chaparral Institute is initiating the suit; San Diego would like to join it. It is being initiated Monday so requires immediate action that will take place in a conference call on Sunday evening.


Scheidt: San Diego is not asking for money. If the case goes to the state court, then they might ask for financial support.

LeNeve: The board approved: 

· new software for the state office. Because CNPS is very conservative in its finances, it wasn’t necessary to go into special funds for this purpose. 

· two more membership promotions.

· Nick Jensen is not getting enough response on the rare plant inventory and listing. He need input from local experts

· The donor program: The state office should be informed of donations to local chapters so that they can be acknowledged. Anonymity will be respected, of course.

6. 2010 Elections—Brett Hall

Elections are coming up in the fall. Applications are on the website under Coming Events. The positions open are:


Chapter Council Chair, Vice-chair, Secretary


Board of Directors President, Secretary, three Directors. Board positions are held for two years 

Encourage chapter members to join. The Nominating Committee consists of Brian Le Neve, Carol Witham, and Ellen Dean.

Levine: People should check the Events section on the website on a regular basis. Who is about to be “termed out”?

Hall: Lynn Houser is termed out.

Bryant: See the website for job description. Financial situation should not be a bar to participation; transportation and lodging is reimbursed.

7 Chapter Council Committees—Kevin Bryant

Bishop: Some of these committees are bigger in concept that reality. We need to “cleanse” the list of those that are no longer useful or needed.

Stewart: The Chapter Support Committee deals with internal problems of chapters and has rendered some valuable assistance.

Landis: In a recent case of a chapter needing help, Landis checked the Directory and called all the members of the Chapter Support Committee. Some did not know they were on it. These committees should be reviewed annually. Landis requested that this be placed on today’s agenda.

Bryant: It is a Chapter Council issue and a development issue.

Jenkins: Committees listed in the directory each year are by and large active.

Bryant: We’re talking particularly about Chapter Council committees. Review will be on the agenda.

Landis: Chapter Council committees are not listed under that heading.

Britting: Because Chapter Council is a changing group of people, we should schedule and orientation once during the year to acquaint delegates with the resources.

Levine: The most important thing we can do is regularly be in touch with all the chapters. Chapters should get at least three phone calls a year.

Bryant: Priority should go to chapters that don’t usually attend the Chapter Council meetings.
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8. Billisoly Bequest: Discussion of Chapter Council recommendations to the Board of Directors—Kevin Bryant (Attachment 
)

Brian LeNeve distributed a summary of suggestions and possibilities for the bequest. It represented one person’s thoughts and was not to be regarded as a proposal. The Board of Directors does want input, but they make the decision.

Bryant: We can help the Board by prioritizing our top 4 recommendations.

Bishop: There are two aspects:

1. Our highest priorities

2. The degree to which to commit this money.

Bryant: We’ll start with #2. Spend some, save some?

Foltyn: Would Chapter Council set up an endowment to support programs?

Bryant: We’re certainly going to make the money more productive.

Brown: At 1%, it would produce $8000 per year—not much.

Kumar: Interest from an endowment would help fund the Conservation Director position—forever.

Stewart: The Conservation Director on board now already has a full load. We should support the program as well as the director.

Bishop: Back to the bequest: we should commit no more than half and save the rest for contingencies.

Bryant: Other strong feelings?

Schilling: Can Jack Tracey give us a sense of how to do a matching funds situation?

Tracey: Some foundations give matching funds. They are pinched now too. We would certainly look at leveraging the money. We can also do a membership campaign.

Evens: It would be smart to try to double our money through matching funds.

Foltyn: Was negative about a building at first, but can now see added benefit to it.

Magney: It’s important to invest in long term investments such as property and an endowment.

Britting: Uncertainty about the giving environment leads to caution and not considering any spending. Investing in a place has little tangible value; there is no business plan in place, plus there are certain expectations about what a property will deliver. Doesn’t want to put this on the top priority.

Landis: Agrees. We need litigation money now; the conservation director is vital—solar energy projects alone will require a long fight. Cutting in half doesn’t leave very much in today’s market. We shouldn’t take out 50%.

Kelly-Poh: Works for a non-profit. In 1998, the organization was given $75,000 with the stipulation to match it to purchase a building. They got a building for $300,000. The monthly mortgage is less than any possible rent and it has made a significant difference to this organization. A building will make CNPS a more stable place. Non-profits are exempt from property taxes. We need not use the whole amount as a down payment. The endowment can be used in case of an emergency. Look to the future!

Stewart: Is aligned with Sue and Betsey. The Central Valley chapters are discouraged and abandoned-feeling. CNPS is not in evidence, does not have a voice in this whole area and there are serious conservation problems. She would like to see support go to the Conservation Director and program to strengthen the voice of CNPS in Central Valley.

Bryant: These two directions are not mutually exclusive.

Longstreth: Funds should be raised and given specifically for a building. The unrestricted funds should go to programs that benefit the whole state. Purchasing a building could be seen as a bureaucratic move.

Bryant: Is this organization going to be forever renters?

Request for a one-minute summary of the budget.

Bryant: Our budget is tight so this bequest is a windfall.

Scheidle: We must recognize that we can’t do nothing. With risky inflation, the value of the money erodes.

Maynall: In Palo Alto, there is building used by six groups, Santa Clara Valley chapter among them. The visibility of CNPS has increased. We could look for a consortium of other organizations.

Fenerty: A building campaign is something for a vision. Having a “home” has been very for the Santa Clara chapter.

Hogan: Which is going to help capitalize the function of this organization? It’s hard to go out and be strong if you don’t have a home.

K.Bishop: The Lassen chapter is focused on education, a program that needs support.

Edelson: What is our current status? How stable is our rent?

Bryant: The current facility is too small. We know that the rent will increase.

Crawford: A building will support the Education Program since classes that support the program could be offered there.

Schilling: A building will increase emphasis on the Sacramento area to the detriment of the state.

Britting: There is clear support for the conservation program. Form a committee that addresses the whole issue of the building and all its ramifications.

Hall: The board is forming a smaller group to do just that.

Bryant: The property issue goes beyond this bequest.

Landis: Has a strong feeling toward an endowment that will support conservation and other programs.

Gordon: Sharing a building would cut costs for us.

Bishop: Whatever we do, we don’t want to spend the funds all at once.

9. Chapter Council Hosting and Meeting Process—Jim Bishop and Kevin Bryant

There are two problems:

1. The annual meeting in Berkeley in December. Since the Faculty Club went away, the full responsibility falls on the same Bay area chapters each year.

2. Host groups are supposed to get the duty every four years. This year, there was insufficient support among the Central Valley chapters to host a meeting there.

Therefore:

1. We have to decide what to do about the Bay area meeting.

2. We have to rearrange the host groups to distribute the duty fairly.

Foltyn: Does the annual meeting in the Bay area have to be in December?

Everyone: It’s traditional.

Brown: Should December be thrown into the rotation?

Bryant: Also, the June meeting should be later as this is a very busy time [for consultants].

Gordon: Perhaps Sacramento Valley could rotate every other year with East Bay.

Taylor: Have the three big chapters rotate the December meeting.

Levine: We’re squared away until next June.

Stewart: We’re still following the schedule, at least for June 2010 and 2011.

Levine: Unless we feel we have to get back on the old schedule, we can continue to do this on an ad hoc basis, giving enough lead time. There doesn’t seem to be a problem. The hosting schedule seems artificial.

Bishop: The history is that the existing hosting system was beginning to not work. Putting the hosting chapters on a schedule was working. We need to address these issues. Don’t let this go unresolved indefinitely.

Brown: If we make the change in the December setup, it will affect the rest of the schedule.

Bryant: Will get a revised schedule out and put it on the September meeting agenda.

Kumar: Chapters tend to be insular, so there is no formal process for neighboring chapters to get together. We should find ways to open up these channels of communication.

10. Education Program: Ideas for Chapters—Josie Crawford

We have an all new education program. A lot has to be activated at the chapter level. The goal is helping people engage with nature and science. The program is directed toward:

· Youth and families

· Communities

· College and university students

· Diversifying membership

· Supporting faculty in botany programs

· Supporting professionals

The structure—six subcommittees:

· Education grants

· Stewardship

· Horticulture workshops

· Plant science workshops

· Conservation training

· Conferences

Education—families, youth, communities

· Chapter activities: we are just starting to collect information

· Website will be the hub of educational resources for teachers and others.

· Create K-12 curriculum or assemble those already in place

· Kids’ website will emphasis outdoor project

· Nature detective journal

· Nature drawing journal with John Muir Laws (he will be making videos)

Stewardship—going out and planting, etc.

Website—linking places that need volunteers and linking groups that need projects. Clickable map on the website


New partners


Specific projects

Rare Plant Treasure Hunt—debuts next spring.

· Rare plants need updates

· Find historical and new occurrence

· Support from the state office Rare Find available to chapters. Chapters will be assigned rare plants to find.

· Hike in beautiful places

· Win big prizes

Student support

· Cal grants are gone so there are a lot of people who aren’t going to be able to go to school.

Student outreach=student support=student loyalty

· Opportunities to present research

· Networking opportunities

· Training and career support 

· Research ideas

Minority outreach=minority support

Conferences: professionals, students, members

· Aiming for every 3 years, maybe fall of 2012 and2015 for the CNPS 50th anniversary

A consortium of California botanic societies and institutions got together to discuss:

· Timing of conferences

· Student support

· Uniting on key issues

Certification of botanists

· Will help support botany programs and herbaria

· Will set high standards for botanists

Plant science education for professionals and students

Horticulture workshops for professionals—have begun courting CalTrans

Teaching conservation skills

Hogan: A lot of neat ideas. Had to leave earlier to attend a phone conference with California Society for Restoration. What will make these organizations strong is collaborating. They have an annual conference and would like a CNPS presence there. It will help all our goals. We need to be inclusive rather than exclusive.

Houser: Thanks to Josie for all the work she has done. The Rare Plant Treasure Hunt was done in Sonoma County, led by John Herrick. Lynn would be happy to discuss this. There are lot of adults who want to be trained so they can teach kids; they want to learn really basic stuff. CNPS is a great place to do this.
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11. CNPS and the “New” Media: Facebook, Twitter, and eNewsletter—Jack Tracey

Facebook: The membership is now about 820. The group page is where people can post pictures and events. The goal is to have someone from each chapter to be an administrator for the chapter and do the posting.

Enewsletter: This has been tested since April. The Facebook page increased from the link there. The last one announced the new conservation director and work on the desert solar issue—got lots of results.
This will be more user-friendly with the new member database.
There will be the ability to take action—a desire on part of the membership.
A subcommittee is working on a plan and a message.

Scheidle: Can useful information be gleaned from Facebook members?

Tracey: There is only limited ability to find out more about Facebook participants. Most people post their pictures, indicating a mixed group, perhaps more young people, but definitely an eclectic group. Will be looking at different ways to use the page.

Parsons: The largest growth at Facebook is among the 50 somethings. Also, someone came all the way from Vacaville to their plant sale from the announcement on their website.

Fenerty: Maybe it’s time for a new media committee to talk with other chapters about managing email groups, etc.

Foltyn: This could be folded into the Newsletter Committee.

Levine: Keep online communication separate. Social networking deserves its own discussion.

Tracey: Those who are interested, send in an email and we’ll work on it. Also:

· Encourage members to give email addresses

· Cnps_org is the CNPS Twitter address. This is a good place to post events, rare plant finding, et al.

12. Invasives Program update—Bob Case and Don Mayall (Attachment 
)

No discussion

13. Vegetation Program update—Julie Evens (See Executive Director report)

· Actively working on the Manual of Vegetation. It will be out in September. There will be a workshop in mid-September to instruct in its use.

· Also working to design and update database information to use the information in the Manual of Vegetation

· This is leading to work on a database of resources for posting

· Seeking fund and involvement in the Grasslands Initiative. Same for rare vegetation—seeking to expand both.

· Also advisory to better understand vegetation classifications, leading to vegetation maps.

· Marin, Pinnacles, Palos Verdes

· Some projects in a large study area working on mapping ecosystems.

· Seeking added funds to keep staff on after this year.

· Wrapping up project in northing hills, jointly funded. Leads toward dating being used locally. Smaller area study in the Lassen Foothills (Jennifer Buck)

· In Tehama County, the northern Sierra Nevada foothills

· Focused on 3 large ranches

· 100,000 acres; 37 mapping units

· analyzed 460 surveys

· wildlife habitat is linked to vegetation

· The Nature Conservancy used data to model historic and current fire conditions.

· 53% different

· what areas are higher risk for burning?

· These are tools to help do

· Another part of the job—vegetation training

· Visited 4 chapters

· Surveyed some land trusts

· Hopefully, chapters will sample monthly. Can be really worthwhile. Contact Jennifer for a training session. Are doing some workshops fall and winter.

14. CNPS Policy and Position Statement—Jim Bishop and Kevin Bryant (Attachment 
)

What are the differences between modes of making these decisions—policy statement vs. position statement. “Position” is much quicker. One way to approach it is to make a position statement quickly, which will be replaced by a policy statement later if necessary.

Brown: We should already have policies that suport position statements. If we don’t have a policy, then we need to develop one.

Landis: The wildfire policy took a long time to work out because collecting the background material took time, so a position statement was issued in the meantime.

Britting: Sounds like policy is about higher level actions, use those themes to craft more topically or regionally specific issues— a position statement.

Bishop: The distinction isn’t that clear.

Jensen: We don’t need a policy to speak to these projects (renewable energy). We have a mission statement that addresses our policy. We do need to make a position statement to state publicly.

Levine: When we passed the fire policy, we found it to be so broad that we had to break it down. The position statement was very close in appearance to our policy statements.

Jenkins: The policy process is a tough process, and the end product is powerful. A position statement narrows the scope.

Bishop: Policy has a scientific basis, statewide consensus, consequences, and ways to carry it forward When we do not need scientific basis or any one of the other elements, then this is a position statement. This needs further discussion.

LeNeve: We keep putting things off. We need to add this to the agenda.

Bryant: We won’t have breakout sessions in September.

LeNeve: If you can cite the policy, then you have the position for the policy.

Geohring: Where are we going with position statements? Is one necessary before CNPS takes a position? We shouldn’t handicap ourselves by over regulating position statements.

15. BREAKOUT SESSIONS

16. CNPS Position and/or Policy on Renewable Energy in the Desert—Greg Suba (Attachment 

An active mapping program is going on to locate alternative sites in the desert for renewable energy projects in California. A letter-writing campaign is essential to raise awareness of these points:

1. The conservation/environmental community is not against green energy.

2. Some designated sites are in areas of high value habitat. This includes transmission lines.

3. We are insisting that all projects undergo a review process.

Greg will send out talking point and letter templates to key people.

Background information:

· The California Desert Conservation Area (CDCA) was established in 1994, the S.E. quadrant of California.

· From 1997 – 2004, 500,000 acres of private lands were placed under conservation easements—the so-called Catellus Lands. This was a checkerboard of easements.

· In 2007, federal regulations loosened giving rise to an increase in private industry applications to develop on public trust lands.

· In 2007, a California Executive Order mandated that 33% of the state’s energy be renewable energy by 2020.

· From 2007 to the present, over 100 applications for solar or wind facilities have been submitted. Who reviews these?

· CEC—50 Megawatts and Thermal

· BLM

· Local agencies

· DFG

· USFWS

· The public

The review process is broken

· RETI (Renewable Energy Transmission Initiative)

· Desert Renewable Energy Conservation Plant—DRECP—is supposed to look at sitings. It hasn’t gotten started yet. In the absence of a landscape-level review process, several projects have gone through quickly. There is a workshop on June 18 to get started.

· BLM Potential Solar Energy Zone—SEZ

· BLM was accepting all applications for projects on their lands. Sen Feinstein got wind of it and, concerned about the loss of all her hard work, declared the Catellus Lands off limits (March). In April,Ken Salazar undercut Feinstein.

· 125,000 acres is what the Department of Energy says it needs to achieve the 33%.

· More suitable sites were identified.

· Late April, areas for solar development were identified, where current applications exist.

· BLM has asked the coalition of groups to comment on the SEZs. Ileene Anderson is working closely on this.

· In the first suite of applications, Ivanpah is the “sacrificial lamb”.

What can we do?

· Join the coalition to provide maps of alternative sites—recommending a mix of public and private lands.

· Raise awareness of issues/concerns among the public.

· Write letters to newspapers and legislators.

Other points:

· We don’t know a lot about lands that have never been surveyed.

· Once an application has begun the review process, it won’t change. It can only mitigate.

· We should demand a survey area twice the size so we can survey lands we haven’t done yet.

· Mountains of work is being done on the Ivanpah site to make it look as good as possible.

Landis: What will be the effect of desert wind on tracts where all plants are removed? The whole ecosystem is threatened here.

K.Bishop: We need to be in on the ground level, before siting of projects.

Evens: We need to show why this is so important, the whole picture, pushing the industry to being truly green such as putting solar on top of roofs in urban areas.

Goehring: All points are good and valid BUT the process and politics are years ahead of us. The process is a moving train, is ignoring these good points.

Jensen: The fact is, commercial projects on private land are required to mitigate. For the projects on public protected land, there is no way to mitigate. If it can’t be mitigated for, it can’t be denied.

McLaughlin: Big companies with huge projects don’t profit from putting stuff on rooftops. The biggest problem, though, is the huge use of water resources in the desert. This problem is not being addressed.

Geri-Hulse: For the letter-writing campaign, create an easy sign-on letter. Make it easy!

Suba: Ours will be a little clunky.

Kumar: Make it easier for people to join in letter writing.

Suba: A template will be coming.

_____: Join with another organization that sees it our way.

Longstreth: We had an impression that we were alone in this.

Suba: The Center for Biologic Diverserity, the Wildlands Conservancy, Western Watersheds, Defenders of Wildlife, South Coast Wildlife are all behind it.

Bishop: Of the areas under consideration, are some parts better than others?

Suba: There are 5 areas in California. Of the southernmost 2, one was OK. In the other one, the site was moved within the area. One site was taken off, added on private land. The last one was shrunk down.

And tomorrow?

· The DRECP workshop takes place in Victorville on June 18.

· The coalition is waiting to hear back from BLM regarding an alternative site map for SEZ.

· One, possibly 3 projects are moving through outside of the DRECP/SEZ process.

Landis: You out your concerns in your letter, some serious non-green effects, and send to all the newspapers.

Suba: If there are people in the room who have access to more high level ecologists and scientists, it would be great to get them on board.

Stewart: Could we get TV news interviews?

Goehring: One article at a time until there’s such a buildup that the media takes notice.

Fenerty: Clarify please.

Suba: Individual applications can be a CEQA and NEPA process going forward together. NEPA will always be involved. Programmatic EIS when there are multiple projects.

Discussion of the wording in the memorandum:

McLaughlin: It needs stronger language on the subject of surveys.

Bryant: Send further comments to Greg. He will send it out as a useful tool for a letter writing campaign.

Lewis: Greg should go to the land, do a little video to publicize the issue.

Scheidt: There should be no differentiation between private and public lands. The issue is appropriate siting.

Landis: Show the solar array on the video—a little kid comes out and sheds a tear.

17. Progress of the WUI Fire Policy—Kevin Bryant (Attachment 
)

We need about 6 people to work on this. Would like to bring it to a vote this year.

18. Feedback on the September 12 meeting in San Diego—Marty Foltyn

We have locations in Balboa Park—three different venues. The board meeting will take place at Casa de Prado; the main meeting will be held in the Natural History Museum, and dinner will be at another site.\

A number of field trips are being proposed for Sunday.

Will work on lining up San Diego chapter members’ houses for lodging.

Bryant: The September meeting is generally a conservation focus. We’ve done it in various ways.
Breakout sessions take time out of the regular sessions. Committees used to meet the night before. We could maybe do fewer topics in less time. We would get less done, but we would get things done. We lose minutes shuffling people around. Maybe we could do that once a year.

Bishop: What should drive the meeting is what needs to get done.

Blair: We’ve done business meetings Friday evening.

Levine: Would not rule out having 1 ½ day meetings if the hosting chapter can provide facilities.
Breakouts: not everything can be talked about whole group. Sometimes whole groups sessions are not as good a forum for interchange. Also there’s the matter of fatigue; people have trouble keeping engaged when topics are discussed that are not of primary interest. Things happen at the breakout sessions that wouldn’t otherwise happen. We should have a brief summary of each breakout session at the end of the meeting [as has been done in the past].

Foltyn: We could possibly do the meeting Saturday all day and Sunday morning. Meetings could take place at lunchtime.

Bishop: We’ve tested a lot of these ideas.

Gordon: The committee meetings are well organized.

Lewis: We could do lunchtime breakouts.

Bryant: Welcomes input on this in the coming days.

Levine: We could start a topic early, as in Friday evening, sleep on it, talk it over, then resume freshly on Saturday.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

ADJOURNMENT 5:30 PM
ACTION ITEMS:

(Action Item—Minutes for March 2009 approved.

ATTACHMENTS







� Also present at the meeting:


Board of Directors: Brett Hall, President; Lynn Houser, Secretary; Brad Jenkins, Treasurer; Lauren Brown, Chapter Council Representative; Ellen Dean, Director; Arvind Kumar, Director and Membership Chair; Brian LeNeve, Chapter Council Representative; Chris Lewis, Director and Horticulture Chair; Vince Scheidt, Director; Alison Schilling, Director and Legislation Committee.


CNPS Staff: Tara Hansen, Executive Director; Cari Porter, Finance and Administrative Manager; Greg Suba, Conservation Program Director; Jack Tracey, Development Director.


In addition: Charlie Blair, San Luis Obispo and Volunteer Recognition Committee; Ashok Jethanandani; Santa Clara Valley; Lois Pitt, Napa Valley; Jim Bishop, Mount Lassen and Program Policy Committee Chair; Janna Lathrop, Mount Lassen chapter president; Don Mayall, Santa Clara Valley and Invasive Exotics; Bob Case, East Bay and Invasive Exotics.


Not on the list but present: Julie Evens, Vegetation; Nick Jensen, Rare Plants; Jennifer Buck, Vegetation; Vern Geohring, Legislative consultant; who else??





�CNPS Internal Memorandum: CNPS Chapter Council Meeting—June 6, 2009; Quarterly Executive Director Report. PDF file





� Performance Indicators, PowerPoint





� Billisoly Bequest—Possible uses of money, Brian LeNeve PDF





� Invasives Committee Report June 6, 2009 Chapter Council PDF





� Considering the “position statement”...





� CNPS Chapter Council Memorandum—Renewable Energy Position Statement





� Progress of Fire Policy (not included)
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