
OUTREACH AND LEGISLATION COMMITTEE 
 SPECIAL MEETING 

(Directors Molinelli Jr. and Farrington) 
June 27, 2022 

10:00 a.m. 

A G E N D A 

PUBLIC NOTICE:  Members of the public will have the opportunity to directly address the 
Committee members concerning any item within the Committee's jurisdiction. 

In order to accommodate the social distancing practices required to reduce the risk of spreading COVID-19 
and provide for the safety of the public, our employees and Board of Directors, the Agency will conduct its 
public meetings via teleconference until further notice. Members of the public may participate in the meeting 
by using the dial in information below: 

Join Zoom Meeting 
https://us06web.zoom.us/j/85237254131?from=addon 

Meeting ID: 852 3725 4131 
Dial by your location 

+1 669 900 6833 US (San Jose)
+1 408 638 0968 US (San Jose))

833 548 0282 US Toll-free

1. CALL MEETING TO ORDER
a. Remote meeting authorized by prior Board of Directors action.

2. PUBLIC COMMENT

3. LEGISLATION
Staff will provide an informational update on bills being tracked and input from partnering
agencies.

A. Wildfire Resilience Package

B. Extending SB901 CEQA Exemption -- AB267 and Budget Trailer Bill

C. Federal:  Save Our Sequoias (McCarthy)

D. Taxpayer Protection and Government Accountability Act (initiative)

4. OUTREACH PLANNING
a. Open House Event review
b. County Fair 2023
c. Drought, Water Use Efficiency, and Water Loss
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5. ADJOURNMENT

In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you are a disabled person and you need a disability-
related modification or accommodation to participate in this meeting, then please contact Karen Gish at (209) 257-
5234.  Requests must be made as early as possible, and at least two-full business days before the start of the 
meeting. 
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SB 1157: Urban water use objectives: indoor residential 
water use.
Author: Hertzberg (D-Van 
Nuys)

Introduced: 02-17-2022 Amended: As Proposed to be 
Amended 

Sponsors: 
N/A 

Current Position:  
Oppose Unless Amended 

Recommended Position: 
Watch and Amend 

Assigned to: Julia Hall/Richard Filgas 

Existing Law 
Existing law requires the Department of Water Resources (DWR), in coordination with the State 
Water Resources Control Board (State Water Board), and including collaboration with and input 
from stakeholders, to conduct necessary studies and investigations to identify a standard for 
indoor residential water use that appropriately reflects best practices for indoor water use. The 
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studies and investigations shall include an analysis of benefits and impacts of changing a 
standard on water and wastewater management, potable water usage, wastewater, recycling, 
infrastructure, operations and supplies. Following the necessary studies and investigations, 
existing law authorizes DWR and the State Water Board to jointly recommend to the Legislature 
a standard for indoor residential water use (standard). A report on the results of the 
investigations, and recommendation if there is one, shall be made to the Legislature by January 
1, 2021. 

Existing law establishes the standard for indoor residential water use to be 55 gallons per capita 
daily (GPCD) until January 1, 2025, reducing the standard to 52.5 GPCD beginning January 1, 
2025, and further reducing it to 50 GPCD beginning January 1, 2030. 

Existing law also requires the State Water Board to, in coordination with DWR, adopt regulation 
variances. Statute currently provides for the following potential variances if they meet a 
significant level: use of evaporative coolers; populations of livestock; fluctuations in seasonal 
populations; landscaped areas irrigated with specified recycled water; use of water for soil 
compaction and dust control; water to supplement lakes to sustain wildlife; water to irrigate 
vegetation for defensible space; and, water for commercial or noncommercial agricultural use.  

Bill Summary 
This bill would reduce the indoor residential water use standard. Beginning January 1, 2025, the 
standard would be 47 GPCD, and beginning January 1, 2030, the standard would be 42 GPCD. 
The bill also removes the existing study requirements. 

DWR, in coordination with the State Water Board, would also be required to conduct studies 
and investigations to assess and quantify the economic benefits and impacts of the 2030 
standard, which shall include saturation and end-use studies. These studies shall build on the 
standards and potential effects as identified by the State Water Board during its adoption of the 
water use objective. 

To complete these studies, DWR may request information from wastewater agencies, including 
monthly influent flows, actions taken to reassess treatment processes, and the impacts of the 
implementation of the water use objective on wastewater operations, maintenance, and 
capital investment.  

If DWR and the State Water Board determine that achieving the 2030 standard unduly impacts 
water and wastewater affordability, they may make a joint recommendation on a more 
appropriate timeframe to achieve the standard. 

Based upon the studies and investigations, the State Water Board shall consider whether to 
adopt additional variances specific to the 2030 standard. Variance options may include, but are 
not limited to: stranded assets, impacts on disadvantaged communities, impacts to 
environmental flows, or adverse impacts to wastewater systems. 
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The required studies and investigations are still required to include collaboration with and input 
from stakeholders. 

DWR is required to submit a report on its studies and investigations to the Legislature on or 
before January 1, 2027. 

Finally, DWR, in coordination with the State Water Board, would be required to submit a 
separate report to the Legislature on the progress of urban water retailers toward achieving 
their urban water use objective by January 1, 2028. 

Amendment History 
Introduced February 17, 2022 
As introduced, this bill proposed to reduce the following indoor standards: beginning January 1, 
2025, the standard would be 47 GPCD, and beginning January 1, 2030, the standard would be 
42 GPCD.  

As Proposed to be Amended 
The pending Assembly Committee on Water, Parks, and Wildlife (WPW) amendments include 
requirements for new studies and investigations by DWR in coordination with the State Water 
Board, and include new provisions related to variances. This report is due January 1, 2027.  

These amendments also created a new requirement for DWR to report on the progress of 
urban retail water suppliers in achieving their urban water use objective. This report is due 
January 1, 2028. 

Staff Comments 
Background  
Making Conservation a California Way of Life 
From 2012-2016, California experienced an extreme drought. In May of 2016, Governor Brown 
signed Executive Order B-37-16, “Making Conservation a California Way of Life.” The Executive 
Order called for DWR and the State Water Board to work together to develop a permanent 
conservation framework, often referred to as “the Framework,” that includes specific 
requirements for water use efficiency and drought planning. ACWA formed a Long-term 
Conservation Policy Leadership Group (Leadership Group) to review the proposal put out by the 
State Water Board.  

In advance of the draft Framework, the Leadership Group worked together to develop a 
comprehensive comment letter which identified a number of significant concerns with the state 
agencies’ proposal at the time and put forward specific ways to improve the proposals. After 
the draft Framework was released for public comment in November of 2016, ACWA’s 
Leadership group worked with multiple water suppliers and associations to submit a second 
comment letter. These two letters served as the basis for ACWA’s legislative action on the 
topic. In April of 2017, a final report was issued.  
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Pursuing the framework 
During the 2017-2018 legislative session, eight policy bills and a budget trailer bill were 
introduced related to proposals in the framework. ACWA’s Leadership Group developed 
language that was ultimately introduced in two bills: AB 968 and AB 1654. Four bills survived 
the water policy and appropriation committees in the Assembly (AB 1323, AB 1654, AB 1667, 
and AB 1668). In July of 2017, the Senate Natural Resources and Water Committee heard the 
bills and all, except AB 1667, passed out of committee stripped down to intent language.  

Going into summer recess, the plan was for Senate and Assembly committee staff to work with 
stakeholders over the break to develop language that would be amended into each of the three 
bills. Stakeholders were invited to submit comments about what they wanted to see in any 
conservation bills that might be passed that session. In response to that invitation, ACWA 
submitted an extensive comment letter to the Senate Natural Resources and Water Committee 
highlighting and emphasizing ACWA’s priorities. 

When the legislature returned from summer recess, AB 1668 and SB 606 were amended to 
include the language committee staff drafted over the summer. Following these developments, 
AB 1654 became a two-year bill and AB 1323 was held on suspense. Subsequent amendments 
to SB 606 and AB 1668 refined the requirements in the long-term standards on indoor water 
use standards, bonus incentive for potable reuse water, and the public process associated with 
the development of the long-term standard. ACWA participated in these negotiations working 
to ensure the bills could be implemented. In addition, the two bills included language making 
their enactment contingent on both being signed into law by the Governor.  

AB 1668 and SB 606 in their final form 
On May 31, 2018, AB 1668 and SB 606 were signed into law. These bills call for the creation of 
new urban water use efficiency standards for indoor use, outdoor use, water loss, and 
variances for unique conditions. The legislation requires the State Water Board to adopt these 
standards by regulation, no later than June 30, 2022. All urban retail water suppliers are then 
required beginning January 1, 2024, and January 1 of each year thereafter to calculate their 
own water use objective and submit a report to DWR that reports the urban water use 
objective and actual water use. The water use objective will be based on the water that is 
needed in its service area for efficient indoor residential water use, outdoor residential water 
use, commercial, industrial and institutional (CII) irrigation with dedicated meters, water loss, 
unique local conditions (variances), as well as a bonus incentive for potable water reuse.  

In addition, the legislation set an indoor water use standard as shown in the table below: 

Time Frame Indoor Standard 
Until January 1, 2025 55 GPCD 
January 1, 2025 – January 1, 2030 52.5 GPCD 
After January 1, 2030 50 GPCD 
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The legislation also requires DWR, in coordination with the State Water Board, and with input 
from stakeholders, to conduct studies and investigations to identify a standard for indoor 
residential water use that appropriately reflects best practices for indoor water use. The law 
also authorizes DWR and the State Water Board to make recommendations on a different 
standard, but does not require a recommendation. 

DWR’s Report to the Legislature on its Studies and Investigations 
Since the enactment of AB 1668 in 2018, DWR has conducted the water use studies and 
investigations that are required by AB 1668. DWR worked with 22 water agencies (representing 
less than five percent of ACWA’s 460 public water agency members) to collect water use data 
and analyze potential impacts of a changed residential indoor standard. DWR held its first 
stakeholder meeting in November 2019 to discuss the proposed plan, scope and approach for 
its Indoor Residential Water Use Study. DWR met for a second time with stakeholders in July 
2020 to provide an update on the scope, sampling strategy, and approach to be used to 
develop estimates of baseline use. DWR did not meet its statutory deadline of submitting the 
final study to Legislature on January 1, 2021. Given the delay and the significant gap in 
communication, ACWA requested and began having regular meetings with DWR to discuss the 
study and its progress.  

DWR’s third stakeholder meeting took place on April 22, 2021; in that meeting DWR presented 
on its study and proposed recommendations for an indoor residential water use standard, 
which were then released in a draft study on May 11, 2021. The proposed recommendation to 
the Legislature would change the current indoor residential water use standard as shown 
below.  

Time Frame Existing Standard Draft Proposed Standard 
Until January 1, 2025 55 GPCD 55 GPCD 
January 1, 2025 – January 1, 2030 52.5 GPCD 47 GPCD 
After January 1, 2030 50 GPCD 42 GPCD 

In response to DWR’s draft study and proposed recommendations, on April 27, 2021 ACWA 
requested a meeting with DWR to discuss concerns that DWR’s efforts would not comply with 
the statutory requirements to: 1) analyze the impacts on water and wastewater management 
of changing the standard for indoor residential water use; and 2) collaborate with, and include 
input from, water and wastewater agencies in the work on the studies, investigations and the 
ultimate report. In response, on May 4, 2021 DWR staff and ACWA met to discuss concerns and 
next steps.   

On May 20, ACWA, the California Municipal Utilities Association (CMUA), the California 
Association of Sanitation Agencies (CASA), and California WateReuse jointly submitted 
recommendations to DWR on five specific studies that could be conducted over a period of six 
to nine months to assess impacts on a regional and statewide scale to inform DWRs final 
recommendations. The five studies would have no impact on expected water savings in the 
interim, could avoid unnecessary adverse impacts to water and wastewater management and 
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would allow the DWR to meet the statutory requirements to collaborate and analyze the 
impacts on water management. The five studies included assessment of: (1) water use systems 
impacts; (2) water reuse impacts; (3) feasibility analysis; (4) best practices study; and (5) 
population data and water use over time. 

On June 4, 2021, ACWA led a coalition including the American Water Works Association 
California-Nevada Section (CA-NV AWWA), CMUA, the California Water Association (CWA) that 
jointly submitted a letter detailing specific concerns with the proposed standards and 
requesting DWR withdraw its joint proposed recommendation and work with stakeholders over 
the next six months to analyze and quantify impacts of a changed standard. Specific concerns 
included adverse operational, cost and affordability impacts, feasibility concerns, and other 
concerns. Many other organizations submitted letters, including the California Water Efficiency 
Partnership whose letter indicated that the costs to achieving “42 GPCD by 2030 is likely 
between $2.8 and $4.6 billion.” 

To further buttress the argument that additional research into the impacts was needed, ACWA 
staff also worked with Senator Caballero and Assemblymember Rubio to submit a letter on 
June 9 to DWR stating that this recommendation should not be an expedited process; that 
there should be robust collaboration; requesting DWR evaluate the benefits and impacts; and 
requesting a timely response. DWR officially responded in a letter on August 30. The response 
described the stakeholder discussions that have taken place and stated that as a result of its 
study, DWR was able to “identify and qualitatively” determine the potential benefits as well as 
the potential impacts of a revised standard. 

Following the comment deadline on its draft report of June 4, DWR held a final stakeholder 
meeting on July 19. In this stakeholder meeting, DWR indicated it is reviewing comments, but 
will not be conducting any additional studies. On November 30, 2021 a Final Report was 
submitted to the Legislature recommending the numbers outlined in the draft report (55 GPCD 
until January 1, 2025, reducing the standard to 47 GPCD beginning January 1, 2025, and further 
reducing it to 42 GPCD beginning January 1, 2030).  

In the Final Report, DWR and the State Water Board state that the joint recommendations are 
based on the fact that Californians have become more efficient over time. The Final Report 
found that current median water use is 48 GPCD, which is below the 2020 standard in statute. 
The Final Report further projects that by 2025, 54 percent of suppliers would be below the 
recommended standard of 47 GPCD with only passive conservation, and by 2030, 39 percent of 
suppliers would be below the recommended standard of 42 GPCD with only passive 
conservation. (Passive conservation includes water use reductions such as those driven by 
plumbing codes, and fixture replacement based on the expected life of fixtures and appliances). 

AB 1434 (Friedman) 
In February 2021, Assemblymember Friedman, one of the authors of the original “Making 
Conservation a California Way of Life” legislation, introduced AB 1434 proposing to amend the 
indoor residential water standard. While the author’s stated intent of the bill was to implement 
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forthcoming joint recommendations by DWR and the State Water Board, ACWA, its members, 
and other associations felt that the bill was premature. ACWA adopted an “Oppose” position on 
the bill as introduced and worked with its partner associations and members to stop the bill. 
Assemblymember Friedman pulled the bill from consideration in Assembly Appropriations.     
AB 1434 stopped moving for 2021 as a result of this action.  

In the fall of 2021, in anticipation of forthcoming amendments to AB 1434 or another potential 
legislative vehicle on this issue, ACWA staff formed an Indoor Residential Water Use Standard 
Working Group (Working Group) of State Legislative Committee (SLC) and Water Management 
Committee members to discuss these legislative issues and strategy ahead of 2022. 

In January 2022, Assemblymember Friedman amended AB 1434 to reflect the DWR 
recommendations. The SLC adopted an Oppose Unless Amended position on the bill with the 
amendments focused on additional study of the 2030 standard. ACWA staff were directed to 
develop the amendments by working with the Working Group and coordinating with other 
statewide associations, including: CMUA, CASA, and WateReuse California.  

The Working Group began developing potential amendments based on the direction of the SLC, 
which were shared with CMUA, CASA, and WateReuse for input. ACWA’s position on the bill 
and the goal of potential amendments were shared with Assemblymember Friedman and 
legislative policy staff. Ultimately, AB 1434 was pulled from consideration by the 
Assemblymember before the Assembly Appropriations hearing in January and is now dead.  

SB 1157 (Hertzberg) 
SB 1157 was introduced on February 17 with the same language that was amended into         
AB 1434 in early January. A day after the bill’s introduction, the SLC adopted a position of 
Oppose Unless Amended on SB 1157 seeking the same amendments as with AB 1434. ACWA’s 
position and proposed amendments were adopted and supported by the other statewide 
associations, including CMUA, CASA, WateReuse, and California Special Districts Association 
(CSDA) (statewide association group). 

In the Senate 
Senator Hertzberg’s office reached out to have one stakeholder meeting on the bill while in the 
Senate in late March with the statewide association group. There were no tangible outcomes 
from that discussion. The bill passed out of Senate Natural Resources and Water on April 5 with 
two “no” votes. Then, pursuant to Senate Rule 28.8, the bill was removed from consideration in 
Senate Appropriations. The bill was taken up on the Senate floor on April 21, and passed with 
nine “no” votes, and three abstentions. 

Throughout the Senate, the Working Group, OUA Coalition, and statewide association group 
had targeted conversations with members of the Legislature that would have opportunities to 
vote on the bill. With the input of the Working Group, ACWA staff also developed a fact sheet 
on SB 1157 to help with advocacy and demonstrate the issues with the bill.  
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In the Assembly 
On May 10, the OUA coalition submitted its letter to Assembly Water, Parks, and Wildlife 
(WPW) and began to have earnest conversations with members and staff of that committee. 
ACWA staff also helped put together another working group of contract lobbyists to help with 
advocacy. ACWA staff also developed another one-page fact sheet for use in lobbying that 
rebutted the sponsor’s arguments in favor of SB 1157. Throughout May and early June, ACWA 
staff asked member agencies within appropriate member districts to do outreach, coordinated 
with the lobbyist coalition on meetings with members, and met with all members of the WPW 
committee and its staff with the statewide association group.  

Two weeks before the WPW hearing, set for June 14, the statewide association group met with 
the Chair of WPW, Assemblymember Bauer-Kahan. In that discussion, the Chair acknowledged 
the lack of quantitative analysis and verbally supported including some language that would 
require additional analysis, but explicitly stated she would not support removing the 2030 
standard 42 GPCD from the bill.  

The following week, Senator Hertzberg’s office reached out to the statewide association group 
seeking a meeting. The statewide association group met directly with the Senator and his staff 
and had a frank conversation about the bill. The Senator stated a willingness to include some 
additional study in the bill and get creative at addressing the water community’s concerns; the 
fact that ACWA and other associations requested additional analysis during the DWR study 
process held sway in the conversation. The Senator also explicitly stated he would not amend 
the bill to remove the 2030 standard of 42 GPCD from the bill.  

On Friday, June 10, WPW staff shared proposed committee amendments with ACWA staff, the 
statewide association group, and other stakeholders. It was requested that we provide 
feedback on the proposed amendments by midday Monday, June 13. Staff distributed the 
language and draft committee analysis to the Working Group, OUA Coalition, and lobbyist 
workgroup, and set a joint meeting with the other statewide association group’s working 
groups for Monday June 13. The meeting allowed for a good discussion across the water 
community about this bill and these proposed amendments.  

Each statewide association has a different review process. Three of the associations changed 
their positions later in the day on June 13, removing their opposition to the bill contingent upon 
adoption of the Committee proposed amendments. These are the amendments that are 
currently pending and should be in print within a couple working days. 

ACWA maintained a position of Oppose Unless Amended and provided lead testimony during 
the WPW hearing, asking for “no” votes on the bill. After a robust committee discussion,        
SB 1157 passed out of WPW with eight members voting “yes,” four voting “no,” and three 
abstentions. 

One day after the hearing, Senator Hertzberg’s office reached out to CMUA, CASA, and 
WateReuse, those associations that had removed their opposition, wanting to come to the 
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table to make any final changes to the language in the bill. ACWA and CSDA, who have not yet 
considered a position on the new text of the bill, have not been invited to ongoing discussions 
at this time. It is ACWA staff’s understanding that the Senator continues to be unwilling to 
remove the 2030 standard from the bill.  

Recommended Position: Watch and Amend 

The author’s office has already reached out to those organizations that removed opposition 
and wants to work to address remaining concerns, including potentially adding language 
related to recycled water, long-term work from home impacts, and other clarifying changes. At 
this point, ACWA is not part of those ongoing discussions. Additionally, the core argument of 
the OUA coalition has been that the studies were not adequate; while these recent 
amendments may not include every aspect of our proposed amendments, they go a long way 
to addressing our core request and expressed concern. Further, the new variance language that 
was added to the bill is much broader than existing variance provisions and may prove valuable 
in future negotiations on the implementation of the water use objective and/or its subsequent 
amendments. These variances may also help mitigate the impacts of the 42 GPCD standard. For 
these reasons, staff recommend ACWA move to a position of “Watch and Amend” and work to 
improve the new study and variance provisions.  

Support (Per the Assembly Water, Parks, 
and Wildlife Committee Analysis):  
California Coastkeeper Alliance 
California Environmental Voters 
Clean Water Action 
Climate Resolve 
Community Water Center 
Environmental Council of Sacramento 
Environmental Working Group 
League of Women Voters of California 
Los Angeles Alliance for a New Economy 
Los Angeles Waterkeeper 
Mono Lake Committee 
Natural Resources Defense Council 
Pacific Institute 
Planning and Conservation League 
SacACT 
Sierra Club California 
South Yuba River Citizens League 
SPUR 

Oppose Unless Amended/Opposition (Per 
the Assembly Water, Parks, and Wildlife 
Committee Analysis): 
Oppose Unless Amended:  
Amador Water Agency 
Association of California Water Agencies 
Big Bear City Community Services District 
California Association of Sanitation 
Agencies* 
California Municipal Utilities Association* 
California Special Districts Association 
California Water Association 
Calleguas Municipal Water District 
Camrosa Water District 
Carmichael Water District 
City of Camarillo 
City of Roseville 
Coachella Valley Water District 
Coastside County Water District 
Cucamonga Valley Water District 
East Orange County Water District 
East Valley Water District 
Eastern Municipal Water District* 
El Toro Water District 
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Elk Grove Water District 
Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District 
Hidden Valley Lake Community Services 
District 
Indian Wells Valley Water District 
Inland Empire Utilities Agency 
Irvine Ranch Water District 
Las Virgenes Municipal Water District* 
Los Angeles County Sanitation Districts* 
Mesa Water District 
Mojave Water Agency 
Monte Vista Water District 
Monterey 1 Water* 
Municipal Water District of Orange County 
Northern California Water Association 
Olivenhain Municipal Water District 
Orange County Business Council 
Orange County Sanitation District 
Orange County Water District 
Otay Water District 
Padre Dam Municipal Water District 
Placer County Water Agency 
Rancho California Water District 
Regional Water Authority 
Sacramento Suburban Water District 
San Juan Water District 
Santa Fe Irrigation District 
Santa Margarita Water District* 
Serrano Water District 
South Coast Water District 
Tahoe City Public Utility District 
Tri-county Water Authority 
Tuolumne Utilities District 
Upper San Gabriel Valley Municipal Water 
District* 
Utica Water and Power Authority 
Valley Center Municipal Water District 
Vista Irrigation District 
Walnut Valley Water District 
WateReuse California* 
West Kern Water District 
Western Municipal Water District 
Yorba Linda Water District 
Zone 7 Water Agency 
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* Denotes organizations that ACWA staff are
aware of having removed opposition based
on the proposed Committee amendments.

Oppose: 
City of Bakersfield 
City of Carlsbad 
City of Santa Rosa 
Desert Water Agency 
El Dorado Irrigation District 
Elsinore Valley Municipal Water District 
Palmdale Water District 
Rowland Water District 
Valley County Water District 
Walnut Valley Water District 
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AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO. 1157

Amendment 1

In the title, in line 1, strike out "of' and insert:

of, and to add Section 10609.33 to,

Amendment 2
On page 2, in line 13, strike out "and may jointly", strike out lines 14 to 25,
inclusive, and insert:

to assess and quantiff the economic benefits and impacts of meeting the 2030 indoor
residential use standard on water, wastewater, and recycled water systems and shall
include saturation end-use studies. The studies and investigations shall build on the
standards and potential effects identified prnsuant to subdivision (c) of Section 10609.2.
To facilitate these studies and investigations, the board may request necessary
information from wastewater agencies, including monthly influent flow, actions taken
to reassess treatment processes, and the impact of the implementation of this chapter
on wastewater operations, maintenance, and capital investment. The department shall
summarize the findings of these studies and investigations in a report to the Legislature
on orbefore January 1,2027 . The report shall be submitted in compliance with Section
9795 of the Government Code.

(2) If the department, in coordination with the board, determines that achieving
the 2030 indoor residential use standard unduly impacts affordability of water and
wastewater services, the department and board may jointly recommend to the Legislature
a more appropriate timeframe to achieve the 2030 indoor residential use standard.

(3) Based upon the studies and investigations conducted pursuant to paragraph
(1), the board shall consider whether to adopt additional variances to accommodate
unique challenges related to residential indoor water use pursuant to Section 10609.2.
Variance options may include, but are not limited to, stranded assets, impacts on
disadvantaged communities, impacts to environmental flows, or adverse impacts to
wastewater systems.

Amendment 3
On page 2, in line 26, strike ottt"(2)" and insert:

(4)

Amendment 4
On page 2, below line 30, insert:

z
SEC. 2. Section 10609.33 is added to the Water Code, to read:
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with the board, shall submit a report to the Legislature on the progress of urban retail
water suppliers towards achieving their urban water use objective pursuant to Section
10609.2.

(b) (1) The requirement for submitting a report irnposed under subdivision (a)
is inoperative on January 1,2032, pursuant to Section 10231.5 of the Government
Code.

(2) A report to be submitted pursuant to subdivision (a) shall be submitted in
compliance with Section9795 of the Government Code.

-0-

'i i
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PROPOSED AMENDMENTS

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO SENATE BILL NO. 1I57

SENATE BILL No. 1157

Introduced by Senator Hertzberg

February 17,2022

An act to amend Section 10609/of of, and to add Section 10609.33
to, the Water Code, relating to water.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST

SB 1157, as introduced, Hertzberg. Urban water use@
iffiobjectives.

Existing law requires the Department of Water Resources, in
coordination with the State Water Resources Control Board, and
including collaboration with and input from stakeholders, to conduct
necessary studies and investigations and authorizes the department and
the board to jointly recommend to the Legislature a standard for indoor
residential water use. Existing law, until January 1,2025, establishes
55 gallons per capita daily as the standard for indoor residential water
use. Existing law establishes, beginning January 1,2025,the greater of
52.5 gallons per capita daily or a standard recommended by the
department and the board as the standard for indoor residential water
use, andbeginning January 1,2030, establishes the greater of 50 gallons
per capita daily or a standard recommended by the department and the
board as the standard for indoor residential water use. Existing law
requires the board, in coordination with the department, to adopt by
regulation variances recommended by the department and guidelines
and methodologies pertaining to the calculation of an urban retail water
supplier's urban water use objective recommended by the department.

This bill would eliminate the option of using the greater of 52.5
gallons per capita daily and the greater of 50 gallons per capita daily,

99
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PROPOSED AMENDMENTS
sB 1157 2

as applicable, or a standard recommended by the department and the
board as the standard for indoor residential water use. The bill would
instead require that from January l, 2025, to January 1, 2030, the
stanciard ior in<ioor residenriai warer use be 47 gaiions per capita daiiy
and beginning January 1,2030, the standard be 42 gallons per capita
dally. The bill would require the department, in coordination with the
board to conduct necessary studies and irwestigations to assess and
quantifu the economic benefit and impacts of meeting the 2030 indoor
residential use standard on water wastewater and recycled water
systems, as specified. The bill would require the department to
summarize the findings of these studies and investigations in a report
to the Legislature by January 1, 2027. The bill would require, on or
before January l, 2028, the department, in coordination with the board,
to submit a report to the Legislature on the progress of urban retail
water suppliers towards achieving their urban water use objective.

Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: yes.
State-mandated local program: no.

The people of the State of Califurnia do enact asfollows:

SECTION 1. Section 10609.4 of the Water Code is amended
to read:

t0609.4. (a) (t) Until January 1,2025,the standard forindoor
residential water use shall be 55 gallons per capita daily.

(2) Beginning January 1,2025, and until January l, 2030, the
standard for indoor residential water use shall be 47 gallons per
capita daily.

(3) Beginning January l, 2030, the standard for indoor
residential water use shall be 42 gallons per capita daily.

(b) (l) The department, in coordination with the board, shall
conduct necessary studies and investigations-and@ly
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management; inetu ing
ie* /o

as^re^r.r and quantify the economic benefits and impacts of meeting
the 2030 indoor residential use standard on water, wastewater,
and recycled water systems and shall include saturation end-use
studies. The studies and irwestigations shall build on the standards
and potential effects identffied pursuant to subdivision (c) of
Section 10609.2. Tbfacilitate these studies and iwestigations, the
board may request necessary information from wostewater
agencies, including monthly influentflow, actions taken to reassess
treatment processes, and the impact of the implementation of this
chapter on wastewater operations, maintenance, and capital
irwestment. The department shall summarize thefindings of these
studies and irwestigations in a report to the Legislature on or
before January 1, 2027. The report shall be submitted in
compliance with Section 9795 of the Government Code.

(2) If the department, in coordinationwith the board, determines
that achieving the 2030 indoor residential use standard unduly
impacts affordability of water and wastewater services, the
department and board may jointly recommend to the Legislature
a more appropriate timeframe to achieve the 2030 indoor
residential use standard.

(3) Based upon the studies and investigations conducted
pursuant to paragraph (l), the board shall consider whether to
adopt additional variances to accommodate unique challenges
related to residential indoorwater use pursuant to Section 10609.2.
Variance options may include, but are not limited to, stranded
assets, impacts on disadvantaged communities, impacts to
erwironmental fiows, or adverse impacts to wasteyvater systems.

e)
(a) The studies, investigations, and report described in paragraph

(l) shall include collaboration with, and input from, a broad group
of stakeholders, including, but not limited to, environmental groups,
experts in indoor plumbing, and water, wastewater, and recycled
water agencies.

SEC. 2. Section 10609.33 is added to the Water Code, to read:
10609.33. (a) On or before January I, 2028, the department,

in coordination with the board, shall submit a report to the
Legislature on the progress ofurban retail water suppliers towards
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The California Forest Watershed Alliance (CAFWA) is an urban-rural coalition representing water 
interests, local governments, the conservation community, agriculture, and the forestry sector, created to 
promote the restoration and improvement of California’s forested watersheds.  For more information, visit 

www.caforestsandwatersheds.org. 

June 7, 2022 

The Honorable Richard Bloom, Chair 
Assembly Budget Subcommittee on the Climate Crisis, 
 Resources, Energy, and Transportation 
1021 O Street, Suite 8230 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

The Honorable Bob Wieckowski, Chair 
Senate Budget Subcommittee on Resources, 
 Environmental Protection and Energy 
Legislative Office Building, Room 502 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

RE: Proposed 2022-23 Wildfire Resilience Package 

Dear Assembly Member Bloom and Senator Wieckowski, 

On behalf of the California Forest Watershed Alliance (CAFWA), we are writing to offer our strong 
support for the Wildfire Resilience Package proposed by the Senate, which includes $6.6 billion 
in total investments over a five-year period. While we applaud the leadership of the Governor and 
the Legislature for adopting last year’s historic $1.5 billion in fire prevention and forest resiliency 
package and appreciate the Governor for proposing a new $1.2 billion investment over two years, 
we believe the Senate proposal better demonstrates the appropriate level of urgency necessary 
to address the myriad of challenges facing California’s forests, including the crisis of megafires.  

CAFWA is a unique coalition of diverse interests including organizations that represent water, 
environment, local government, timber, and agricultural interests all dedicated to finding solutions 
to California’s every-growing forest health and wildfire problem. The members of CAFWA are: 

• Association of California Water Agencies (ACWA);
• California Farm Bureau Federation (CFBF);
• California Forestry Association (Cal Forests);
• The Nature Conservancy (TNC); and
• Rural County Representatives of California (RCRC).
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Since its founding in 2014, CAFWA members have been working together to seek new ways to 
promote proactive, science-based, and ecologically sound forest management practices that will 
reduce the risk of destructive megafires. Our goal is to protect our forests, our natural resources, 
as well as our local economies and communities by accelerating the pace and scale of forest 
restoration. 

As you finalize the state’s budget for the 2022-2023 year, we urge you to consider the following: 

• Increasing the Governor’s Wildfire Expenditure Plan to at least $1 billion per year over
a five-year period.

• Advancing budget proposals that create long-term, stable funding that can be
distributed efficiently.

• Reducing wildfire risk immediately by augmenting biomass transportation funding.
• Further support post-fire recovery of forested landscapes through support for building

nursery, cone capture, seed storage capacity and supporting reforestation needs on
non-federal forestlands.

• Creating a comprehensive approach to workforce training, centered on forest health.
• Increase the allocation for further investments promoting healthy resilient forests

throughout the state by supporting diverse business development.

$1 Billion a Year in Long-Term Stable Funding 

California continues to set records as it relates to largest, most destructive fires on a near-annual 
basis. These wildfire events are producing the some of the worst air quality across the nation 
while costing the state billions annually to support suppression efforts. As such, it is appropriate 
that the State identify at least $1 billion annually as the baseline investment in forest health and 
resilience initiatives. Additionally, this annual investment needs to be acclaimed as an initiative 
which establishes the clear need for long-term commitment and stability to combat one of the 
leading climate challenges facing the State of California.  The ongoing loss of forest resources, 
inclusive of water, air, wildlife habitat and markets is occurring at rates that were unanticipated, 
and, therefore, aggressive investments are needed to combat this dramatic challenge.  

Biomass Transportation Funding ($50 million) 

While there are several pressures contributing to the wildfire issues in forested environments, the 
consistent and ever-expanding accumulation of woody material represents a key hazard that will 
require a greater investment than currently included in the Governor’s budget proposal. By current 
estimates, removing the accumulated woody materials will require hundreds of millions of dollars. 
While the looming problem is tremendous, the seriousness of the problem requires an allocation 
of at least $100 million over two years ($50 million annually).  To assure that these funds are 
wisely invested, this subsidization of transportation costs should be applied to support operations 
of in-state facilities that are either currently operational or proposed to be opened in the near 
future.  Additionally, these funds should be applied without prejudice and support either existing 
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technologies or new technologies that are developed over the course of the expenditure horizons 
of the allocated funding.    
 
Post-Fire Recovery for the 21st Century ($150 million) 
 
Millions of forested acres have been impacted by wildfire across the state over the course of 2020 
and 2021. The greatest proportion of those acres experienced moderate to high fire intensity, 
which require significant investment for recovery of these forest lands. Estimates range from 
185,000 to 220,000 acres of non-federal forestlands that require recovery from 2020 -2021 alone. 
Average costs of “on the ground treatments” range from $900 – $1,200 per acre. This range of 
per acre costs does not include any potential administrative costs, compliance monitoring, or 
costs associated with environmental analysis if deemed necessary. The increase of at least $50 
million annually over the five-year investment period for post-fire recovery, while not covering all 
acres in need, will significantly expand the number of acres treated over the expenditure horizons. 
The clarification of applying the funds for post-fire recovery within the “perimeters of 2020 – 2021 
wildfires” is critical to clear up an ambiguity that will likely occur at the administrative level from 
the current budget language which directs funding “within critical watersheds”.  
 
Comprehensive Workforce Training ($50 million) 
 
California has committed substantial funds to address workforce shortages in forestry health and 
resiliency, including prescribed fire, fire suppression and professional and vocational based forest 
workers.  Several programs across the state have been developed to address the workforce 
issues that span the interdisciplinary needs to address the multifaceted workforce needs. As these 
programs mature, and others are funded, attention needs to be applied to assure integration of 
these various programs occurs to ensure a consistent pipeline of trained personnel. Coordination 
between these workforce programs to develop paths of success is necessary so that participates 
within these programs are aware of the trajectories available to build skills through transition to 
next level opportunities, or appropriate offramps to fully engage in long term employment. 
 
Streamlining California Environmental Quality Act and National Environmental Policy Act  
 
One of the biggest challenges forest health projects face are the environmental review 
requirements, which can be onerous and lengthy. To help streamline this process, SB 901 
(Chapter 626, Statutes of 2018) created a California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
exemption for prescribed fire, thinning, or fuel reduction projects on federal lands that have 
already been reviewed and approved under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). This 
streamlined review benefits all downstream water users as well as those water agencies that may 
partner with federal agencies in forest thinning efforts.  
 
While this provision has helped streamline necessary wildfire prevention projects and reduced the 
amount of duplicative red tape they are faced with, the exemption is currently set to expire in 
2023. The Governor’s proposed budget includes trailer bill language that will remove the sunset 
date, and expand the provisions to include reforestation and habitat restoration, both of which are 
critically important. The proposal further expands the exemption to apply to tribal funding 
programs. 
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Given the scope and urgency of California’s wildfire crisis, substantial investments in active forest 
management are vital to enhance forest health and prevent megafires. We appreciate your 
consideration of our recommendations.  

Sincerely,

Staci Heaton, Senior Policy Advocate  Jay Ziegler, Director 
Rural County Representatives of California External Affairs and Policy 

The Nature Conservancy 

Matt Dias, President Julia Bishop Hall, Senior Legislative Advocate 
California Forestry Association Association of California Water Agencies   

Peter Ansel, Governmental Affairs Advocate 
California Farm Bureau Federation   
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SENATE COMMITTEE ON NATURAL RESOURCES AND WATER
Senator Henry Stern, Chair

2021 - 2022  Regular

Bill No: AB 267 Hearing Date:    June 1, 2022
Author: Valladares
Version: June 2, 2021    Amended
Urgency: No Fiscal: Yes
Consultant: Catherine Baxter

Subject:  California Environmental Quality Act:  exemption:  prescribed fire, thinning,
and fuel reduction projects

BACKGROUND AND EXISTING LAW

Existing federal law:

1) Establishes the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), which requires federal
agencies to consider the significant environmental impacts of proposed actions, as
specified. 42 U.S. Code §§4321 et seq.

2) Establishes the Good Neighbor Authority, which authorizes the federal government
to enter into good neighbor agreements with state, tribal, and county governments to
carry out forest, rangeland, and watershed restoration services, including to reduce
hazardous fuels and improve fish and wildlife habitat, among others. 16 U.S. Code
§2113a.

Existing state law:

1) Establishes the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CalFire) in the
California Natural Resources Agency (CNRA). CalFire is responsible for, among
other things, fire protection and prevention.

2) Establishes the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), which requires a lead
agency, as defined, to prepare an environmental impact report for a project, as
defined, that may have a significant effect on the environment. Public Resources
Code (PRC) §§21000 et seq.

3) Pursuant to SB 901 (Dodd, Chapter 626, Statutes of 2018), exempts from CEQA1

prescribed fire, thinning, or fuel reduction projects undertaken on federal lands to
reduce the risk of high-severity wildfire that have been reviewed under NEPA if
either of the following is satisfied:

a) The primary role of a state or local agency is providing funding or staffing for
those projects.

1 Referred to in this analysis as the “federal lands CEQA exemption.”
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b) A state or local agency is undertaking those projects pursuant to the federal
Good Neighbor Authority or a stewardship agreement with the federal
government, as specified.

4) Provides that authority for the federal lands CEQA exemption shall remain operative
only if the CNRA Secretary certifies on or before January 1 of each year that NEPA
or other federal laws that affect the management of federal forest lands in California
have not been substantially amended on or after August 31, 2018.

5) Requires CalFire to annually report to the relevant policy committees of the
Legislature the number of times the federal lands CEQA exemption was used.

6) Sunsets the federal lands CEQA exemption on January 1, 2023.

Background: 

In 2018, the Legislature passed SB 901, which was the product of a conference
committee to address wildfire issues. SB 901 sought to establish a comprehensive
framework to address and prevent catastrophic wildfires, including prevention and
planning by the state's electric utilities, management of the state's forests, chaparral,
and other lands to prevent and defend against wildfires, and standards to stabilize
electric utilities in the event of extensive liability resulting from claims under inverse
condemnation. SB 901 created the federal lands CEQA exemption, with a January 1,
2023 sunset date.

PROPOSED LAW
This bill would extend the sunset from January 1, 2023, to January 1, 2026, for the
exemption from CEQA for prescribed fire, thinning, or fuel reduction projects undertaken
on federal lands to reduce the risk of high-severity wildfire that have been reviewed
under NEPA, as specified.

ARGUMENTS IN SUPPORT
According to the author, “California’s wildfires continue to wreak havoc on communities 
throughout the state. AB 267 will allow California to continue streamlining wildfire
prevention projects in federally managed forests. It is essential that the state continue
carrying out prescribed fire, thinning, and fuel reduction projects that are on federal
lands and have already been thoroughly reviewed under NEPA.”

According to The Nature Conservancy, the Pacific Forest Trust, and the Watershed
Research & Training Center, “We write to express our support for AB 267 which would
extend the sunset date for the current exemption from the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) that applies to state-funded prescribed fire and forest health
projects conducted on federal lands. This provision allows the state to rely on the
National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) for these projects, and not conduct a
separate CEQA analysis that would otherwise be required because the state is
providing the project funding.”

“Nearly half of California is federal land, and in 2020 over 1.5 million acres of it burned.
It is critically important for the state and federal government to work together to address
forest health and reduce wildfire risk in a cohesive fashion across the landscape. The
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provision proposed for extension helps avoid unnecessary delay and ensure that forest 
health projects on federal land can move forward quickly and help the shared 
stewardship of California’s forests…” 
 
“This exemption has been helpful in preventing duplicative analysis and unnecessary 
delay, and we support its continued use for the efficient implementation of forests 
restoration actions on federal lands in California.” 
 
ARGUMENTS IN OPPOSITION 
According to a joint letter from the Center for Biological Diversity and Sierra Club 
California, “This exemption was jammed through in a last-second, omnibus wildfire and 
utility bill in 2018, SB 901 (Dodd). Sierra Club California opposed this bill at the time as 
it included provisions like the one in AB 267 that peel away critical environmental 
protections and review from intensive tree removal operations.” 
 
“Despite a statutory requirement that CAL FIRE annually report to the legislature how 
frequently this exemption has been used, the agency has ignored this mandate and we 
therefore do not know exactly how often it is employed. However, we have heard that it 
is used relatively often.”  
 
“NEPA does not require mitigation like CEQA does. This means that large swaths of 
California’s biodiverse forest and chaparral ecosystems have been impacted by 
intensive tree and shrub removal operations without a requirement for mitigation.” 
 
“The state should pursue and support ecologically beneficial actions like prescribed and 
managed fire as a means of returning fire to California’s fire-adapted forests. However, 
thinning operations, and even prescribed fire in some circumstances, can have 
enormous and counterproductive environmental consequences. Land managers should 
take more care to evaluate potential negative impacts of an operation and mitigate them 
when dealing with complex forest and chaparral ecosystems. This exemption allows for 
less careful forest operations and will therefore continue to degrade California’s unique 
and fragile landscapes.” 
 
COMMENTS 
 
How has the exemption been used thus far?  Existing law only requires CalFire to 
report the number of times this CEQA exemption was used. It does not require any 
other agencies to report their use of the exemption. According to CalFire, it only reports 
its use of the exemption. According to the most recent report, issued by CalFire on 
October 28, 2021:  
 

“For the 2019 calendar year, this streamlining option was utilized 49 times by 
CAL FIRE and expedited fuels reduction, pest management, prescribed fire, 
fuel break, and thinning and reforestation projects across the State. Twenty-
nine counties benefited from projects that were exempted from CEQA, with 
18 located in the northern region of the State, and 11 located in the southern 
region.” 
 
“For the 2020 calendar year, the exemption was utilized 19 times by CAL 
FIRE, which represents a 61% decrease from the implementation year. This 
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decrease is very likely attributable to the response to the COVID-19 epidemic. 
Five national parks, spanning 17 counties, benefited from the utilization of this 
exemption, with 14 counties located in the northern region and three in the 
southern region. This data point should not be extrapolated into a trend as it 
only reflects a very narrow subset of fuel management projects conducted by 
the State, namely State-funded projects that intersect with federal land.” 

 

 
 

“It should be noted, as stated above, that these totals are only for CAL FIRE 
projects. Since other public entities are able to utilize the exemption and are 
not required to file a Notice of Exemption, CAL FIRE cannot accurately report 
on usage by other public entities.” 

 
The Sierra Nevada Conservancy (SNC) has also kept track of its use of the exemption 
and reported the following in May 2022: 
 

“In 2021, the Sierra Nevada Conservancy (SNC) used the SB 901 CEQA 
exemption to expedite investment of its Fiscal Year 20-21 early action funds. 
12 of the 15 projects that the SNC funded with early action dollars used this 
exemption. These projects accounted for 90% of all the SNC’s early action 
funds, or approximately $17 million dollars.”  
 
“Because of the SB 901 CEQA exemption, the SNC was able to get funding 
for fuels reduction projects on the ground only three months after Governor 
Newsom signed the early action wildfire package. Without exemption, CEQA 
review for those projects would likely have taken at least four to six months 
and cost as much as $35,000 per project. With that delay, many projects 
might still be awaiting approval and would likely have missed the 2021 field 
season altogether.” 
 
“From 2020 to 2021, the SNC has used the SB 901 CEQA exemption to 
quickly invest $41.6 million across 32 projects, which will reduce the risk of 
severe wildfire across approximately 37,000 acres of forestland. At its June 
2022 Board Meeting, SNC expects to use the exemption to invest an 
additional $13.8 million in 9 projects treating almost 7,000 acres. This will 
bring the grand total of SNC investments relying on the SB 901 CEQA 
exemption to $55.4 million dollars, 41 projects, and 44,000 acres.” 

 
27 of 85



AB 267 (Valladares)   Page 5 of 8 
 
Do we have sufficient information to make an informed decision?  As noted 
previously, the reporting on this exemption is limited. Existing law only requires CalFire 
to report the number of times it has been used. That agency and SNC have helpfully 
provided some additional information in their reporting. However, further information 
would be helpful to evaluate the performance and impact of the exemption.  
 
Should this bill move forward, the author may wish to consider expanding the 
exemption’s reporting requirements to improve the Legislature’s ability to oversee this 
exemption and determine its value toward meeting state goals and priorities. This could 
include requiring all state agencies and certain local agencies, like resource 
conservation districts, to annually report their use of the exemption to CalFire, who 
could then collect this information into one report for the Legislature. It could include the 
locations and types of projects, acres treated, ecosystems impacted, the length of time 
to prepare and process each use of the exemption, the impact on project time, and any 
long-term impacts on wildfire behavior in project areas after a project is completed. 
Given that this bill would extend this exemption through January 1, 2026, it would be 
most helpful to the Legislature’s oversight and review to require this more 
comprehensive report in 2025.     
 
A trailer bill complication.  The Newsom Administration released trailer bill language 
on May 19, 2022, that would impact the same exemption. As it relates to this exemption, 
that language would: 
 

 Make the exemption permanent. 
 

 Expand the list of projects eligible for the CEQA exemption beyond prescribed 
fire, thinning, and fuel reduction to include reforestation, habitat restoration, and 
ancillary activities necessary to undertake any these activities. 
 

 Expand the eligible lands for which this CEQA exemption would apply to any 
lands, not just federal lands, where NEPA has been completed for an eligible, 
proposed project. Note that this would apply to any (eligible) projects on state, 
local, tribal, or private lands for which the federal government provides funding, 
since providing funding would trigger NEPA.  
 

 Eliminate the requirement that CalFire report the use of the exemption to the 
Legislature and instead require lead agencies to file notices of exemption with 
the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research and the relevant county clerk, as 
specified.  
 

 Eliminate the requirement that the CNRA Secretary annually certify that NEPA 
and other relevant federal forest management laws have not been substantially 
changed in the last year and instead authorize the Secretary to report those 
changes to the Legislature. 

 
This trailer bill language is certainly more expansive that the simple sunset extension 
proposed by this bill.  
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The appropriateness of different vegetation and fuels management treatments 
vary across the state.  Native American tribes used low-intensity fires to preserve 
certain useful plants and to prevent larger fires in California. Low-intensity fires have 
ecological benefits – such as creating habitat and germinating the seeds of certain 
species of plants. Low-intensity fires can also remove surface fuels, and, therefore, 
decrease the likelihood of high-intensity fire later. Prescribed low-intensity fires can be a 
useful vegetation management treatment in forests. However, other types of vegetation 
– such as coastal sage scrub – may more effectively benefit from other types of 
treatments. The different ecosystems of the state, among the most biodiverse places on 
earth, require different approaches to be effectively managed.  
 
Additionally, wildland fires in the state can be broadly separated into two different types 
– fuel-driven and wind-driven. In a fuel-driven fire, fire prevention efforts and fuels 
management, including prescribed fire, may be the most effective methods to reduce 
risk and promote healthier and more resilient forests. In a wind-driven fire, however, 
home and community-hardening, including maintaining a defensible space buffer 
around a home, are critical factors. Some of the most catastrophic fires, such as the 
Camp Fire, can exhibit characteristics of both types. Of note, there are multiple methods 
available to help reduce the risk wildland fire poses to communities across the state. 
 
The project types targeted by the CEQA exemption that would be extended in this bill 
include prescribed fire, thinning, or fuel reduction projects in order to reduce the risk of 
high-severity wildfire. Neither existing law nor the bill provide direction or limitations on 
where and under what ecological and environmental circumstances these activities may 
be conducted. 
 
Recent efforts to partner with the federal government.  Improving forest and 
wildlands stewardship in California is complicated by the fact that the state itself only 
owns about 3% of the approximately 33 million acres of these lands in the state. The 
federal government owns 57% (the U.S. Forest Service manages over 20 million acres 
in 18 National Forests, and the National Park Service and the U.S. Bureau of Land 
Management manage an additional almost 3 million acres between them). Private 
landowners own the remaining 40%. 
 
In recognition of this, the Newsom Administration signed a Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) with the Pacific Southwest Region office of the U.S. Forest 
Service in August 2020, in which both parties agreed to “maintain and restore healthy 
forests and rangelands that reduce public safety risks, protect natural and built 
infrastructure and enhance ecological habitat and biological diversity.” Actions agreed to 
in the MOU include sustainably treating one million acres annually (half each); 
developing a 20-year joint plan to reduce wildland fire risk with five-year updates; 
promoting ecological co-benefits; and using sustainable vegetation management 
treatments. 
 
In January 2021, the Wildfire and Forest Resilience Task Force released California’s 
Wildfire and Forest Resilience Action Plan (Action Plan). The Action Plan incorporates 
elements of the MOU and is designed to “strategically accelerate” efforts to restore the 
health and resilience of the state’s forests, grasslands and natural places; improve the 
fire safety of communities in the state; and sustain the economic vitality of rural forested 
areas. One goal of the Action Plan seeks to increase treatment on federal lands. A key 
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action of this goal includes a commitment by the U.S. Forest Service to expand its use 
of Good Neighbor Authority and Shared Stewardship Agreements and other 
mechanisms to partner with state, local, and tribal governments to accomplish fuels 
reduction projects on federal lands more efficiently. 
 
This bill seeks to make it easier to partner with the federal government to treat federal 
lands to reduce the risk of high-severity wildfire by extending the federal lands CEQA 
exemption. 
 
This bill is double-referred to the Senate Environmental Quality Committee.  
Elements of the bill under that Committee’s jurisdiction will be discussed there and are 
included here for context and completeness only. Such topics may include: 
 

 Impact of recent changes to NEPA regulations.  The exemption may only 
remain operative if the CNRA Secretary annually certifies that NEPA and federal 
forest management laws have not been substantially amended on or after August 
31, 2018. The Trump Administration did amend NEPA regulations in the summer 
of 2020, raising questions regarding the authority to use the exemption for 
projects in 2021 and beyond.  
 
On January 13, 2022, the CNRA Secretary certified that, “While NEPA 
regulations were amended in 2019, I determined in 2020 that those amendments 
were not substantial. Having reviewed relevant laws, I hereby certify that, as of 
January 1, 2022, neither the National Environmental Policy Act nor any other 
federal laws affecting the management of federal forest lands in California have 
been substantially amended.” Thus, projects may continue to seek this CEQA 
exemption through the January 1, 2023, sunset date. Should the bill move 
forward, this is an issue the Senate Environmental Quality Committee may 
consider further. 

 
 Lowering the bar?  The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) is one of 

the most important laws protecting the environment in California. These laws 
protect our forests and watersheds and the ecosystem services they provide. 
While meeting the requirements of CEQA can add time and costs to a project, 
the process ensures project proponents carefully consider a project’s impacts, 
potential alternatives, and, unlike NEPA, requires mitigation measures to avoid or 
substantially reduce significant environmental impacts. The mitigation component 
is critical to the preparation and implementation of beneficial projects that limit 
negative, unintended consequences.  
 
California has a long history of providing stronger environmental protections than 
the federal government and setting environmental standards that others later 
adopt. An alternative to setting a precedent by weakening one of California’s 
strongest environmental protection laws would be to work with the federal 
government to harmonize NEPA with CEQA in California. Should the bill move 
forward, this is an issue the Senate Environmental Quality Committee may 
consider further.  

 
SUGGESTED AMENDMENTS: None. 
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SUPPORT 
Allweather Wood 
Association of California Water 

Agencies 
Beaumont Chamber of Commerce 
Big Bear Chamber of Commerce 
Buildstrong Coalition 
CalForests 
California Cattlemen's Association 
California Farm Bureau Federation 
California Fire Chiefs Association 
California Forest Watershed Alliance 
California Forestry Association 
California Professional Firefighters 
Chino Valley Chamber of Commerce 
City of Agoura Hills 
City of Moorpark 
City of Santa Clarita 
City of Santa Monica 
City of Simi Valley 
Corona Chamber of Commerce 
Edison International and Affiliates, 

including Southern California Edison 
Environmental Defense Fund 
Environmental Justice League 
Fontana Chamber of Commerce 
Greater Coachella Valley Chamber of 

Commerce 
Greater High Desert Chamber of 

Commerce 

Greater Ontario Business Council 
Hemet San Jacinto Valley Chamber of 

Commerce 
Highland Area Chamber of Commerce 
Humboldt Redwood Company LLC 
Inland Empire Chamber Legislative 

Alliance 
Inland Empire Economic Partnership 
Lp Building Solutions 
Mendocino Forest Products 
Menifee Valley Chamber of Commerce 
Moreno Valley Chamber of Commerce 
Murrieta Wildomar Chamber of 

Commerce 
Pacific Forest Trust 
Perris Valley Chamber of Commerce 
Pomona Chamber of Commerce 
Rancho Cucamonga Chamber of 

Commerce 
Redlands Chamber of Commerce 
Rural County Representatives of 

California 
Temecula Valley Chamber of 

Commerce 
The Nature Conservancy 
The Watershed Research and Training 

Center 
Upland Chamber of Commerce 
Western United Dairymen 

 
OPPOSITION 
Center for Biological Diversity 
Sierra Club 
 
 

-- END -- 
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The California Forest Watershed Alliance (CAFWA) is an urban-rural coalition representing water 
interests, local governments, the conservation community, agriculture, and the forestry sector, created to 
promote the restoration and improvement of California’s forested watersheds.  For more information, visit 

www.caforestsandwatersheds.org. 

 

 

 

       

June 7, 2022 

The Honorable Nancy Skinner, Chair, Budget Committee 
The Honorable Bob Wieckowski, Chair, Budget Sub-Committee on  
   Resources, Environmental Protection, Energy and Transportation 
1020 N Street, Room 502 
Sacramento, CA 95814  

The Honorable Philip Ting, Chair, Budget Committee 
The Honorable Richard Bloom, Chair, Budget Sub-Committee on  
   Resources and Transportation 
1021 N Street, Room 8230 
Sacramento, CA 95814  
 
RE: Forest Health CEQA and NEPA Streamlining Trailer Bill Language - SUPPORT 
 
Dear Senators Wieckowski and Skinner, and Assembly Members Bloom and Ting:  
 
The California Forest Watershed Alliance (CAFWA) is a unique coalition of diverse 
interests including organizations that represent water, environment, local government, 
timber, and agricultural interests all dedicated to finding solutions to California’s every-
growing forest health and wildfire problem. The members of CAFWA are:  

• Association of California Water Agencies (ACWA);  
• California Farm Bureau Federation (CFBF);  
• California Forestry Association (Cal Forests);  
• The Nature Conservancy (TNC); and  
• Rural County Representatives of California (RCRC). 

 
Since its founding in 2014, CAFWA members have been working together to seek new 
ways to promote proactive, science-based, and ecologically sound forest management 
practices that will reduce the risk of destructive megafires. Our goal is to protect our 
forests, our natural resources, and our local economies and communities by accelerating 
the pace and scale of forest restoration. 
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Improving forest stewardship in California has been challenging, especially given the 
multi-jurisdictional management of the state 33 million acres of forestlands. In recognition 
of this complexity, the Newsom Administration signed a Memorandum of Understanding 
(MOU) with the U.S. Forest Service in August 2020, in which both parties agreed to 
“maintain and restore healthy forests and rangelands that reduce public safety risks, 
protect natural and built infrastructure and enhance ecological habitat and biological 
diversity.” In addition to the MOU, the Wildfire and Forest Resilience Task Force released 
in January 2021, California’s Wildfire and Forest Resilience Action Plan (Action Plan). 
The Action Plan incorporates elements of the MOU and is designed to “strategically 
accelerate” efforts to restore the health and resilience of the state’s forests, grasslands, 
and natural places; improve the fire safety of communities in the state; and sustain the 
economic vitality of rural forested areas. One goal of the Action Plan seeks to increase 
treatment on federal lands. 
 
Senate Bill 901 (Dodd: Chapter 626, Statues of 2018) – a comprehensive omnibus wildfire 
and utility bill – created a federal lands California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 
exemption, which will sunset January 1, 2023. This tool exempts wildfire reduction 
projects from the CEQA review process undertaken on federal lands that have already 
completed a National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) review. To date, this exemption 
has been helpful in preventing duplicative analysis and unnecessary delay, and this trailer 
bill language would provide continued use for the efficient implementation of forests 
restoration actions on federal lands in California.  
 
Collectively, this trailer bill language seeks to make it easier for the state to partner with 
the federal government to treat federal lands to reduce the number of acres affected by 
high-severity wildfire, and expands eligible activities for the exemption to support post fire 
recovery efforts. Specifically, this trailer bill language would: 
 

• Make the exemption permanent. 
 

• Expand the list of projects eligible for the CEQA exemption beyond prescribed fire, 
thinning, and fuel reduction to include reforestation, habitat restoration, and 
ancillary activities necessary to undertake any these activities. 

 
• Expand the eligible lands for which this CEQA exemption would apply to any lands, 

not just federal lands, where NEPA has been completed for an eligible, proposed 
project. This would apply to any eligible projects on state, local, tribal, or private 
lands for which the federal government provides funding, since providing funding 
would trigger NEPA. 

 
• Eliminate the requirement that the California Department of Forestry and Fire 

Protection (CAL FIRE) report the use of the exemption to the Legislature and 
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instead require lead agencies to file notices of exemption with the Governor’s 
Office of Planning and Research and the relevant county clerk. 
 

• Eliminate the requirement that the California Natural Resources Agency Secretary 
annually certify that NEPA and other relevant federal forest management laws 
have not been substantially changed in the last year and instead authorize the 
Secretary to report those changes to the Legislature. 
 

California’s wildfire seasons have grown larger and more severe, and extended periods 
of drought resulting from a changing climate has exacerbated the need to increase the 
pace and scale of various fuel reduction projects. It is critically important for the state and 
federal government to work together to address forest health and reduce wildfire risk in a 
cohesive fashion across forest and wildland landscapes. The trailer bill language helps 
avoid unnecessary delay and ensure that forest health projects on federal land can move 
forward quickly and help the shared stewardship of California’s forests. 

The CAFWA organizations have a vested interested in ensuring the state’s investments 
in wildfire prevention, suppression, and forest recovery are sufficient to mitigate and 
prevent the type of catastrophic wildfires that have plagued the state over the past several 
years and continue to assist in achieve the states climate goals.  

 
Sincerely,

 
  
 
Staci Heaton, Senior Policy Advocate  Jay Ziegler, Director 
Rural County Representatives of California  External Affairs and Policy 

The Nature Conservancy 
 

 
 
 
Matt Dias, President Julia Bishop Hall, Senior Legislative Advocate 
California Forestry Association  Association of California Water Agencies   
 
 
 
 
Peter Ansel, Governmental Affairs Advocate  
California Farm Bureau Federation   
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An act to amend Section 4799.05 of the Public Resources Code, relating
to forestry.
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THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DO ENACT AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION l. Section 4799.05 of the Public Resources Code is amended to
read:

4799.05. (a) (1) The director may provide grants to, or enter into contracts or
other cooperative agreements with, entities, including, but not limited to, private or
nongovemmental entities, Native American tribes, or local, state, and federal public
agencies, for the implementation and administration of projects and programs to improve
forest health and reduce greenhouse gas emissions.

(2) (A) director may authorize advance payments
to a nonprofltorganization, a local agency, a special district, a private forest landowner,
or a Native American tribe from a grant awarded pursuant to this section. No single
advance payment shall exceed 25 percent of the total grant award.

(B) (D The grantee shall expend the funds from the advance payment within six
months of receipt, unless the department waives this requirement.

(ii) The grantee shall file an accountability report with the department four
months from the date of receiving the funds and every four months thereafter.

(C) (D The department shall provide a report to the Legislature on or before
January 1,2023, on the outcome of the department's use of advance payments.

(iD A report submitted pursuant to this subparagraph shall be submitted in
compliance with Section9795 of the Government Code.

(iii) The requirement for submitting a report imposed under clause (i) is
inoperative on January 1 ,2027 ,pursuant to Section 10231.5 of the Government Code.

(b) AnV project or program described in this section that is funded with moneys
from the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund, created pursuant to Section 16428.8 of the
Govenuuent Code, shall comply with all statutory and program requiremcnts applicablc
to the use of moneys from the fund.

(c) Moneys appropriated to the department for landscape-scale projects shall be
allocated as follows:

(l) To subsidize the removal of small diameter material, especially surface fuels
and ladder fuels, as well as dead trees, in order to help develop markets for beneficial
uses of the material, including, but not limited to, animal bedding, biochar,
cross-laminated timber, mulch, oriented strand board, pulp, post, shredding, and veneer
products.

(2) For multiple benefit projects, such as tree thinning, carbon sequestration,
forest resilience, and improved ecological outcome projects, including, but not limited
to, restoring watershed health and function and supporting biodiversity and wildlife
adaptation to climate change. The department shall give grant funding priority to
landowners who practice uneven aged forest management with a resilient forest of
diverse age, size, and species class within the boundaries of the project and whose
activities are conducted pursuant to an approved timber harvest plan, nonindustrial
timber harvest plan, or working forest management plan. An application for a grant
foraprojectunderthis@shallincludeadescriptionofhowthe
proposed project will increase average stem diameter and provide other site-specific
improvement to forest complexity, as demonstrated by the expansion of the variety of
tree age classes and species persisting for a period of at least 50 years. The department
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(d) (
prescribed

I Division 13 (

shall also give funding priority to landowners who agree to long-term forest management
goals prescribed by the department.

Q) For activities on national forest lands to increase tree stand heterogeneity,
cleate forest openings of less than one acre, and increase average tree stand diameter
ofresidualtrees.Anygrantsorovidedunderthis@sha1lbe
qpploved bV tle department, ill collaboration with appropriate state agencies, including
the State Air Resources Board.

with Section 21000) does not apply to
or fuel

wildfire that have reviewed under
.4321) if eitherof 1969 (42 U.S.C. Sec

^ - (A) The primary role of a state or local agency is providing funding or staffing
for those projects.

Secretary of the

affiende*
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Chapter 240 of the Statutes of 2021.

-sBc.z.NoreimbursementisrequiredbythisactpursuanttoSection6of

Article XIII B of the California Constitution because a local agency or school district
has the authority to levy service charges, fees, or assessments sufficieni_to p.ay for the
program or levei of service mandated by this act, within the meaning of Section 17 556
of the Government Code. 

_ 0 _

out
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Bill No.
as introducod, _.
General Subject: Foresfiry: Califomia Environmental QualityAct: exemption: prescribed
fire, thinning, and fuel reduction projects.

UNBACKED 05/26122 03:33 PM
RN 22 14478 PAGE I92397

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL'S DIGEST

Existing law authorizes the Director of Forestry and Fire Protection to provide
grants to, or enter into contracts or other cooperative agreements with, various entities
for the implementation and administration of projects and programs to improve forest
health and reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Existing law authorizes the director, until
January 1,2024,to authorize advance payments to certain entities from grants awarded.

This bill would extend indefinitely the authority of the director to authorize those
advance payments.

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires a lead agency, as
defined, to prepare, or cause to be prepared, and certifii the completion of an
environmental impact report on a project that it proposes to carry out or approve that
may have a significant effect on the environment or to adopt a negative declaration if
the lead agenry finds that the project will not have that effEct. CEQA also requires a
lead agency to prepare a mitigated negative declaration for a project that may have a
significant effect on the environment if revisions in the project would avoid or mitigate
that effect and there is no substantial evidence that the project, as revised, would have
a significant effect on the environment.

Existing law exempts from the requirements of CEQAprescribed fire, thinning,
and fuel reduction projects, including the issuance of permits or other approvals for
those projects, undertaken on federal lands to reduce the risk of high-severity wildfire
that have been reviewed under the federal National Environmental Policy Act of 1969
(NEPA) if certain conditions are met. Existing law requires the Department of Forestry
and Fire Protection to report to the relevant policy committees of the Legislature the
number of times this exemption is used. Existing law specifies that the exemption
remains operative only if the Secretary of the Natural Resources Agency certifies on
or before January I of each year that NEPA or other federal laws that affect the
management of federal forest lands in California have not been substantially amended.
Existing law makes the exemption inoperative on January 1,2023.

This bill would extend the operation of this CEQA exemption indefinitely, and
would eliminate the Secretary's certification condition and the department's reporting
duties relating to the exemption. The bill would expand the exemption to include
reforestation and habitat restoration projects, as well as ancillary activities necessary
to undertake those projects and projects exempted under existing law. If the lead agency
determines that the exemption applies to a project and determines to approve or carry
out the project, the bill would require the lead agency to file a notice of exemption, as
provided. Because the bill would expand the duties of a lead agency to determine the
applicability of the exemption and would require the lead agency to file a notice of
exemption, this bill would impose a state-mandated local program. The bill would
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authorize the secretary if the secretary determines that NEPA or other federal laws
that affect the managernent of federal forest lands in California have been substantially
amended, to report ihose amendments to the relevant policy committees of the
Legislature.- This bill would exempt from the requirements of CEQA any discretionary
approval necessary to carrybut or implement tribal funding programs that are_subject
to the consideration of, andwithin the purview of, the Tribal Natural Resources Council,
and tribal cultural burn and tribal wildfire frrnding authorized by the BudgetAct of
2021. Because a lead agency would be required to determine the applicability of this
exemption to a project, this bill would impose a state-mandated local program.

-The 
California Constitution requires the state to reimburse local agencies and

school districts for certain costs mandated by the state. Statutory provisions establish
procedures for making that reimbursement.- 

This bill would provide that no reimbursement is required by this act for a
specified reason.

Vote: majority. Appropriation: no. Fiscal committee: yes. State-mandated local
program: yes.
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 BACKGROUND ON THE GIANT SEQUOIA CRISIS 

       THE SOS ACT 

 SAVE OUR SEQUOIAS ACT 
 

Led by Representatives Kevin McCarthy (R-CA) and Scott Peters (D-CA), the 

bipartisan Save Our Sequoias (SOS) Act provides a comprehensive response 

to address imminent threats facing the iconic Giant Sequoias. The bill 

improves interagency coordination, utilizes robust scientific analysis to triage 

high priority Giant Sequoia groves, expedites forest restoration projects by 

codifying and streamlining existing emergency procedures, and provides 

substantial new tools and resources to land managers.  

 

 
 

 

Giant Sequoias are the largest trees on Earth and solely found in roughly 70 groves 

across 37,000 acres in California. They are world-renowned for their size and ancient 

lifespan and provide significant ecological, scientific, and cultural benefits. Giant 

Sequoias are extremely fire-resilient and were once considered virtually indestructible.  
 

However, over a century of fire suppression and mismanagement created a massive 

build-up of hazardous fuels around the Giant Sequoias, leading to unnaturally intense, 

high-severity wildfires. Since 2015, these fires have caused unprecedented destruction 

and in the last two years alone, have destroyed nearly one-fifth of all Giant Sequoias. 

This emergency facing Giant Sequoias is unprecedented – the last recorded evidence 

of mass Giant Sequoia mortality occurred in 1297 A.D., over seven centuries ago.  
 

Without urgent action, wildfires could eliminate countless more iconic Giant 

Sequoias in the coming years. Despite this crisis, federal land managers have not been 

able to increase the pace and scale of treatments necessary to restore Giant Sequoia 

resiliency to wildfires. At its current pace, it would take the U.S. Forest Service 

approximately 52 years to treat just their 19 most at-risk Giant Sequoia groves. 

Accelerating science-based forest treatments will not only improve the resilience of 

Giant Sequoias but also enhance air and water quality, reduce carbon emissions, and 

protect critical habitat for important species like the Pacific Fisher.  

 

 
 

The SOS Act will provide land managers with the emergency tools and resources 

needed to save the remaining Giant Sequoias. The bill would: 
 

• Enhance coordination between Federal, State, Tribal, and local land managers 

through shared stewardship agreements and the codification of the Giant Sequoia 

Lands Coalition, a partnership between the current Giant Sequoia managers.  

• Create a Giant Sequoia Health and Resiliency Assessment to prioritize and inform 

forest management projects, track project implementation, and study Giant Sequoia 

health and resiliency over time. 

• Provide funding and establish a new grant program to support the implementation 

of hazardous fuels reduction treatments in and around Giant Sequoia groves. 

• Declare an emergency to codify existing emergency procedures, expedite 

environmental reviews and consultations, and maintain robust scientific analysis. 

• Provide authority to the National Park Foundation and National Forest Foundation 

to accept private donations to facilitate Giant Sequoia restoration and resiliency.  

• Establish a comprehensive reforestation strategy to regenerate Giant  

Sequoias in groves destroyed by recent catastrophic wildfires.   
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(Original Signature of Member) 

117TH CONGRESS 
2D SESSION H. R. ll 

To improve the health and resiliency of giant sequoias, and for other purposes. 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Mr. MCCARTHY introduced the following bill; which was referred to the 

Committee on lllllllllllllll 

A BILL 
To improve the health and resiliency of giant sequoias, and 

for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa-1

tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 2

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 3

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as the 4

‘‘Save Our Sequoias Act’’. 5

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.— 6

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 

Sec. 2. Definitions. 

Sec. 3. Shared stewardship agreement for giant sequoias. 

Sec. 4. Giant Sequoia Lands Coalition. 

Sec. 5. Giant Sequoia Health and Resiliency Assessment. 

Sec. 6. Giant sequoia emergency response. 

Sec. 7. Giant Sequoia Reforestation and Rehabilitation Strategy. 
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2 

Sec. 8. Giant Sequoia Strike Teams. 

Sec. 9. Giant sequoia collaborative restoration grants. 

Sec. 10. Good Neighbor Authority for giant sequoias. 

Sec. 11. Stewardship contracting for giant sequoias. 

Sec. 12. Giant Sequoia Emergency Protection Program and Fund. 

Sec. 13. Authorization of appropriations. 

SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 1

In this Act: 2

(1) ASSESSMENT.—The term ‘‘Assessment’’ 3

means the Giant Sequoia Health and Resiliency As-4

sessment required by section 5. 5

(2) COALITION.—The term ‘‘Coalition’’ means 6

the Giant Sequoia Lands Coalition established under 7

section 4. 8

(3) COLLABORATIVE PROCESS.—The term ‘‘col-9

laborative process’’ means a process relating to the 10

management of National Forest System lands or 11

public lands by which a project or forest manage-12

ment activity is developed and implemented by the 13

Secretary concerned through collaboration with mul-14

tiple interested persons representing diverse inter-15

ests. 16

(4) COVERED NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM 17

LANDS.—The term ‘‘covered National Forest System 18

lands’’ means the proclaimed National Forest Sys-19

tem lands reserved or withdrawn from the public do-20

main of the United States covering the Sequoia Na-21

tional Forest and Giant Sequoia National Monu-22
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3 

ment, Sierra National Forest, and Tahoe National 1

Forest. 2

(5) GIANT SEQUOIA.—The term ‘‘giant se-3

quoia’’ means a tree of the species Sequoiadendron 4

giganteum. 5

(6) GROVE-SPECIFIC HAZARDOUS FUELS RE-6

DUCTION PLAN.—The term ‘‘grove-specific haz-7

ardous fuels reduction plan’’ means a plan developed 8

by the applicable land management agency prior to 9

conducting an analysis under the National Environ-10

mental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) to ad-11

dress hazardous fuels in 1 or more giant sequoia 12

groves. 13

(7) PROTECTION PROJECT.—The term ‘‘Protec-14

tion Project’’ means a Giant Sequoia Protection 15

Project carried out under section 6. 16

(8) PUBLIC LANDS.—The term ‘‘public lands’’ 17

means— 18

(A) the Case Mountain Extensive Recre-19

ation Management Area in California managed 20

by the Bureau of Land Management; and 21

(B) Kings Canyon National Park, Sequoia 22

National Park, and Yosemite National Park in 23

California managed by the National Park Serv-24

ice. 25
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4 

(9) REFORESTATION.—The term ‘‘reforest-1

ation’’ means the act of renewing tree cover by es-2

tablishing young trees through natural regeneration, 3

artificial or natural regeneration with site prepara-4

tion, planting or direct seeding, or vegetation com-5

petition control following artificial or natural regen-6

eration. 7

(10) REHABILITATION.—The term ‘‘rehabilita-8

tion’’ means any action taken during the 5-year pe-9

riod beginning on the last day of a wildland fire to 10

repair or improve fire-impacted lands which are un-11

likely to recover to management-approved conditions. 12

(11) RELEVANT CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-13

TEES.—The term ‘‘relevant Congressional Commit-14

tees’’ means— 15

(A) the Committees on Natural Resources, 16

Agriculture, and Appropriations of the House of 17

Representatives; and 18

(B) the Committees on Energy and Nat-19

ural Resources, Agriculture, Nutrition, and 20

Forestry, and Appropriations of the Senate. 21

(12) RESPONSIBLE OFFICIAL.—The term ‘‘re-22

sponsible official’’ means an employee of the Depart-23

ment of the Interior or Forest Service who has the 24
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5 

authority to make and implement a decision on a 1

proposed action. 2

(13) SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘Secretary’’ 3

means the Secretary of the Interior. 4

(14) SECRETARY CONCERNED.—The term 5

‘‘Secretary concerned’’ means— 6

(A) the Secretary of Agriculture, with re-7

spect to covered National Forest System lands, 8

or their designee; and 9

(B) the Secretary of the Interior, with re-10

spect to public lands, or their designee. 11

(15) STRATEGY.—The term ‘‘Strategy’’ means 12

the Giant Sequoia Reforestation and Rehabilitation 13

Strategy established under section 7. 14

(16) STRIKE TEAM.—The term ‘‘Strike Team’’ 15

means a Giant Sequoia Strike Team established 16

under section 8. 17

(17) TRIBE.—The term ‘‘Tribe’’ means the 18

Tule River Indian Tribe of the Tule River Reserva-19

tion, California. 20

SEC. 3. SHARED STEWARDSHIP AGREEMENT FOR GIANT SE-21

QUOIAS. 22

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days after re-23

ceiving a request from the Governor of the State of Cali-24

fornia or the Tribe, the Secretary shall enter into an 25
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6 

agreement with the Secretary of Agriculture, the Governor 1

of the State of California, and the Tribe to jointly carry 2

out the following: 3

(1) Not later than 30 days after entering into 4

the agreement, establish the Giant Sequoia Lands 5

Coalition or certify an existing group meeting the re-6

quirements of section 4(b) as the Giant Sequoia 7

Lands Coalition. 8

(2) Not later than 120 days after the Giant Se-9

quoia Lands Coalition submits the Assessment under 10

section 5, conduct Protection Projects under section 11

6. 12

(3) Not later than 120 days after entering into 13

the agreement, begin implementing the Giant Se-14

quoia Reforestation and Rehabilitation Strategy 15

under section 7. 16

(b) PARTICIPATION.— 17

(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Secretary has not re-18

ceived a request from the Governor of the State of 19

California or the Tribe under subsection (a) before 20

the date that is 90 days after the date of enactment 21

of this Act, the Secretary shall enter into the agree-22

ment under subsection (a) and jointly implement 23

such agreement with the Secretary of Agriculture. 24
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7 

(2) FUTURE PARTICIPATION.—If the Secretary 1

receives a request from the Governor of the State of 2

California or the Tribe any time after entering into 3

the agreement with the Secretary of Agriculture 4

under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall accept the 5

Governor of the State of California or the Tribe as 6

a party to such agreement. 7

SEC. 4. GIANT SEQUOIA LANDS COALITION. 8

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.— 9

(1) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with the 10

timeline and agreement established in section 11

3(a)(1), the Secretary, in consultation with the par-12

ties to such agreement, shall establish, and appoint 13

members to, the Giant Sequoia Lands Coalition. 14

(2) EXISTING COALITION.—A previously estab-15

lished group that meets the membership require-16

ments under subsection (b) may be designated by 17

the Secretary as the Coalition under paragraph (1) 18

if the parties to the agreement established under 19

section 3 approve such designation. 20

(b) MEMBERSHIP.— 21

(1) MEMBERS.—The Secretary shall appoint to 22

the Coalition 1 member from each of— 23
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8 

(A) the National Park Service, rep-1

resenting Sequoia and Kings Canyon National 2

Parks; 3

(B) the National Park Service, rep-4

resenting Yosemite National Park; 5

(C) the Forest Service, representing Se-6

quoia National Forest and Giant Sequoia Na-7

tional Monument; 8

(D) the Forest Service, representing Sierra 9

National Forest; 10

(E) the Forest Service, representing Tahoe 11

National Forest; 12

(F) the Bureau of Land Management, rep-13

resenting Case Mountain Extensive Recreation 14

Management Area; 15

(G) the Tribe, representing the Black 16

Mountain Grove; 17

(H) the State of California, representing 18

Calaveras Big Trees State Park; 19

(I) the State of California, representing 20

Mountain Home Demonstration State Forest; 21

(J) an academic institution with dem-22

onstrated experience managing and owning a 23

giant sequoia grove, representing Whitaker’s 24

Research Forest; and 25
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9 

(K) the County of Tulare, California, rep-1

resenting Balch Park. 2

(2) AFFILIATE PARTNERS.—The Coalition may 3

designate organizations or agencies with dem-4

onstrated experience and knowledge on giant sequoia 5

management and resiliency as affiliate partners of 6

the Coalition to enhance the work of the Coalition 7

under subsection (c). 8

(3) LOCAL GOVERNMENT PARTICIPATION.— 9

Upon the written request of a local government in 10

California whose jurisdictional boundaries encompass 11

at least 1 giant sequoia grove, the Secretary shall 12

appoint 1 member from such government to serve as 13

a member of the Coalition, subject to the same re-14

quirements outlined in this section. 15

(4) TERM.— 16

(A) LENGTH.—The term of an appoint-17

ment as a member of the Coalition shall be 5 18

years. 19

(B) LIMIT.—Members of the Coalition may 20

serve no more than 2 terms. 21

(5) VACANCY.—The Secretary shall appoint a 22

new member to fill a vacancy on the Coalition not 23

later than 6 months after the date on which such va-24

cancy occurs. 25
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10 

(6) DECISIONS.—Decisions of the Coalition 1

shall be made by majority vote, a quorum of 6 mem-2

bers of the Coalition being present. 3

(7) MEETINGS.— 4

(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 60 days 5

after all members of the Coalition are appointed 6

under subsection (a), the Coalition shall hold its 7

first meeting. 8

(B) REGULAR MEETINGS.—The Coalition 9

shall meet not less than twice per year. 10

(8) PRIORITY.—The Secretary shall appoint 11

members under subsection (b)(1) who have a dem-12

onstrated experience and knowledge on managing 13

giant sequoia groves. 14

(c) DUTIES.—The duties of the Coalition are to— 15

(1) carry out the Assessment under section 5; 16

(2) observe implementation, and provide policy 17

recommendations to the Secretary, with respect to— 18

(A) Protection Projects carried out under 19

section 6; and 20

(B) the Strategy established under section 21

7; 22

(3) facilitate collaboration and coordination on 23

Protection Projects, particularly projects that cross 24

jurisdictional boundaries; 25
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11 

(4) facilitate information sharing, including best 1

available science as described in section 5(c) and 2

mapping resources; and 3

(5) support the development and dissemination 4

of educational materials and programs that inform 5

the public about the threats to the health and resil-6

iency of giant sequoia groves and actions being 7

taken to reduce the risk to such groves from high- 8

severity wildfire, insects, and drought. 9

(d) PAY AND EXPENSES.— 10

(1) COMPENSATION.— 11

(A) FEDERAL EMPLOYEE MEMBERS.—All 12

members of the Coalition who are officers or 13

employees of the United States shall serve with-14

out compensation in addition to that received 15

for their services as officers or employees of the 16

United States. 17

(B) NON-FEDERAL EMPLOYEE MEM-18

BERS.—All members of the Coalition not de-19

scribed in subparagraph (A) shall serve without 20

compensation. 21

(2) REIMBURSEMENT.—A member of the Coali-22

tion may be reimbursed for travel and lodging ex-23

penses incurred while attending a meeting of the Co-24

alition or any other meeting of members approved 25
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12 

for reimbursement by the Coalition in the same 1

amounts and under the same conditions as Federal 2

employees under section 5703 of title 5, United 3

States Code. 4

(3) EXPENSES.—The Secretary may pay the 5

expenses of the Coalition that the Secretary deter-6

mines to be reasonable and appropriate. 7

(4) ADMINISTRATIVE SUPPORT, TECHNICAL 8

SERVICES, AND STAFF SUPPORT.—The Secretary 9

shall make personnel of the Department of the Inte-10

rior available to the Coalition for administrative sup-11

port, technical services, development and dissemina-12

tion of educational materials, and staff support that 13

the Secretary determines necessary to carry out this 14

section. 15

(e) FEDERAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ACT.—The 16

Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall not 17

apply to the Coalition. 18

SEC. 5. GIANT SEQUOIA HEALTH AND RESILIENCY ASSESS-19

MENT. 20

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days after the 21

first meeting of the Coalition, the Coalition shall submit 22

to the relevant Congressional Committees a Giant Sequoia 23

Health and Resiliency Assessment that, based on the best 24

available science— 25
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(1) identifies— 1

(A) each giant sequoia grove that has ex-2

perienced a— 3

(i) stand-replacing disturbance; or 4

(ii) disturbance but continues to have 5

living giant sequoias within the grove, in-6

cluding identifying the tree mortality and 7

regeneration of giant sequoias within such 8

grove; 9

(B) each giant sequoia grove that is at 10

high risk of experiencing a stand-replacing dis-11

turbance; 12

(C) lands located near giant sequoia groves 13

that are at risk of experiencing high-severity 14

wildfires that could adversely impact such giant 15

sequoia groves; and 16

(D) each giant sequoia grove that has ex-17

perienced a disturbance and is unlikely to natu-18

rally regenerate and is in need of reforestation; 19

(2) analyzes the resiliency of each giant sequoia 20

grove to threats, such as— 21

(A) high-severity wildfire; 22

(B) insects, including beetle kill; and 23

(C) drought; 24

VerDate Nov 24 2008 13:33 Jun 02, 2022 Jkt 000000 PO 00000 Frm 00013 Fmt 6652 Sfmt 6201 C:\USERS\MFSRIBINDER\APPDATA\ROAMING\SOFTQUAD\XMETAL\11.0\GEN\C\SEQUO
June 2, 2022 (1:33 p.m.)

G:\CMTE\NR\17\MFS\SEQUOIAS_01.XML

g:\VHLC\060222\060222.021.xml           (840752|15)
54 of 85



14 

(3) with respect to Protection Projects, pro-1

poses a list of highest priority Protection Projects to 2

be carried out under section 6, giving priority to 3

projects located on lands identified under subpara-4

graphs (B) and (C) of subsection (a)(1); 5

(4) examines how historical, Tribal, or current 6

approaches to wildland fire suppression and forest 7

management activities across various jurisdictions 8

have impacted the health and resiliency of giant se-9

quoia groves with respect to— 10

(A) high-severity wildfires; 11

(B) insects, including beetle kill; and 12

(C) drought; and 13

(5) includes program and policy recommenda-14

tions that address— 15

(A) Federal and State policies that impede 16

activities to improve the health and resiliency of 17

giant sequoias and proposed policy changes to 18

address such impediments; 19

(B) new Federal and State policies nec-20

essary to increase the pace and scale of treat-21

ments that improve the health and resiliency of 22

giant sequoias; 23

(C) options to enhance communication, co-24

ordination, and collaboration, particularly for 25
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cross-boundary projects, to improve the health 1

and resiliency of giant sequoias; and 2

(D) research gaps that should be ad-3

dressed to improve the best available science on 4

the giant sequoias. 5

(b) ANNUAL UPDATES.—Not later than 1 year after 6

the submission of the Assessment under subsection (a), 7

and annually thereafter, the Coalition shall submit an up-8

dated Assessment to the relevant Congressional Commit-9

tees that— 10

(1) includes any new data, information, or best 11

available science that has changed or become avail-12

able since the previous Assessment was submitted; 13

(2) with respect to Protection Projects— 14

(A) includes information on the number of 15

Protection Projects initiated the previous year 16

and the estimated timeline for completing those 17

projects; 18

(B) includes information on the number of 19

Protection Projects planned in the upcoming 20

year and the estimated timeline for completing 21

those projects; 22

(C) provides status updates and long-term 23

monitoring reports on giant sequoia groves 24

after the completion of Protection Projects; 25
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(D) if the Secretary concerned failed to 1

initiate at least 1 Protection Project each in the 2

previous year, a written explanation that in-3

cludes— 4

(i) a detailed explanation of what im-5

pediments resulted in failing to initiate at 6

least 1 Protection Project; 7

(ii) a detailed explanation of what ac-8

tions the Secretary concerned is taking to 9

ensure that at least 1 Protection Project is 10

initiated the following year; and 11

(iii) recommendations to Congress on 12

any policies that need to be changed to as-13

sist the Secretary concerned in initiating 14

Protection Projects; and 15

(3) with respect to reforestation and rehabilita-16

tion of giant sequoias— 17

(A) contains updates on the implementa-18

tion of the Strategy under section 7, including 19

grove-level data on reforestation and rehabilita-20

tion activities; and 21

(B) provides status updates and moni-22

toring reports on giant sequoia groves that have 23

experienced natural or artificial regeneration as 24

part of the Strategy under section 7. 25
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(c) DASHBOARD.— 1

(1) REQUIREMENT TO MAINTAIN.—The Coali-2

tion shall create and maintain a website that— 3

(A) publishes the Assessment, annual up-4

dates to the Assessment, and other educational 5

materials developed by the Coalition; 6

(B) contains searchable information about 7

individual giant sequoia groves, including the— 8

(i) resiliency of such groves to threats 9

described in paragraphs (1) and (2) of 10

subsection (a); 11

(ii) Protection Projects that have been 12

proposed, initiated, or completed in such 13

groves; and 14

(iii) reforestation and rehabilitation 15

activities that have been proposed, initi-16

ated, or completed in such groves; and 17

(C) maintains a searchable database to 18

track— 19

(i) the status of Federal environ-20

mental reviews and authorizations for spe-21

cific Protection Projects and reforestation 22

and rehabilitation activities; and 23
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(ii) the projected cost of Protection 1

Projects and reforestation and rehabilita-2

tion activities. 3

(2) SEARCHABLE DATABASE.—The Coalition 4

shall include information on the status of Protection 5

Projects in the searchable database created under 6

paragraph (1)(C), including— 7

(A) a comprehensive permitting timetable; 8

(B) the status of the compliance of each 9

lead agency, cooperating agency, and partici-10

pating agency with the permitting timetable; 11

(C) any modifications of the permitting 12

timetable required under subparagraph (A), in-13

cluding an explanation as to why the permitting 14

timetable was modified; and 15

(D) information about project-related pub-16

lic meetings, public hearings, and public com-17

ment periods, which shall be presented in 18

English and the predominant language of the 19

community or communities most affected by the 20

project, as that information becomes available. 21

(d) BEST AVAILABLE SCIENCE.—In utilizing the best 22

available science for the Assessment, the Coalition shall 23

include— 24
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(1) data and peer-reviewed research from aca-1

demic institutions with a demonstrated history of 2

studying giant sequoias and with experience ana-3

lyzing distinct management strategies to improve 4

giant sequoia resiliency; 5

(2) traditional ecological knowledge from the 6

Tribe related to improving the health and resiliency 7

of giant sequoia groves; and 8

(3) data from Federal, State, Tribal, and local 9

governments or agencies. 10

(e) TECHNOLOGY IMPROVEMENTS.—In carrying out 11

this section, the Secretary may enter into memorandums 12

of understanding or agreements with other Federal agen-13

cies or departments, State or local governments, Tribal 14

governments, private entities, or academic institutions to 15

improve, with respect to the Assessment, the use and inte-16

gration of— 17

(1) advanced remote sensing and geospatial 18

technologies; 19

(2) statistical modeling and analysis; or 20

(3) any other technology the Secretary deter-21

mines will benefit the quality of information used in 22

the Assessment. 23
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(f) PLANNING.—The Coalition shall make informa-1

tion from this Assessment available to the Secretary con-2

cerned and State of California to integrate into the— 3

(1) State of California’s Wildfire and Forest 4

Resilience Action Plan; and 5

(2) Forest Service’s 10-year Wildfire Crisis 6

Strategy (or successor plan). 7

(g) RELATION TO THE NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL 8

POLICY ACT OF 1969.—The development and submission 9

of the Assessment under subsection (a) shall not be sub-10

ject to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 11

U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 12

SEC. 6. GIANT SEQUOIA EMERGENCY RESPONSE. 13

(a) EMERGENCY RESPONSE TO PROTECT GIANT SE-14

QUOIAS.— 15

(1) IN GENERAL.— 16

(A) EMERGENCY DETERMINATION.—Con-17

gress determines that— 18

(i) an emergency exists on public 19

lands and covered National Forest System 20

lands that makes it necessary to carry out 21

Protection Projects that take needed ac-22

tions to respond to the threat of wildfires, 23

insects, and drought to giant sequoias; and 24
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(ii) Protection Projects are necessary 1

to control the immediate impacts of the 2

emergency described in subparagraph (i) 3

and are needed to mitigate harm to life, 4

property, or important natural or cultural 5

resources on public lands and covered Na-6

tional Forest System lands. 7

(B) APPLICATION.—The emergency deter-8

mination established under subparagraph (A) 9

shall apply to all public lands and covered Na-10

tional Forest System lands. 11

(C) EFFECT.—The emergency determina-12

tion established under subparagraph (A) shall 13

go into effect on the date the Giant Sequoia 14

Lands Coalition submits the Assessment under 15

section 5. 16

(D) EXPIRATION.—The emergency deter-17

mination established under subparagraph (A) 18

shall expire on the date that is 10 years after 19

the effective date of the emergency determina-20

tion established in paragraph (C). 21

(2) IMPLEMENTATION.—While the emergency 22

determination established under subsection (a) is in 23

effect— 24
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(A) a responsible official may carry out a 1

Protection Project described by paragraph (4) 2

before initiating— 3

(i) an analysis under section 102 of 4

the National Environmental Policy Act of 5

1969 (42 U.S.C. 4332); 6

(ii) consultation under section 7 of the 7

Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 8

U.S.C. 1536); and 9

(iii) consultation under section 106 of 10

the National Historic Preservation Act (16 11

U.S.C. 470(f)); and 12

(B) the rules established under subsections 13

(d) and (e) section 40807 of the Infrastructure 14

Investment and Jobs Act (16 U.S.C. 6592c(d) 15

and (e)) shall apply with respect to Protection 16

Projects by substituting ‘‘Protection Projects’’ 17

for ‘‘authorized emergency action under this 18

section’’ each place it appears in such sub-19

sections; and 20

(C) Protection Projects shall be subject to 21

the requirements of section 106 of title I of the 22

Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003 (16 23

U.S.C. 6511 et seq.). 24
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(3) PROTECTION PROJECTS.—The responsible 1

official shall carry out the following forest manage-2

ment activities as Protection Projects under the 3

emergency determination under this section: 4

(A) Activities recommended by the Assess-5

ment under section 5. 6

(B) Conducting hazardous fuels manage-7

ment, including mechanical thinning, mastica-8

tion, and prescribed burning. 9

(C) Removing hazard trees, dead trees, 10

dying trees, or trees at risk of dying, as deter-11

mined by the responsible official. 12

(D) Removing trees to address over-13

stocking or crowding in a forest stand, con-14

sistent with the appropriate basal area of the 15

forest stand as determined by the responsible 16

official. 17

(E) Activities included in the applicable 18

grove-specific hazardous fuels reduction plan. 19

(F) Using chemical treatments to address 20

insects and disease and control vegetation com-21

petition. 22

(G) Any combination of activities described 23

in this paragraph. 24

(4) REQUIREMENTS.— 25
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(A) IN GENERAL.—Protection Projects 1

carried out under paragraph (3) and reforest-2

ation and rehabilitation activities carried out 3

under this Act that are described by subpara-4

graph (D) are a category of actions hereby des-5

ignated as being categorically excluded from the 6

preparation of an environmental assessment or 7

an environmental impact statement under sec-8

tion 102 of the National Environmental Policy 9

Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4332). 10

(B) AVAILABILITY.—The Secretary con-11

cerned shall use the categorical exclusion estab-12

lished under subparagraph (A) in accordance 13

with this section. 14

(C) INTERAGENCY COOPERATION.— 15

(i) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that 16

Protection Projects carried out under this 17

section are consistent with improving the 18

health and resiliency of critical habitat for 19

threatened and endangered species, includ-20

ing the pacific fisher and California spot-21

ted owl. 22

(ii) CONSULTATION.—The informal 23

consultation requirements in sections 24

402.05 of title 50 and 800.12 of title 36, 25
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Code of Federal Regulations (or a suc-1

cessor regulation), shall apply to Protec-2

tion Projects. 3

(D) REQUIREMENTS.—A Protection 4

Project or reforestation or rehabilitation activity 5

is described by this subparagraph if such Pro-6

tection Project or reforestation or rehabilitation 7

activity— 8

(i) covers an area of no more than— 9

(I) 2,000 acres within giant se-10

quoia groves where a grove-specific 11

hazardous fuels reduction plan has 12

been developed by the relevant land 13

management agency or on lands iden-14

tified under section 5(a)(1)(B); and 15

(II) 3,000 acres on lands identi-16

fied under section 5(a)(1)(C); and 17

(ii) was— 18

(I) proposed by the Assessment 19

under section 5(a)(3); 20

(II) developed through a collabo-21

rative process; or 22

(III) proposed by a resource advi-23

sory committee (as defined in section 24

201 of the Secure Rural Schools and 25
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Community Self-Determination Act of 1

2000 (16 U.S.C. 7121)); and 2

(iii) occurs on Federal land or non-3

Federal land with the consent of the non- 4

Federal landowner. 5

(E) USE OF OTHER AUTHORITIES.—To the6

maximum extent practicable, the Secretary con-7

cerned shall use the authorities provided under 8

this section in combination with other authori-9

ties to carry out Protection Projects, includ-10

ing— 11

(i) good neighbor agreements entered12

into under section 8206 of the Agricultural 13

Act of 2014 (16 U.S.C. 2113a); and 14

(ii) stewardship contracting projects15

entered into under section 604 of the 16

Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003 17

(16 U.S.C. 6591c). 18

(F) SAVINGS CLAUSE.—With respect to19

joint Protection Projects and reforestation and 20

rehabilitation activities involving the Tribe, 21

nothing in this section shall be construed to add 22

any additional regulatory requirements onto the 23

Tribe. 24
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(b) IMPLEMENTATION.—To the maximum extent 1

practicable, the Secretary concerned shall initiate no fewer 2

than 1 Protection Project each year. 3

SEC. 7. GIANT SEQUOIA REFORESTATION AND REHABILITA-4

TION STRATEGY. 5

(a) REFORESTATION AND REHABILITATION STRAT-6

EGY.— 7

(1) IN GENERAL.—In accordance with the 8

timeline and agreement established in section 9

3(a)(3), the Secretary, in consultation with the par-10

ties to such agreement, shall develop and implement 11

a strategy, to be known as the Giant Sequoia Refor-12

estation and Rehabilitation Strategy, to enhance the 13

reforestation and rehabilitation of giant sequoia 14

groves that— 15

(A) identifies giant sequoia groves in need 16

of natural or artificial regeneration, giving 17

highest priority to groves identified under sec-18

tion 5(a)(1)(A)(i); 19

(B) creates a priority list of reforestation 20

and rehabilitation activities; 21

(C) identifies and addresses— 22

(i) barriers to reforestation or reha-23

bilitation including— 24

(I) regulatory barriers; 25

VerDate Nov 24 2008 13:33 Jun 02, 2022 Jkt 000000 PO 00000 Frm 00027 Fmt 6652 Sfmt 6201 C:\USERS\MFSRIBINDER\APPDATA\ROAMING\SOFTQUAD\XMETAL\11.0\GEN\C\SEQUO
June 2, 2022 (1:33 p.m.)

G:\CMTE\NR\17\MFS\SEQUOIAS_01.XML

g:\VHLC\060222\060222.021.xml           (840752|15)
68 of 85



28 

(II) seedling shortages or related 1

nursery infrastructure capacity con-2

straints; 3

(III) labor and workforce short-4

ages; 5

(IV) technology and science gaps; 6

and 7

(V) site preparation challenges; 8

(ii) potential public-private partner-9

ship opportunities to complete high-priority 10

reforestation or rehabilitation projects; 11

(iii) a timeline for addressing the 12

backlog of reforestation for giant sequoias 13

in the 10-year period after the agreement 14

is entered into under section 3; and 15

(iv) strategies to ensure genetic diver-16

sity across giant sequoia groves; and 17

(D) includes program and policy rec-18

ommendations needed to improve the efficiency 19

or effectiveness of the Strategy. 20

(2) ASSESSMENT.—The Secretary may incor-21

porate the Strategy into the Assessment under sec-22

tion 5. 23

(b) PRIORITY REFORESTATION PROJECTS AMEND-24

MENT.—Section 3(e)(4)(C)(ii)(I) of the Forest and 25
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Rangeland Renewable Resources Planning Act of 1974 1

(16 U.S.C. 1601(e)(4)(C)(ii)(I)) is amended— 2

(1) in item (bb), by striking ‘‘and’’; 3

(2) in item (cc), by striking the period and in-4

serting ‘‘; and’’; and 5

(3) by adding at the end the following: 6

‘‘(dd) shall include reforest-7

ation and rehabilitation activities 8

conducted under section 7 of the 9

Save Our Sequoias Act.’’. 10

(c) IMPLEMENTATION.—Section 4(d)(1) of the Wil-11

derness Act (16 U.S.C. 1133(d)) is amended by inserting 12

‘‘Nothing in this Act shall restrict or prohibit the Sec-13

retary of the Interior or Secretary of Agriculture from 14

conducting reforestation (as such term is defined in sec-15

tion 2 of the Save Our Sequoias Act) activities to reestab-16

lish giant sequoias following a wildfire.’’ after the period 17

at the end. 18

SEC. 8. GIANT SEQUOIA STRIKE TEAMS. 19

(a) GIANT SEQUOIA STRIKE TEAMS.— 20

(1) ESTABLISHMENT.—The Secretary con-21

cerned shall each establish a Giant Sequoia Strike 22

Team to assist the Secretary concerned with the im-23

plementation of— 24

(A) primarily, section 6; and 25
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(B) secondarily, section 7. 1

(2) DUTIES.—Each Strike Team shall— 2

(A) assist the Secretary concerned with 3

any reviews, including analysis under the Na-4

tional Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 5

U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), consultations under the 6

National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (16 7

U.S.C. 470 et seq.), and consultations under 8

the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 9

1531 et seq.); 10

(B) implement any necessary site prepara-11

tion work in advance of or as part of a Protec-12

tion Project or reforestation or rehabilitation 13

activity; 14

(C) implement Protection Projects under 15

section 6; and 16

(D) implement reforestation or rehabilita-17

tion activities under section 7. 18

(3) MEMBERS.—The Secretary concerned may 19

appoint no more than 10 individuals each to serve 20

on a Strike Team comprised of— 21

(A) employees of the Department of the 22

Interior; 23

(B) employees of the Forest Service; 24
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(C) private contractors from any nonprofit 1

organization, State government, Tribal Govern-2

ment, local government, academic institution, or 3

private organization; and 4

(D) volunteers from any nonprofit organi-5

zation, State government, Tribal Government, 6

local government, academic institution, or pri-7

vate organization. 8

SEC. 9. GIANT SEQUOIA COLLABORATIVE RESTORATION9

GRANTS.10

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary, in consultation 11

with the parties to the agreement under section 3, shall 12

establish a program to award grants to eligible entities 13

to advance, facilitate, or improve giant sequoia health and 14

resiliency. 15

(b) ELIGIBLE ENTITY.—The Secretary may award 16

grants under this section to any nonprofit organization, 17

Tribal Government, local government, academic institu-18

tion, or private organization to help advance, facilitate, or 19

improve giant sequoia health and resiliency. 20

(c) PRIORITY.—In awarding grants under this sec-21

tion, the Secretary shall give priority to eligible entities 22

that— 23

(1) primarily, are likely to have the greatest im-24

pact on giant sequoia health and resiliency; and 25
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(2) secondarily— 1

(A) are small businesses, particularly in 2

rural areas; and 3

(B) create or support jobs, particularly in 4

rural areas. 5

(d) USE OF GRANT FUNDS.—Funds from grants 6

awarded under this section shall be used to— 7

(1) create, expand, or develop markets for haz-8

ardous fuels removed under section 6, including 9

markets for biomass and biochar; 10

(2) facilitate hazardous fuel removal under sec-11

tion 6, including by reducing the cost of trans-12

porting hazardous fuels removed as part of a Protec-13

tion Project; 14

(3) expand, enhance, develop, or create perma-15

nent or temporary facilities or land that can store or 16

process hazardous fuels removed under section 6; 17

and 18

(4) establish, develop, expand, enhance, or im-19

prove nursery capacity or infrastructure necessary to 20

facilitate the Strategy established under section 7. 21

SEC. 10. GOOD NEIGHBOR AUTHORITY FOR GIANT SE-22

QUOIAS.23

Section 8206 of the Agricultural Act of 2014 (16 24

U.S.C. 2113a) is amended— 25
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(1) in subsection (a)— 1

(A) in paragraph (4)(A)— 2

(i) in clause (ii), by striking ‘‘and’’ at 3

the end; 4

(ii) by redesignating clause (iii) as 5

clause (iv); 6

(iii) by inserting after clause (ii) the 7

following: 8

‘‘(iii) activities conducted under sec-9

tion 6 of the Save Our Sequoias Act;’’; 10

(iv) in clause (iv), as so redesignated, 11

by striking the period at the end and in-12

serting ‘‘; or’’; and 13

(v) by adding at the end the following: 14

‘‘(v) any combination of activities 15

specified in clauses (i) through (iv).’’; and 16

(B) in paragraph (10)(B) by striking 17

‘‘land.’’ and inserting ‘‘land, Kings Canyon Na-18

tional Park, Sequoia National Park, and Yo-19

semite National Park.’’; and 20

(2) in subsection (b)(2), by amending subpara-21

graph (C) to read as follows— 22

‘‘(C) TREATMENT OF REVENUE.—Funds 23

received from the sale of timber by a Governor 24
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of a State under a good neighbor agreement 1

shall be retained and used by the Governor— 2

‘‘(i) to carry out authorized restora-3

tion services under such good neighbor 4

agreement; and 5

‘‘(ii) if there are funds remaining 6

after carrying out the services under clause 7

(i), to carry out authorized restoration 8

services within the State under other good 9

neighbor agreements.’’. 10

SEC. 11. STEWARDSHIP CONTRACTING FOR GIANT SE-11

QUOIAS. 12

(a) NATIONAL PARK SERVICE.—Section 604(a)(2) of 13

the Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 14

6591c(c)) is amended to read— 15

‘‘(2) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘Director’ means 16

the Director of the Bureau of Land Management 17

with respect to Bureau of Land Management lands 18

and the Director of the National Park Service with 19

respect to lands within Kings Canyon National 20

Park, Sequoia National Park, and Yosemite Na-21

tional Park.’’. 22

(b) GIANT SEQUOIA STEWARDSHIP CONTRACTS.— 23

Section 604(c) of the Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 24
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2003 (16 U.S.C. 6591c(c)) is amended by adding at the 1

end the following: 2

‘‘(8) Promoting the health and resiliency of 3

giant sequoias.’’. 4

SEC. 12. GIANT SEQUOIA EMERGENCY PROTECTION PRO-5

GRAM AND FUND. 6

(a) IN GENERAL.—Chapter 1011 of title 54, United 7

States Code, is amended by inserting at the end the fol-8

lowing: 9

‘‘§ 101123. Giant Sequoia Emergency Protection Pro-10

gram and Fund 11

‘‘(a) GIANT SEQUOIA EMERGENCY PROTECTION 12

PROGRAM.—The National Park Foundation, in coordina-13

tion with the National Forest Foundation, shall design 14

and implement a comprehensive program to assist and 15

promote philanthropic programs of support that benefit— 16

‘‘(1) primarily, the management and conserva-17

tion of giant sequoias on National Park Service and 18

covered National Forest System lands to promote re-19

siliency to wildfires, insects, and drought; and 20

‘‘(2) secondarily, the reforestation of giant se-21

quoias on National Park Service and covered Na-22

tional Forest System lands impacted by wildfire. 23

‘‘(b) GIANT SEQUOIA EMERGENCY PROTECTION 24

FUND.—The National Park Foundation, in coordination 25
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with the National Forest Foundation, shall establish a 1

joint special account to be known as the Giant Sequoia 2

Emergency Protection Fund (referred to as ‘the Fund’ in 3

this section), to be administered in support of the program 4

established under subsection (a). 5

‘‘(1) FUNDS FOR GIANT SEQUOIA EMERGENCY 6

PROTECTION.—The following shall apply to the 7

Fund: 8

‘‘(A) The Fund shall consist of any gifts, 9

devises, or bequests that are provided to the 10

National Park Foundation or National Forest 11

Foundation for such purpose. 12

‘‘(B) The National Park Foundation and 13

National Forest Foundation shall deposit any 14

funds received for the Fund in a federally in-15

sured interest-bearing account or may invest 16

funds in appropriate security obligations, as 17

mutually agreed upon. 18

‘‘(C) Any accrued interest or dividends 19

earned on funds received for the Fund shall be 20

added to the principal and form a part of the 21

Fund. 22

‘‘(2) USE OF FUNDS.—Funds shall be available 23

to the National Park Foundation and National For-24

est Foundation without further appropriation for 25
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projects and activities approved by the Chief of the 1

Forest Service or the Director of the National Park 2

Service as appropriate, or their designees, to— 3

‘‘(A) primarily, support the management 4

and conservation of giant sequoias on National 5

Park Service and covered National Forest Sys-6

tem lands to promote resiliency to wildfires, in-7

sects, and drought; and 8

‘‘(B) secondarily, support the reforestation 9

of giant sequoias on National Park Service and 10

covered National Forest System lands impacted 11

by wildfire. 12

‘‘(c) SUMMARY.—Beginning 1 year after the date of 13

the enactment of this Act, the National Park Foundation 14

and National Forest Foundation shall include with their 15

annual reports a summary of the status of the program 16

and Fund created under this section that includes— 17

‘‘(1) a statement of the amounts deposited in 18

the Fund during the fiscal year; 19

‘‘(2) the amount of the balance remaining in 20

the Fund at the end of the fiscal year; and 21

‘‘(3) a description of the program and projects 22

funded during the fiscal year. 23

‘‘(d) COVERED NATIONAL FOREST SYSTEM LANDS 24

DEFINED.—In this section, the term ‘covered National 25
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Forest System lands’ has the meaning given such term 1

in section 2 of the Save Our Sequoias Act.’’. 2

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—The table of sec-3

tions for chapter of title 54, United States Code, is amend-4

ed by inserting at the end the following: 5

‘‘Sec. 101123. Giant Sequoia Emergency Protection Program and Fund.’’. 

SEC. 13. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 6

(a) IN GENERAL.—There is authorized to be appro-7

priated to carry out this Act— 8

(1) for fiscal year 2024, $10,000,000; 9

(2) for fiscal year 2025, $25,000,000; 10

(3) for each of fiscal years 2026 through 2028, 11

$30,000,000; and 12

(4) for each of fiscal years 2029 through 2033, 13

$40,000,000. 14

(b) LIMITATION.—Of the amounts authorized under 15

subsection (a), not less than 90 percent of funds shall be 16

used to carry out section 6 and section 9 of this Act. 17
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BALLOT INITIATIVE #21-0042A1  
LIMITS ABILITY OF VOTERS AND STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS TO RAISE 
REVENUES FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL 
AMENDMENT. 
November 8, 2022 General Election 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The purported “Taxpayer Protection and Government Accountability Act,” a statewide initiative 

measure to amend the California Constitution sponsored by the California Business 
Roundtable (“CBRT”), is the most consequential proposal to limit the ability of the state and 
local governments to enact, modify, or expand taxes, assessments, fees, and property-related 
charges since the passage of Proposition 218 (1996) and Proposition 26 (2010). If enacted, 
public agencies would face a drastic rise in litigation that could severely restrict their ability to 
meet essential services and infrastructure needs. 

In order to qualify for the ballot, proponents must collect 997,139 valid signatures from 
California voters. The California Secretary of State’s recommended last day to submit 

signatures to counties to qualify for the November 8, 2022 statewide general election is April 
29, 2022. The last day for measures to be certified for the ballot or withdrawn from the ballot is 
June 30, 2022. 
 
SUMMARY 
 
Ballot Initiative 21-0042A1 would result in the loss of billions of dollars annually in critical state 
and local funding, restricting the ability of local agencies and the State of California to fund 
services and infrastructure by: 
• Adopting new and stricter rules for raising taxes, fees, assessments, and property-related 

fees. 
• Amending the State Constitution, including portions of Propositions 13, 218, and 26 among 

other provisions, to the advantage of the initiative’s proponents and plaintiffs; creating new 
grounds to challenge these funding sources and disrupting fiscal certainty.  

• Restricting the ability of local governments to issue fines and penalties to corporations and 
property owners that violate local environmental, water quality, public health, public safety, 
fair housing, nuisance and other laws and ordinances. 

The initiative includes provisions that would retroactively void all state and local taxes or fees 
adopted after January 1, 2022 if they did not align with the provisions of this initiative. This may 
also affect indexed fees that adjust over time for inflation or other factors. Effectively, it would 
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allow voters throughout California to invalidate the prior actions of local voters, undermining 
local control and voter-approved decisions about investments needed in their communities. 

Specifically, among other provisions effecting the state government, the initiative would impact 
local agencies through changes to the California Constitution as follows: 
 
Restricting Local Tax and Fee Authority to Provide Local Services 
 
Fees: 

• With few exceptions, fees and charges shall not exceed the “actual cost” of providing the 
product or service for which the fee is charged. 

• “Actual cost” is defined as the “…minimum amount necessary...less other sources of 
revenue including, but not limited to taxes, other exempt charges, grants, and state 
or federal funds…”  

• The burden on the local government to prove the fee or charge does not exceed “actual 
cost” is heightened from a “preponderance of the evidence” to “clear and convincing 
evidence”.  

• In addition to limiting fees and charges to the actual cost to the local government for 
providing the service, fees and charges must also be “reasonable” to the payor themselves; 

no definition is provided for this new subjective reasonableness test that is separate and 
apart from the test as to how closely the fee or charge is related to the cost of service.  

• Defines all sources of revenue as either taxes or “exempt charges.” 
• Includes Article XIIID charges in Proposition 218 under the definition of “exempt” charges 

subjecting them to potential litigation.  
• Exposes previously established fees indexed to inflation or other metrics to new standards 

and legal challenges. 
• Adds to the Constitution a requirement for a board action to adopt, enact, create, establish, 

collect, increase, or extend any and all fees.  
 

Taxes: 
• Increases the threshold for voters to pass a local special tax initiative placed on the ballot 

by voters from a simple majority to a two-thirds majority, likely to address concerns over the 
2017 California Supreme Court decision in California Cannabis Coalition v. City of Upland.  

• Requires voter approval when an expansion of boundaries extends existing taxes or fees to 
new territory. 

• New taxes can be imposed only for a specific duration.  
 
Fines and Levees: 

• Interferes with local enforcement efforts, by making it more difficult to impose fines and 
penalties for state and local law violations related to activities such as water discharge, 
waste recycling, weed abatement, fireworks, and housing code violations and unlawful 
commercial marijuana sales, just to name a few. The measure converts administratively 
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imposed fines and penalties into taxes unless a new, undefined, and ambiguous 
“adjudicatory due process” is followed. 
 

Increasing Litigation Exposure 
 
• Significantly increases a public agency’s burden of proof from “preponderance of evidence” 

to “clear and convincing evidence” to prove compliance with the new fee requirements. By 
changing evidence standards to favor corporations suing public agencies, the initiative will 
promote costly litigation.  

• The local government would bear the burden of proving by clear and convincing evidence 
that a levy, charge or exaction is an “exempt charge” and not a tax. Moreover, the local 
government would bear the burden of proving by clear and convincing evidence that the 
amount of the exempt charge is both “reasonable” to the payor and that the amount 
charged does not exceed the “actual cost” of providing the service or product to the payor. 

• By enacting a new requirement that all fees must be “reasonable” to the payor but offering 
no definition as to what “reasonable” means, the initiative provides a new avenue to 
challenge fees by enabling a plaintiff to claim a fee is not reasonable even if the fee meets 
the actual costs of service. 

• Prop. 218 currently requires fees cover the reasonable cost of service. This initiative 
amends Prop. 218 to require the near-impossible standard of predicting actual costs years 
into the future. To compound this challenge, the new standard also factors in the receipt of 
external revenues that are constantly shifting and typically outside the control of the local 
agency. It defines “actual costs” as: 

o  “(i) the minimum amount necessary to reimburse the government for the cost of 
providing the service or product to the payor, and (ii) where the amount charged is 
not used by the government for any purpose other than reimbursing that cost. In 
computing “actual cost” the maximum amount that may be imposed is the actual 
cost less all other sources of revenue including, but not limited to taxes, other 
exempt charges, grants, and state or federal funds received to provide such service 
or product.” 

• Fosters endless litigation challenging local fees claiming they are not the “minimum amount 
necessary”. For instance: 

o Do roads need to be paved every 10 years or 50 years?  
o Does infrastructure need to be upgraded or replaced or not improved at all?  
o What is the minimum emergency response time necessary? 

 
IMPACTS 
 
• Could prevent virtually any new fees or assessments to fund water, sewer, trash, fire 

protection, parks and recreation, and other essential services and infrastructure. 
o Places over $20 billion of local government fee and charge revenues over 10 years 

at heightened legal peril. 
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• Jeopardizes the public health and safety of communities by cutting off new revenue 
intended to pay for essential local services and infrastructure. 

o Substantially increases the legal and administrative cost of public infrastructure 
financing. 

• With billions of dollars in deferred maintenance and unmet needs for California’s 
infrastructure, exacerbates the neglect and deterioration of our roads, dams, waterways, 
and other facilities. 

• By limiting revenues to the “minimum amount necessary”, imposes a “race-to-the-bottom” 
in California that will halt investment in technological advancements that future generations 
will depend upon. 

• Prevents critical investments in climate adaptation and community resilience to address 
drought, flooding, and wildfire as well as reduce emissions and harmful pollutants. 

• Exposes taxpayers to a new wave of costly litigation, limits the discretion and flexibility of 
locally elected boards to respond to the needs of their communities, and injects uncertainty 
into the financing and sustainability of critical infrastructure. 

• Restricting local services and infrastructure to the lowest and minimum amount possible will 
disproportionately impact the most underserved communities the hardest.  

 
SUPPORT 
 

• California Business Roundtable (CBRT) – Sponsor 
o  The CBRT website lists the following individuals as Chair and Vice-Chair: 

▪ Chair, Brett Bittel (Enterprise Rental Car) 
▪ Vice-Chair, Maryam Brown (SoCal Gas) 

o To date, financial contributors to the initiative and CBRT Issues PAC include, but 
are not limited to: 

▪ Aera Energy 
▪ Albertsons Safeway 
▪ CJ Segerstrom & Sons 
▪ Cypress Management Company 
▪ Dart Container 
▪ Douglas Emmett Properties 
▪ Five Point Operating Company 
▪ Grimmway Enterprises 
▪ Howard Jarvis Taxpayers Association 
▪ Kilroy Realty 
▪ Majestic Realty 
▪ Michael K. Hayde 
▪ Pacific Ethanol 
▪ PEPSICO 
▪ Pharmaceutical Research and Manufacturers of America 
▪ Sempra Energy 
▪ State Farm Insurance 
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▪ Sutter Health 
▪ 7-Eleven 

 
OPPOSITION 
 

• AFSCME California 
• California Alliance for Jobs 
• California Professional Firefighters 
• California Special Districts Association 
• CalCities (League of California Cities) 
• SEIU California 

84 of 85



RESOLUTION TO OPPOSE INITIATIVE 21-0042A1 

WHEREAS, an association representing California’s wealthiest corporations and developers is 
spending millions to push a deceptive proposition aimed for the November 2022 statewide 
ballot; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed proposition, Initiative 21-0042A1, has received the official title: 
“LIMITS ABILITY OF VOTERS AND STATE AND LOCAL GOVERNMENTS TO RAISE 
REVENUES FOR GOVERNMENT SERVICES. INITIATIVE CONSTITUTIONAL 
AMENDMENT.” 

WHEREAS, the measure includes provisions that would make it more difficult for local voters to 
pass measures needed to fund local services and infrastructure, and would limit voter input by 
prohibiting local advisory measures where voters provide direction on how they want their local 
tax dollars spent; and 

WHEREAS, the measure exposes taxpayers to a new wave of costly litigation, limits the 
discretion and flexibility of locally elected boards to respond to the needs of their communities, 
and injects uncertainty into the financing and sustainability of critical infrastructure; and 

WHEREAS, the measure severely restricts state and local officials’ ability to protect our 
environment, public health and safety, and our neighborhoods against corporations and others 
who violate the law; and 

WHEREAS, the measure creates new constitutional loopholes that would allow corporations to 
pay less than their fair share for the impacts they impose on our communities, including local 
infrastructure, our environment, water quality, air quality, and natural resources; and 

WHEREAS, the measure threatens billions of dollars currently dedicated to state and local 
services, and could force cuts to [SPECIFIC SERVICES PROVIDED BY 
DISTRICT/ORGANIZATION] as well as public schools, fire and emergency response, law 
enforcement, public health, parks, libraries, affordable housing, services to address 
homelessness, mental health services, and more; and 

WHEREAS, the measure would also reduce funding for critical infrastructure like streets and 
roads, public transportation, ports, drinking water, sanitation, utilities, and more.  

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the [DISTRICT/ORGANIZATION NAME] opposes 
Initiative 21-0042A1; 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the [DISTRICT/ORGANIZATION NAME] will join the No on 
Initiative 21-0042A1 coalition, a growing coalition of public safety, labor, local government, 
infrastructure advocates, and other organizations throughout the state.  

We direct staff to email a copy of this adopted resolution to the California Special Districts 
Association at advocacy@csda.net. 

PASSED, APPROVED, AND ADOPTED this day _____ of _____, 2022. 
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 I 
 117th CONGRESS  2d Session 
 H. R. __ 
 IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
  
  
  Mr. McCarthy introduced the following bill; which was referred to the Committee on _______________ 
 
 A BILL 
 To improve the health and resiliency of giant sequoias, and for other purposes. 
 
  
  1. Short title; table of contents 
  (a) Short title This Act may be cited as the   Save Our Sequoias Act. 
  (b) Table of contents 
  
 Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
 Sec. 2. Definitions. 
 Sec. 3. Shared stewardship agreement for giant sequoias. 
 Sec. 4. Giant Sequoia Lands Coalition. 
 Sec. 5. Giant Sequoia Health and Resiliency Assessment. 
 Sec. 6. Giant sequoia emergency response. 
 Sec. 7. Giant Sequoia Reforestation and Rehabilitation Strategy. 
 Sec. 8. Giant Sequoia Strike Teams. 
 Sec. 9. Giant sequoia collaborative restoration grants. 
 Sec. 10. Good Neighbor Authority for giant sequoias. 
 Sec. 11. Stewardship contracting for giant sequoias. 
 Sec. 12. Giant Sequoia Emergency Protection Program and Fund. 
 Sec. 13. Authorization of appropriations.  
  2. Definitions In this Act: 
  (1) Assessment The term  Assessment means the Giant Sequoia Health and Resiliency Assessment required by section 5. 
  (2) Coalition The term  Coalition means the Giant Sequoia Lands Coalition established under section 4. 
  (3) Collaborative process The term  collaborative process means a process relating to the management of National Forest System lands or public lands by which a project or forest management activity is developed and implemented by the Secretary concerned through collaboration with multiple interested persons representing diverse interests. 
  (4) Covered National Forest System lands The term  covered National Forest System lands means the proclaimed National Forest System lands reserved or withdrawn from the public domain of the United States covering the Sequoia National Forest and Giant Sequoia National Monument, Sierra National Forest, and Tahoe National Forest. 
  (5) Giant sequoia The term  giant sequoia means a tree of the species  Sequoiadendron giganteum. 
  (6) Grove-specific hazardous fuels reduction plan The term  grove-specific hazardous fuels reduction plan means a plan developed by the applicable land management agency prior to conducting an analysis under the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) to address hazardous fuels in 1 or more giant sequoia groves. 
  (7) Protection project The term  Protection Project means a Giant Sequoia Protection Project carried out under section 6. 
  (8) Public lands The term  public lands means— 
  (A)  the Case Mountain Extensive Recreation Management Area in California managed by the Bureau of Land Management; and 
  (B) Kings Canyon National Park, Sequoia National Park, and Yosemite National Park in California managed by the National Park Service. 
  (9) Reforestation The term  reforestation means the act of renewing tree cover by establishing young trees through natural regeneration, artificial or natural regeneration with site preparation, planting or direct seeding, or vegetation competition control following artificial or natural regeneration. 
  (10) Rehabilitation The term  rehabilitation means any action taken during the 5-year period beginning on the last day of a wildland fire to repair or improve fire-impacted lands which are unlikely to recover to management-approved conditions. 
  (11) Relevant congressional committees The term  relevant Congressional Committees means— 
  (A) the Committees on Natural Resources, Agriculture, and Appropriations of the House of Representatives; and 
  (B) the Committees on Energy and Natural Resources, Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry, and Appropriations of the Senate. 
  (12) Responsible official The term  responsible official means an employee of the Department of the Interior or Forest Service who has the authority to make and implement a decision on a proposed action. 
  (13) Secretary The term  Secretary means the Secretary of the Interior. 
  (14) Secretary concerned The term  Secretary concerned means— 
  (A) the Secretary of Agriculture, with respect to covered National Forest System lands, or their designee; and 
  (B) the Secretary of the Interior, with respect to public lands, or their designee. 
  (15) Strategy The term  Strategy means the Giant Sequoia Reforestation and Rehabilitation Strategy established under section 7. 
  (16) Strike team The term  Strike Team means a Giant Sequoia Strike Team established under section 8. 
  (17) Tribe The term  Tribe means the Tule River Indian Tribe of the Tule River Reservation, California.  
  3. Shared stewardship agreement for giant sequoias 
  (a) In general Not later than 90 days after receiving a request from the Governor of the State of California or the Tribe, the Secretary shall enter into an agreement with the Secretary of Agriculture, the Governor of the State of California, and the Tribe to jointly carry out the following: 
  (1) Not later than 30 days after entering into the agreement, establish the Giant Sequoia Lands Coalition or certify an existing group meeting the requirements of section 4(b) as the Giant Sequoia Lands Coalition. 
  (2) Not later than 120 days after the Giant Sequoia Lands Coalition submits the Assessment under section 5, conduct Protection Projects under section 6. 
  (3) Not later than 120 days after entering into the agreement, begin implementing the Giant Sequoia Reforestation and Rehabilitation Strategy under section 7. 
  (b) Participation 
  (1) In general If the Secretary has not received a request from the Governor of the State of California or the Tribe under subsection (a) before the date that is 90 days after the date of enactment of this Act, the Secretary shall enter into the agreement under subsection (a) and jointly implement such agreement with the Secretary of Agriculture. 
  (2) Future participation If the Secretary receives a request from the Governor of the State of California or the Tribe any time after entering into the agreement with the Secretary of Agriculture under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall accept the Governor of the State of California or the Tribe as a party to such agreement. 
  4. Giant Sequoia Lands Coalition 
  (a) Establishment 
  (1) In general In accordance with the timeline and agreement established in section 3(a)(1), the Secretary, in consultation with the parties to such agreement, shall establish, and appoint members to, the Giant Sequoia Lands Coalition. 
  (2) Existing coalition A previously established group that meets the membership requirements under subsection (b) may be designated by the Secretary as the Coalition under paragraph (1) if the parties to the agreement established under section 3 approve such designation. 
  (b) Membership 
  (1) Members The Secretary shall appoint to the Coalition 1 member from each of— 
  (A) the National Park Service, representing Sequoia and Kings Canyon National Parks; 
  (B) the National Park Service, representing Yosemite National Park; 
  (C) the Forest Service, representing Sequoia National Forest and Giant Sequoia National Monument; 
  (D) the Forest Service, representing Sierra National Forest; 
  (E) the Forest Service, representing Tahoe National Forest; 
  (F) the Bureau of Land Management, representing Case Mountain Extensive Recreation Management Area; 
  (G) the Tribe, representing the Black Mountain Grove; 
  (H) the State of California, representing Calaveras Big Trees State Park; 
  (I) the State of California, representing Mountain Home Demonstration State Forest; 
  (J) an academic institution with demonstrated experience managing and owning a giant sequoia grove, representing Whitaker’s Research Forest; and 
  (K) the County of Tulare, California, representing Balch Park. 
  (2) Affiliate partners The Coalition may designate organizations or agencies with demonstrated experience and knowledge on giant sequoia management and resiliency as affiliate partners of the Coalition to enhance the work of the Coalition under subsection (c). 
  (3) Local government participation Upon the written request of a local government in California whose jurisdictional boundaries encompass at least 1 giant sequoia grove, the Secretary shall appoint 1 member from such government to serve as a member of the Coalition, subject to the same requirements outlined in this section. 
  (4) Term 
  (A) Length The term of an appointment as a member of the Coalition shall be 5 years. 
  (B) Limit Members of the Coalition may serve no more than 2 terms. 
  (5) Vacancy The Secretary shall appoint a new member to fill a vacancy on the Coalition not later than 6 months after the date on which such vacancy occurs. 
  (6) Decisions Decisions of the Coalition shall be made by majority vote, a quorum of 6 members of the Coalition being present. 
  (7) Meetings 
  (A) In general Not later than 60 days after all members of the Coalition are appointed under subsection (a), the Coalition shall hold its first meeting. 
  (B) Regular meetings The Coalition shall meet not less than twice per year. 
  (8) Priority The Secretary shall appoint members under subsection (b)(1) who have a demonstrated experience and knowledge on managing giant sequoia groves. 
  (c) Duties The duties of the Coalition are to— 
  (1) carry out the Assessment under section 5; 
  (2) observe implementation, and provide policy recommendations to the Secretary, with respect to— 
  (A) Protection Projects carried out under section 6; and 
  (B) the Strategy established under section 7; 
  (3) facilitate collaboration and coordination on Protection Projects, particularly projects that cross jurisdictional boundaries; 
  (4) facilitate information sharing, including best available science as described in section 5(c) and mapping resources; and 
  (5) support the development and dissemination of educational materials and programs that inform the public about the threats to the health and resiliency of giant sequoia groves and actions being taken to reduce the risk to such groves from high-severity wildfire, insects, and drought. 
  (d) Pay and expenses 
  (1) Compensation 
  (A) Federal employee members All members of the Coalition who are officers or employees of the United States shall serve without compensation in addition to that received for their services as officers or employees of the United States. 
  (B) Non-federal employee members All members of the Coalition not described in subparagraph (A) shall serve without compensation. 
  (2) Reimbursement A member of the Coalition may be reimbursed for travel and lodging expenses incurred while attending a meeting of the Coalition or any other meeting of members approved for reimbursement by the Coalition in the same amounts and under the same conditions as Federal employees under section 5703 of title 5, United States Code. 
  (3) Expenses The Secretary may pay the expenses of the Coalition that the Secretary determines to be reasonable and appropriate. 
  (4) Administrative support, technical services, and staff support The Secretary shall make personnel of the Department of the Interior available to the Coalition for administrative support, technical services, development and dissemination of educational materials, and staff support that the Secretary determines necessary to carry out this section. 
  (e) Federal Advisory Committee Act The Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 U.S.C. App.) shall not apply to the Coalition.  
  5. Giant Sequoia Health and Resiliency Assessment 
  (a) In general Not later than 180 days after the first meeting of the Coalition, the Coalition shall submit to the relevant Congressional Committees a Giant Sequoia Health and Resiliency Assessment that, based on the best available science— 
  (1) identifies— 
  (A) each giant sequoia grove that has experienced a— 
  (i) stand-replacing disturbance; or  
  (ii) disturbance but continues to have living giant sequoias within the grove, including identifying the tree mortality and regeneration of giant sequoias within such grove; 
  (B) each giant sequoia grove that is at high risk of experiencing a stand-replacing disturbance; 
  (C) lands located near giant sequoia groves that are at risk of experiencing high-severity wildfires that could adversely impact such giant sequoia groves; and 
  (D) each giant sequoia grove that has experienced a disturbance and is unlikely to naturally regenerate and is in need of reforestation; 
  (2) analyzes the resiliency of each giant sequoia grove to threats, such as— 
  (A) high-severity wildfire; 
  (B) insects, including beetle kill; and 
  (C) drought; 
  (3) with respect to Protection Projects, proposes a list of highest priority Protection Projects to be carried out under section 6, giving priority to projects located on lands identified under subparagraphs (B) and (C) of subsection (a)(1); 
  (4) examines how historical, Tribal, or current approaches to wildland fire suppression and forest management activities across various jurisdictions have impacted the health and resiliency of giant sequoia groves with respect to— 
  (A) high-severity wildfires; 
  (B) insects, including beetle kill; and 
  (C) drought; and 
  (5) includes program and policy recommendations that address— 
  (A) Federal and State policies that impede activities to improve the health and resiliency of giant sequoias and proposed policy changes to address such impediments; 
  (B) new Federal and State policies necessary to increase the pace and scale of treatments that improve the health and resiliency of giant sequoias; 
  (C) options to enhance communication, coordination, and collaboration, particularly for cross-boundary projects, to improve the health and resiliency of giant sequoias; and 
  (D) research gaps that should be addressed to improve the best available science on the giant sequoias. 
  (b) Annual updates Not later than 1 year after the submission of the Assessment under subsection (a), and annually thereafter, the Coalition shall submit an updated Assessment to the relevant Congressional Committees that— 
  (1) includes any new data, information, or best available science that has changed or become available since the previous Assessment was submitted; 
  (2) with respect to Protection Projects— 
  (A) includes information on the number of Protection Projects initiated the previous year and the estimated timeline for completing those projects; 
  (B) includes information on the number of Protection Projects planned in the upcoming year and the estimated timeline for completing those projects; 
  (C) provides status updates and long-term monitoring reports on giant sequoia groves after the completion of Protection Projects; 
  (D) if the Secretary concerned failed to initiate at least 1 Protection Project each in the previous year, a written explanation that includes— 
  (i) a detailed explanation of what impediments resulted in failing to initiate at least 1 Protection Project; 
  (ii) a detailed explanation of what actions the Secretary concerned is taking to ensure that at least 1 Protection Project is initiated the following year; and 
  (iii) recommendations to Congress on any policies that need to be changed to assist the Secretary concerned in initiating Protection Projects; and 
  (3) with respect to reforestation and rehabilitation of giant sequoias— 
  (A) contains updates on the implementation of the Strategy under section 7, including grove-level data on reforestation and rehabilitation activities; and 
  (B) provides status updates and monitoring reports on giant sequoia groves that have experienced natural or artificial regeneration as part of the Strategy under section 7.   
  (c) Dashboard 
  (1) Requirement to maintain The Coalition shall create and maintain a website that— 
  (A) publishes the Assessment, annual updates to the Assessment, and other educational materials developed by the Coalition; 
  (B) contains searchable information about individual giant sequoia groves, including the— 
  (i) resiliency of such groves to threats described in paragraphs (1) and (2) of subsection (a);  
  (ii) Protection Projects that have been proposed, initiated, or completed in such groves; and 
  (iii) reforestation and rehabilitation activities that have been proposed, initiated, or completed in such groves; and  
  (C) maintains a searchable database to track— 
  (i) the status of Federal environmental reviews and authorizations for specific Protection Projects and reforestation and rehabilitation activities; and 
  (ii) the projected cost of Protection Projects and reforestation and rehabilitation activities. 
  (2) Searchable database The Coalition shall include information on the status of Protection Projects in the searchable database created under paragraph (1)(C), including— 
  (A) a comprehensive permitting timetable; 
  (B) the status of the compliance of each lead agency, cooperating agency, and participating agency with the permitting timetable; 
  (C) any modifications of the permitting timetable required under subparagraph (A), including an explanation as to why the permitting timetable was modified; and 
  (D) information about project-related public meetings, public hearings, and public comment periods, which shall be presented in English and the predominant language of the community or communities most affected by the project, as that information becomes available. 
  (d) Best available science In utilizing the best available science for the Assessment, the Coalition shall include— 
  (1) data and peer-reviewed research from academic institutions with a demonstrated history of studying giant sequoias and with experience analyzing distinct management strategies to improve giant sequoia resiliency; 
  (2) traditional ecological knowledge from the Tribe related to improving the health and resiliency of giant sequoia groves; and 
  (3) data from Federal, State, Tribal, and local governments or agencies. 
  (e) Technology improvements In carrying out this section, the Secretary may enter into memorandums of understanding or agreements with other Federal agencies or departments, State or local governments, Tribal governments, private entities, or academic institutions to improve, with respect to the Assessment, the use and integration of— 
  (1) advanced remote sensing and geospatial technologies; 
  (2) statistical modeling and analysis; or 
  (3) any other technology the Secretary determines will benefit the quality of information used in the Assessment. 
  (f) Planning The Coalition shall make information from this Assessment available to the Secretary concerned and State of California to integrate into the— 
  (1) State of California’s Wildfire and Forest Resilience Action Plan; and 
  (2) Forest Service’s 10-year Wildfire Crisis Strategy (or successor plan). 
  (g) Relation to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 The development and submission of the Assessment under subsection (a) shall not be subject to the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). 
  6. Giant sequoia emergency response 
  (a) Emergency response to protect giant sequoias 
  (1) In general 
  (A) Emergency determination Congress determines that— 
  (i) an emergency exists on public lands and covered National Forest System lands that makes it necessary to carry out Protection Projects that take needed actions to respond to the threat of wildfires, insects, and drought to giant sequoias; and 
  (ii) Protection Projects are necessary to control the immediate impacts of the emergency described in subparagraph (i) and are needed to mitigate harm to life, property, or important natural or cultural resources on public lands and covered National Forest System lands. 
  (B) Application The emergency determination established under subparagraph (A) shall apply to all public lands and covered National Forest System lands. 
  (C) Effect The emergency determination established under subparagraph (A) shall go into effect on the date the Giant Sequoia Lands Coalition submits the Assessment under section 5. 
  (D) Expiration The emergency determination established under subparagraph (A) shall expire on the date that is 10 years after the effective date of the emergency determination established in paragraph (C). 
  (2) Implementation While the emergency determination established under subsection (a) is in effect— 
  (A) a responsible official may carry out a Protection Project described by paragraph (4) before initiating— 
  (i) an analysis under section 102 of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4332); 
  (ii) consultation under section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1536); and 
  (iii) consultation under section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470(f)); and 
  (B) the rules established under subsections (d) and (e) section 40807 of the Infrastructure Investment and Jobs Act (16 U.S.C. 6592c(d) and (e)) shall apply with respect to Protection Projects by substituting  Protection Projects for  authorized emergency action under this section each place it appears in such subsections; and  
  (C) Protection Projects shall be subject to the requirements of section 106 of title I of the Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 6511 et seq.).  
  (3) Protection Projects The responsible official shall carry out the following forest management activities as Protection Projects under the emergency determination under this section: 
  (A) Activities recommended by the Assessment under section 5. 
  (B) Conducting hazardous fuels management, including mechanical thinning, mastication, and prescribed burning. 
  (C) Removing hazard trees, dead trees, dying trees, or trees at risk of dying, as determined by the responsible official. 
  (D) Removing trees to address overstocking or crowding in a forest stand, consistent with the appropriate basal area of the forest stand as determined by the responsible official. 
  (E) Activities included in the applicable grove-specific hazardous fuels reduction plan. 
  (F) Using chemical treatments to address insects and disease and control vegetation competition. 
  (G) Any combination of activities described in this paragraph. 
  (4) Requirements 
  (A) In general Protection Projects carried out under paragraph (3) and reforestation and rehabilitation activities carried out under this Act that are described by subparagraph (D) are a category of actions hereby designated as being categorically excluded from the preparation of an environmental assessment or an environmental impact statement under section 102 of the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4332). 
  (B) Availability The Secretary concerned shall use the categorical exclusion established under subparagraph (A) in accordance with this section.   
  (C) Interagency cooperation 
  (i) Findings Congress finds that Protection Projects carried out under this section are consistent with improving the health and resiliency of critical habitat for threatened and endangered species, including the pacific fisher and California spotted owl. 
  (ii) Consultation The informal consultation requirements in sections 402.05 of title 50 and 800.12 of title 36, Code of Federal Regulations (or a successor regulation), shall apply to Protection Projects. 
  (D) Requirements A Protection Project or reforestation or rehabilitation activity is described by this subparagraph if such Protection Project or reforestation or rehabilitation activity— 
  (i) covers an area of no more than— 
  (I) 2,000 acres within giant sequoia groves where a grove-specific hazardous fuels reduction plan has been developed by the relevant land management agency or on lands identified under section 5(a)(1)(B); and 
  (II) 3,000 acres on lands identified under section 5(a)(1)(C); and 
  (ii) was— 
  (I) proposed by the Assessment under section 5(a)(3); 
  (II) developed through a collaborative process; or 
  (III) proposed by a resource advisory committee (as defined in section 201 of the Secure Rural Schools and Community Self-Determination Act of 2000 (16 U.S.C. 7121)); and 
  (iii) occurs on Federal land or non-Federal land with the consent of the non-Federal landowner. 
  (E) Use of other authorities To the maximum extent practicable, the Secretary concerned shall use the authorities provided under this section in combination with other authorities to carry out Protection Projects, including— 
  (i) good neighbor agreements entered into under section 8206 of the Agricultural Act of 2014 (16 U.S.C. 2113a); and 
  (ii) stewardship contracting projects entered into under section 604 of the Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 6591c). 
  (F) Savings clause With respect to joint Protection Projects and reforestation and rehabilitation activities involving the Tribe, nothing in this section shall be construed to add any additional regulatory requirements onto the Tribe.  
  (b) Implementation To the maximum extent practicable, the Secretary concerned shall initiate no fewer than 1 Protection Project each year. 
  7. Giant Sequoia Reforestation and Rehabilitation Strategy 
  (a) Reforestation and rehabilitation strategy 
  (1) In general In accordance with the timeline and agreement established in section 3(a)(3), the Secretary, in consultation with the parties to such agreement, shall develop and implement a strategy, to be known as the Giant Sequoia Reforestation and Rehabilitation Strategy, to enhance the reforestation and rehabilitation of giant sequoia groves that— 
  (A) identifies giant sequoia groves in need of natural or artificial regeneration, giving highest priority to groves identified under section 5(a)(1)(A)(i); 
  (B) creates a priority list of reforestation and rehabilitation activities;  
  (C) identifies and addresses— 
  (i) barriers to reforestation or rehabilitation including— 
  (I) regulatory barriers; 
  (II) seedling shortages or related nursery infrastructure capacity constraints; 
  (III) labor and workforce shortages; 
  (IV) technology and science gaps; and 
  (V) site preparation challenges; 
  (ii) potential public-private partnership opportunities to complete high-priority reforestation or rehabilitation projects; 
  (iii) a timeline for addressing the backlog of reforestation for giant sequoias in the 10-year period after the agreement is entered into under section 3; and 
  (iv) strategies to ensure genetic diversity across giant sequoia groves; and 
  (D) includes program and policy recommendations needed to improve the efficiency or effectiveness of the Strategy. 
  (2) Assessment The Secretary may incorporate the Strategy into the Assessment under section 5. 
  (b) Priority reforestation projects amendment Section 3(e)(4)(C)(ii)(I) of the Forest and Rangeland Renewable Resources Planning Act of 1974 (16 U.S.C. 1601(e)(4)(C)(ii)(I)) is amended— 
  (1) in item (bb), by striking  and; 
  (2) in item (cc), by striking the period and inserting  ; and; and 
  (3) by adding at the end the following: 
  
  (dd) shall include reforestation and rehabilitation activities conducted under section 7 of the Save Our Sequoias Act. . 
  (c) Implementation Section 4(d)(1) of the Wilderness Act (16 U.S.C. 1133(d)) is amended by inserting  Nothing in this Act shall restrict or prohibit the Secretary of the Interior or Secretary of Agriculture from conducting reforestation (as such term is defined in section 2 of the Save Our Sequoias Act) activities to reestablish giant sequoias following a wildfire. after the period at the end.   
  8. Giant Sequoia Strike Teams 
  (a) Giant sequoia strike teams 
  (1) Establishment The Secretary concerned shall each establish a Giant Sequoia Strike Team to assist the Secretary concerned with the implementation of— 
  (A) primarily, section 6; and 
  (B) secondarily, section 7. 
  (2) Duties Each Strike Team shall— 
  (A) assist the Secretary concerned with any reviews, including analysis under the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.), consultations under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (16 U.S.C. 470 et seq.), and consultations under the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); 
  (B) implement any necessary site preparation work in advance of or as part of a Protection Project or reforestation or rehabilitation activity; 
  (C) implement Protection Projects under section 6; and 
  (D) implement reforestation or rehabilitation activities under section 7. 
  (3) Members The Secretary concerned may appoint no more than 10 individuals each to serve on a Strike Team comprised of— 
  (A) employees of the Department of the Interior; 
  (B) employees of the Forest Service; 
  (C) private contractors from any nonprofit organization, State government, Tribal Government, local government, academic institution, or private organization; and 
  (D) volunteers from any nonprofit organization, State government, Tribal Government, local government, academic institution, or private organization.  
  9. Giant sequoia collaborative restoration grants 
  (a) In general The Secretary, in consultation with the parties to the agreement under section 3, shall establish a program to award grants to eligible entities to advance, facilitate, or improve giant sequoia health and resiliency. 
  (b) Eligible entity The Secretary may award grants under this section to any nonprofit organization, Tribal Government, local government, academic institution, or private organization to help advance, facilitate, or improve giant sequoia health and resiliency. 
  (c) Priority In awarding grants under this section, the Secretary shall give priority to eligible entities that— 
  (1) primarily, are likely to have the greatest impact on giant sequoia health and resiliency; and 
  (2) secondarily— 
  (A) are small businesses, particularly in rural areas; and 
  (B) create or support jobs, particularly in rural areas.  
  (d) Use of grant funds Funds from grants awarded under this section shall be used to— 
  (1) create, expand, or develop markets for hazardous fuels removed under section 6, including markets for biomass and biochar; 
  (2) facilitate hazardous fuel removal under section 6, including by reducing the cost of transporting hazardous fuels removed as part of a Protection Project; 
  (3) expand, enhance, develop, or create permanent or temporary facilities or land that can store or process hazardous fuels removed under section 6; and 
  (4) establish, develop, expand, enhance, or improve nursery capacity or infrastructure necessary to facilitate the Strategy established under section 7.  
  10. Good Neighbor Authority for giant sequoias Section 8206 of the Agricultural Act of 2014 (16 U.S.C. 2113a) is amended— 
  (1) in subsection (a)— 
  (A) in paragraph (4)(A)— 
  (i) in clause (ii), by striking  and at the end; 
  (ii) by redesignating clause (iii) as clause (iv); 
  (iii) by inserting after clause (ii) the following: 
  
  (iii) activities conducted under section 6 of the Save Our Sequoias Act; ; 
  (iv) in clause (iv), as so redesignated, by striking the period at the end and inserting  ; or; and 
  (v) by adding at the end the following: 
  
  (v) any combination of activities specified in clauses (i) through (iv).   ; and 
  (B) in paragraph (10)(B) by striking  land. and inserting  land, Kings Canyon National Park, Sequoia National Park, and Yosemite National Park.; and  
  (2) in subsection (b)(2), by amending subparagraph (C) to read as follows— 
  
  (C) Treatment of revenue Funds received from the sale of timber by a Governor of a State under a good neighbor agreement shall be retained and used by the Governor— 
  (i) to carry out authorized restoration services under such good neighbor agreement; and 
  (ii) if there are funds remaining after carrying out the services under clause (i), to carry out authorized restoration services within the State under other good neighbor agreements. . 
  11. Stewardship contracting for giant sequoias 
  (a) National park service Section 604(a)(2) of the Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 6591c(c)) is amended to read— 
  
  (2) Director The term  Director means the Director of the Bureau of Land Management with respect to Bureau of Land Management lands and the Director of the National Park Service with respect to lands within Kings Canyon National Park, Sequoia National Park, and Yosemite National Park. . 
  (b) Giant sequoia stewardship contracts Section 604(c) of the Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 2003 (16 U.S.C. 6591c(c)) is amended by adding at the end the following: 
  
  (8) Promoting the health and resiliency of giant sequoias. . 
  12. Giant Sequoia Emergency Protection Program and Fund 
  (a) In general Chapter 1011 of title 54, United States Code, is amended by inserting at the end the following: 
  
  101123. Giant Sequoia Emergency Protection Program and Fund 
  (a) Giant sequoia emergency protection program The National Park Foundation, in coordination with the National Forest Foundation, shall design and implement a comprehensive program to assist and promote philanthropic programs of support that benefit— 
  (1) primarily, the management and conservation of giant sequoias on National Park Service and covered National Forest System lands to promote resiliency to wildfires, insects, and drought; and 
  (2) secondarily, the reforestation of giant sequoias on National Park Service and covered National Forest System lands impacted by wildfire. 
  (b) Giant Sequoia Emergency Protection Fund The National Park Foundation, in coordination with the National Forest Foundation, shall establish a joint special account to be known as the Giant Sequoia Emergency Protection Fund (referred to as  the Fund in this section), to be administered in support of the program established under subsection (a). 
  (1) Funds for giant sequoia emergency protection The following shall apply to the Fund: 
  (A) The Fund shall consist of any gifts, devises, or bequests that are provided to the National Park Foundation or National Forest Foundation for such purpose. 
  (B) The National Park Foundation and National Forest Foundation shall deposit any funds received for the Fund in a federally insured interest-bearing account or may invest funds in appropriate security obligations, as mutually agreed upon. 
  (C) Any accrued interest or dividends earned on funds received for the Fund shall be added to the principal and form a part of the Fund. 
  (2) Use of funds Funds shall be available to the National Park Foundation and National Forest Foundation without further appropriation for projects and activities approved by the Chief of the Forest Service or the Director of the National Park Service as appropriate, or their designees, to— 
  (A) primarily, support the management and conservation of giant sequoias on National Park Service and covered National Forest System lands to promote resiliency to wildfires, insects, and drought; and 
  (B) secondarily, support the reforestation of giant sequoias on National Park Service and covered National Forest System lands impacted by wildfire.  
  (c) Summary Beginning 1 year after the date of the enactment of this Act, the National Park Foundation and National Forest Foundation shall include with their annual reports a summary of the status of the program and Fund created under this section that includes— 
  (1) a statement of the amounts deposited in the Fund during the fiscal year; 
  (2) the amount of the balance remaining in the Fund at the end of the fiscal year; and 
  (3) a description of the program and projects funded during the fiscal year. 
  (d) Covered National Forest System lands defined In this section, the term  covered National Forest System lands has the meaning given such term in section 2 of the  Save Our Sequoias Act. . 
  (b) Conforming amendment The table of sections for chapter of title 54, United States Code, is amended by inserting at the end the following: 
  
  
 Sec. 101123. Giant Sequoia Emergency Protection Program and Fund.  . 
  13. Authorization of appropriations 
  (a) In general There is authorized to be appropriated to carry out this Act— 
  (1) for fiscal year 2024, $10,000,000; 
  (2) for fiscal year 2025, $25,000,000; 
  (3) for each of fiscal years 2026 through 2028, $30,000,000; and 
  (4) for each of fiscal years 2029 through 2033, $40,000,000. 
  (b) Limitation Of the amounts authorized under subsection (a), not less than 90 percent of funds shall be used to carry out section 6 and section 9 of this Act. 
 




