
by Lennie Roberts

“They aren’t making farmland any-
mo re,” as the old saying goes. But on

the San Mateo Coastside, they are n’t paving
much of it either — thanks to strict policies
p rotecting the rural agricultural lands and
strategic purchases of threatened farmlands.*

As recently as the early 1970’s, no
Coastside protections existed to pre ve n t
sprawling development. The County Ge n e r a l
Plan predicted that several hundred thousand
people would be living along the Coast by

1990 — some 100,000 people in Half Mo o n
Bay and the mid-Coast and another 100,000
in the south Coast. A huge dam on Pe s c a d e ro
Creek at Worley Flat, called for in the plan,
would provide water for that metro p o l i s .

The Coast could have gone the way of the
Valley of He a rt’s Delight — which we now
k n ow, unro m a n t i c a l l y, as Silicon Va l l e y. So m e
of the best agricultural land in the world was
lost in just a generation, as mile after mile of
apricot and prune orc h a rds we re subdivided
and paved over for commercial deve l o p m e n t ,
f re eways, shopping centers, and housing. 

P roposition 20 saved the Coast
In 1972, Californians approved

Proposition 20, the California Coastal

Initiative that preserved rural open space
and agricultural lands — dramatically
changing the politics of Coastal protection.

In 1980, a strict Coastal Plan enacted by
the County eliminated the permissive agricul-
tural zoning that had allowed fertile Coastside
farmlands to be chopped up into one-acre
p a rcels.  New strict Coastal agricultural zo n-
ing, based on a complex density formula
d e r i ved from land characteristics, allowed only
an average of one house per 100 acres. 

Strict zoning served two purposes. It pre-
vented agricultural land from being con-
verted to other uses, and it reduced land
speculation, by allowing land prices to
reflect agricultural value rather than a hypo-
thetical developed value. The new zoning
established a permanent urban/rural
boundary (unlike the short-term urban
growth boundaries in Santa Clara County)
that prevented sprawling subdivisions from
consuming farmland.

Coastal protection today: The battle
continues with a new twist

Not surprisingly, the Coast continues to
face development threats.  During the dot-
com boom, ridiculous prices were paid for
agricultural land, and huge “trophy” houses
were built. Recently, CGF convinced the
Board of Supervisors to consider a finite
size limit on houses compatible with mod-
est farmhouses, barns, and outbuildings in
rural areas.

Adopting a novel approach that comple-
ments zoning and other regulatory reforms,
Peninsula Open Space Trust (POST) imple-
mented a highly successful program of per-
manently preserving the agricultural land
base of the Coastside. POST buys threat-
ened farmland from willing sellers, places
agricultural easements on the property to
limit or eliminate all non-agricultural devel-
opment potential, and sells the land back to
farmers. Where appropriate, POST adds
protections for sensitive habitats in the
terms of the sale agreement.

POST’s approach is more effective than
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* It takes 500 years to make an inch of topsoil —
one big storm could wash that inch away if the land
is inadequately pro t e c t e d . See FARMING, page 14

Protecting Coastside farming: 
A long-term effort
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R ecently, Committee for Green Foothills
Founder Lois Crozier-Hogle received

the prestigious Tall Tree Award for
Outstanding Citizen.  This award is given
once a year by the Palo Alto Chamber of
Commerce and the Palo Alto Weekly to an
extraordinary individual who has worked
tirelessly on behalf of our local community;
it is an award which Lois so richly deserves.
For the award celebration, I was asked to
prepare an introduction for Lois and I want
to share parts of it with the hope that you
too will find much to be inspired by.

Tall Tree Aw a rd cere m o n y, April 4, 2002
“Let me tell you, preparing an introduc-

tion for Lois is a daunting task!!  This is a
woman who has more facets than a Ti f f a n y
diamond, and like a diamond, Lois has a
quality of light and sparkle that is quite fasci-
nating and difficult to describe with word s .

“ In the time available this evening for an
i n t roduction, I will scarcely do Lois justice,
so I invite each of you to take an opport u n i-
ty to know her better.  T h e re is so much to
learn from this wise woman.

“The first thing you must know about
Lois is, of course, the Committee for Gre e n
Fo o t h i l l s .

“Just about 40 years ago to the day, Lois
and a handful of visionary citizens came
together out of mutual concern over the
fate of the Peninsula foothills.  Silicon
Valley was beginning to sprout like an exu-
berant spring weed and its tendrils were
starting to reach for the foothills.  These
people knew that if Silicon Valley’s growth
was not contained, the precious foothills
would be lost to development.  So, Lois
brought the group of about 25 people
together in Ruth Spangenberg’s living
room.  This founding group formed a
board of directors, united in its desire to
stand FOR something, hence the name
Committee FOR Green Foothills was cho-
sen.  In a historic moment that evening,
Wallace Stegner agreed to become the
Committee’s Founding President if, and

only if, Lois would agree to be the chief
organizer, ringleader and orchestrator.

“ She agre e d !
“ Fo rty years later, the Committee still

stands strong in defense of the foothills and
coastal lands of San Mateo county and
thanks to Lois and her merry band of envi-
ronmental pioneers, we can still look to the
foothills and feel their blessings. 

“And now, before we welcome Lois to the
stage, I want to share with you a passage
f rom a piece written by Wallace Stegner enti-
tled “Roses for Lois.” 

“ ‘...she (Lois) has been central to this par -
ticular group (Committee for Green Fo o t h i l l s )
f rom the beginning.  She felt the urgency, she
g e n e rated the ideas, she kindled other spirits
f rom the incandescence of her own.  Sh e
opened not only her purse and her house, but
her heart to the cause of pre s e rving the public
and environmental interest against the forces of
s h o rt-sighted greed.  In leading, and inciting
and inspiring so many kinds of people over so
many years, she has created more than just
another environmental group.  She has helped
c reate a community of like minds as well as a
community of effort.  And though she had
other things in mind while she worked, the by -
p roduct that she didn’t anticipate is not to be
i g n o red.  The by - p roduct is love.  Thanks to
Lois, we are much more a community, a
n e i g h b o rhood, a family, than we would have
been without her example, her enthusiasm, her
e n e r gy, and her vision.

“ ‘What is more, she demonstrates that the
m o re one gives, the more is left.  She is richer,
not for what we have been able to give her, but
for what she has given us.’ ”

During this, the Committee’s 40th
a n n i ve r s a ry ye a r, we have much to celebrate.
And as always, our celebrations begin and
end with extraord i n a ry people—those who
h a ve come together over the decades with
courage and the spirit of taking action on
behalf of our local environment. 

Please join us in honoring our Fo u n d e r
and First Lady of the En v i ronment, Lois
Cro z i e r -Hogle. CGF

From the 
Exe c u t i ve Dire c t o r. . .

Committee for Green Fo o t h i l l s is a re g i o n a l
g r a s s roots organization working to establish
and maintain land-use policies that protect the
e n v i ronment throughout San Mateo and Sa n t a
Clara Counties.

The mission of the Committee for Gre e n
Foothills is to protect and pre s e rve the hills,
f o rests, creeks, wetlands, and coastal lands of
the San Francisco Peninsula through grassro o t s
education, planning, and legislative advo c a c y.
Founded in 1962, the Committee is a Bay Are a
leader in the continuing effort to protect open
space and the natural environment of the
Peninsula.  

Committee for Green Fo o t h i l l s
3921 East Ba y s h o re Ro a d
Palo Alto, CA 94303

i n f o @ Gre e n Fo o t h i l l s . o r g
w w w. Gre e n Fo o t h i l l s . o r g
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Will the County protect the foothills of the
Ma t a d e ro and San Francisquito Creek watersheds? 
by Denice Dade

Peninsula residents treasure the foothills
of the Matadero and San Francisquito

Creek watersheds, located west of Palo Alto
and the St a n f o rd Un i versity campus, as a
natural re s o u rce worth protecting for gen-
erations to come.  Providing more than
just a scenic backdro p, offering the eye
respite from urbanization, these water-
sheds provide valuable habitat for dive r s e
species including coyote, raptors, raccoons,
and listed species such as the steelhead
t rout, red-legged frog, and the California
tiger salamander. 

The County also re c o g n i zes the value of
this land. In 1987, it adopted “Op e n
Space Pre s e rvation: A Program for Sa n t a
Clara County,” which identified 61 sites
t h roughout the County as significant
regional re s o u rces. The sites are ranked in
o rder of importance for acquisition and
p re s e rvation based on their qualities as
watersheds, viewsheds, and urban buffers.
The foothills of the Ma t a d e ro and Sa n
Francisquito Creek watersheds make up a
large portion of the tenth site on the list.

Sa d l y, many of the top-priority sites
h a ve not been protected. The County
a l l owed a golf course to be built on the
first priority site: Santa Te resa Ridge near
San Jose.  Midpeninsula Regional Op e n
Space District purchased a significant por-
tion of the number two priority site,
Lexington Re s e rvoir and its watershed,
saving these lands from development —
but only after activists worked for years to
defeat multiple golf course and subdivision
p roposals. 

Fifteen years after the adoption of
“ Open Space Pre s e rvation: A Program for
Santa Clara County,” most of the original
61 sites have not been pre s e rved. With the
e n c roachment of urbanization, the impor-
tance of pre s e rving the top-priority sites
g rows each ye a r. 

S t a n f o rd opposes permanent 
p rotection 

Unfortunately, Stanford has stewardship
over a significant portion of the foothills of
the Matadero and San Francisquito Creek

County extends Stanford’s trails deadline
by Kathy Switky

The two public trails that are expected to
one day link St a n f o rd lands to nearby

open space continue to arouse heated debate.
As St a n f o rd and the community continue to
argue over the acceptability of various trails
options, the County has granted the unive r s i-
ty a second deadline extension, pushing the
t r a i l s’ completion date even further into the
f u t u re .

Trails re q u i red as mitigation for 
u n i v e r s i t y ’s development

St a n f o rd agreed to develop and dedicate
two public re c reational trails as partial mitiga-
tion for the right to develop approx i m a t e l y
4.5 million square feet in the core campus
granted by the 2000 General Use Pe r m i t
(GUP). The GUP originally re q u i red the
trails to be dedicated by December 12, 2001;

h owe ve r, the trail alignments St a n f o rd has
p roposed are unacceptable because:
■ the trails don’t provide the re q u i red connec-
tions for the Bay to Ridge trail
■ some segments are unsafe, unpleasant, and
e n v i ronmentally inappropriate; and
■ one trail proposed by the university cuts
a c ross the Special Conservation Area specifi-
cally set aside to protect the threatened re d -
legged fro g .

Community asks for safe, scenic trails
that connect to open space

The environmental community has
remained united in opposition to the trail
alignments proposed by St a n f o rd. T h e
Committee for Green Foothills, St a n f o rd
Open Space Alliance, Mi d p e n i n s u l a
Regional Open Space District, Si e r r a

Stanford's foothills comprise a significant portion of the Matadero and San Francisquito Creek watersheds – lands
the County has identified as a priority for protection.

See WATERSHEDS, page 15 See TRAILS, page 15
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by Kathy Switky

Every day, Peninsula commuters passing
Sand Hill and Woodside Roads along

Highway 280 enjoy breathtaking views to
the west: rolling green hills, extensive oak
woodlands, and — off in the distance —
Skyline Ridge. 

D e s t roys viewshed and ridgeland
The proposed development of a 34,000-

s q u a re foot private school complex on this
site would change all that.  It would
replace spring’s extravagant display of
Mu l e’s Ears (a showy member of the sun-
f l ower family) with baseball and soccer
fields built right next to the fre ew a y.  T h e
e x p a n s i ve views would be “s c re e n e d” by
t rees to hide the institutional fencing; far-
ther back along the ridges, the land would
be re c o n t o u red to accommodate this deve l-
o p m e n t .

T h reatens blue oak woodlands 
The proposed new Woodside campus of

the Phillips Brooks Academy (now in Me n l o
Pa rk) would not only destroy these stunning

v i ews enjoyed by all area residents, it would
h a ve significant and irre versible enviro n-
mental impacts — including the loss of a
number of blue oaks.  “The blue oak wood-
lands on this site are among the are a’s best,”
said Committee Legislative Ad vocate Lennie
Ro b e rts.  “Their destruction would be a
huge loss for the entire community. ”

Violates Wo o d s i d e ’s General Plan
While the impacts of the proposed 290-

student school are significant, Committee
for Green Foothills opposes the deve l o p-
ment because this project does not comply
with Wo o d s i d e’s General Plan.  The Tow n’s
General Plan was carefully crafted to pre-
vent intensive use of rural areas, and speci-
fies that new institutional and commerc i a l
uses — such as this school — should be
limited to the Town Center and Sk y l o n d a
C e n t e r.  

Site inappropriate for intensive 
institutional use

The General Plan calls for development
to be “properly related with respect to adja-
cent land uses...”  This school is proposed

for the end of a dead-end road in a huge
tract of open space near a single residence
— where this development and its large
daily population pose significant safety,
traffic, and fire dangers.

This rural site is clearly inappropriate for
an intensive use such as the proposed school
— and is just the kind of institutional
d e velopment specifically prohibited by the
Tow n’s General Pl a n .

A p p roval could open Sand Hill
c o rridor for development

Im p o rt a n t l y, approval of this pro j e c t
would not only violate Wo o d s i d e’s Ge n e r a l
Plan — it would set precedent for furt h e r
d e velopment of the western corridor of
Sand Hill Road.  This would undermine
years of work to protect open space, view-
shed, and habitat in this re g i o n .

Fo l l owing a third Planning Commission
hearing in Ma y, the Town Council is expect-
ed to meet re g a rding this pro j e c t .

For more information about the project, 
or to get invo l ved, visit 
w w w. Gre e n Fo o t h i l l s . o r g / a c t i o n .

CGF

Development in rural Woodside would 
violate General Plan and set bad precedent

This rural 92-acre oak woodland in Woodside has been targeted by a private school that would replace this stunning viewshed with an institutional development that violates
the Town’s General Plan.
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by Don Mayall

Driving south on 101 toward Morgan Hi l l ,
one sees a long ridge to the east —

g reen now, but otherwise unre m a rkable when
seen from the valley floor. On the ridgetop,
h owe ve r, one finds a place of sweeping vistas,
home to singing grass, wildflowers, eagles,
falcons, and coyotes... but few people.  

K n own as Coyote Ridge, it consists of a
rock known as serpentinite, or serpentine —
so-called because its unwe a t h e red pieces can
be green and scaly like a snake.  Se r p e n t i n e’s
unique mineral characteristic helped shape
C oyote Ridge’s amazing and unusual ecosys-
tem that includes ten pro-
tected wildlife species and
t we l ve rare plants.

C oyote Ridge’s most
famous resident listed as
t h reatened by the U.S. Fi s h
& Wildlife Se rvice, the Ba y
Checkerspot butterf l y,
depends upon several plants
that grow in the ridge’s ser-
pentine soils. Suitable Ba y
Checkerspot habitat has been
lost to development else-
w h e re in the va l l e y. The last
sizable population of this
b u t t e rfly is found on Coyo t e
Ridge, and this ridge is criti-
cal to the butterf l y’s surv i va l .

Un f o rt u n a t e l y, deve l o p-
ment is not the only threat to
b u t t e rfly habitat—habitat loss
also occurs when non-native
grasses invade the area.  This invasion has
o c c u r red in the valley as a result of air pollu-
tion and poor grazing practices.  We l l - m a n-
aged grazing actually is now an essential con-
s e rvation strategy needed to control the inva-
s i ve plants that threaten this native habitat.

Civilization is ve ry close to this tre a s u re ,
and expanding eve ry day.  Lines of new
homes, factories, and golf courses are all
a d vancing on the serpentine ridges. For a
number of reasons, Coyote Ridge is the most
i m p o rtant area in need of pre s e rvation as
open space in the Santa Clara Va l l e y.  This is
why we must pre s e rve it:

C oyote Ridge is a cornerstone in the belt
of open space around Santa Clara Va l l e y. It s

p re s e rvation will protect the Santa Clara
Valley from urbanization that would spre a d
a c ross the Hamilton Range and join with the
San Joaquin Va l l e y.

C oyote Ridge is part of an intact ecosys-
tem and wildlife corri d o r. The ridge is con-
tiguous with public and undeveloped lands
to the north, east and south.

C oyote Ridge is a re p o s i t o ry of rare and
e n d a n g e red species. The U.S. Fish &
Wildlife Se rvice has identified the pre s e rva-
tion of Coyote Ridge as key to the re c ove ry
of endangered species.

C oyote Ridge is a natural science labora-
t o ry. Scientists from St a n f o rd Un i ve r s i t y,

U.C. Davis, Be rkeley and
e l s ew h e re are studying effects
of soils, temperature, pollina-
tors, and human enviro n-
mental factors on the ecosys-
tem here .

C oyote Ridge is part of
our heritage.  Unlike most
of the rest of the va l l e y, it
was not used for agriculture
or development, and re m a i n s
much as it was before the
d e velopment of the va l l e y.

The Committee for Gre e n
Foothills has joined with the
Santa Clara Valley Chapter
of the California Na t i ve
Plant Society (CNPS), the
Loma Prieta Chapter of the
Sierra Club, the Santa Clara
Valley Audubon So c i e t y,
Greenbelt Alliance, Ac t e r r a ,

and others in a coalition to ensure the pro-
tection and pre s e rvation of this re m a rk a b l e
a rea.  

For more information about Coyote Ridge
or to get invo l ved with the campaign to pro-
tect it, visit the CNPS Coyote Ridge we b s i t e :
w w w. s t a n f o rd . e d u / ~ r a w l i n g s / c oyote. 

Don Mayall, a re t i red re s e a rcher from Oh l o n e
College, has been a member of the Santa Clara
Valley Chapter of CNPS since the mid-80s, and
has served as Conservation South Chair, Fi e l d
Trip Coord i n a t o r, Vice President, and
President.  He currently serves as the Chapter’s
Ra re Plant Coordinator for Santa Clara
County.

CGF

Protecting Coyote Ridge

Coyote Ridge is

a cornerstone

in the belt of

open space

around Santa

Clara Valley.
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Santa Clara County
LAFCO denies sprawl and
upholds urban boundaries 
by Kathy Switky

Ap roject that could have opened
the door to sprawl countywide

was rejected in Fe b ru a ry when the
Santa Clara County Local Agency
Formation Commission (LA F C O )
denied Morgan Hi l l’s request to
extend services outside its city limits
for an urban-scale project located on
County lands.

The Morgan Hill City Council
had approved the extension of urban
s e rvices (police, fire, water and sani-
tation) to a project proposed for
lands outside of the city limits.  T h e
c i t y’s extension of these services out-
side the city’s Urban Se rvices Area —
the boundary that defines where
cities can allow urban deve l o p m e n t
— was essentially an attempt to
s h o rt-cut the legal process, which
re q u i res the city to first annex the
land before providing these serv i c e s .

Committee for Green Fo o t h i l l s ,
in collaboration with Santa Clara
Valley Audubon and Gre e n b e l t
Alliance, acted quickly to success-
fully lobby LAFCO to uphold its
policy designed to pre vent just this
s o rt of sprawl-inducing deve l o p-
ment from moving forw a rd.  By
denying Morgan Hi l l’s re q u e s t ,
LAFCO upheld its goal of keeping
urban-scale development inside city
l i m i t s.

S h o rtcut would have violated
decades of regional planning 

Placing urban development out-
side of the city’s service area is not
only inappropriate — it would have
set a dangerous precedent for the
e n t i re County.  Ap p roval of this
p roject outside city limits would
h a ve undermined more than thirt y
years of managed growth in Sa n t a
Clara County, and opened the door
to sprawl.

In addition, the project pre s e n t e d

significant negative impacts.  T h e
p roject site is zoned for agriculture ,
and the State of California’s
De p a rtment of Conservation has
identified it as “prime farmland” and
“farmland of statewide import a n c e” .
Extending urban services to the pro j-
ect site would not only impact sur-
rounding agricultural operations —
it would also encourage conve r s i o n
of valuable farmland.

Committee asks LAFCO to
uphold urban boundaries

Because the applicant pro p o s e d
urban-scale development in the
rural, unincorporated area of the
C o u n t y, the request went to the
Local Agency Fo r m a t i o n
Commission, a local agency set up
by the state to enforce city bound-
aries.  

The Committee for Gre e n
Foothills and other enviro n m e n t a l
g roups lobbied LAFCO to deny the
request in accordance with LA F C O ’s
goals: to encourage orderly urban
boundaries, discourage urban sprawl,
and pre s e rve agricultural and open
space lands.  

Denial of project will
discourage sprawl and pro t e c t
open space

In Fe b ru a ry, the LA F C O
Commissioners voted unanimously
to uphold their policies pre ve n t i n g
urban development from occurring
outside city limits.  With this vo t e ,
the Commissioners sent a clear mes-
sage to local cities and deve l o p e r s
that urban service areas will be
e n f o rced, and that deve l o p m e n t
must follow appropriate pro t o c o l .
By denying the request, LA F C O
continues to limit development out-
side urban boundaries to a low - d e n-
s i t y, rural scale — and to pro t e c t
the rural character of our County
lands. CGF

Success on 
Prop 40 means 
millions for local
open space

When California voters passed Pro p
40, the “California Clean Wa t e r,

Clean Air, Coastal Protection and Sa f e
Neighborhood Pa rks Bond Act,” in
Ma rch, they approved funding for envi-
ronmental re s o u rces throughout the state. 

Committee for Green Foothills, one of
nearly 500 conservation, health, and civic
organizations that supported the measure ,
helped secure $2.6 billion in funding for
p rograms that will improve water supplies
and air quality, protect natural re s o u rc e s ,
s u p p o rt parks and re c reation, help man-
age the impacts of growth, and pro t e c t
f a r m l a n d .

The proposition — one of the largest
state environmental bond measures in US
h i s t o ry — will fund a number of local
p rojects, including $11 million for the
Midpeninsula Regional Open Sp a c e
Di s t r i c t .

Spring wildflowers are ablaze at Coyote Ridge.
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April brought more than sunshine
and a new fiscal year — it brought a
new slate of officers to the
C o m m i t t e e ’s Board of Directors.

The board unanimously elected as
Vice President K a ren Kidwell and as
Secretary Sue LaTo u r re t t e. R e - e l e c t-
ed were President Mary Davey a n d
Treasurer D o rothy Bender. We are
g rateful for the dedicated leadership of
all four of these women.

We thank outgoing officers H e r t h a
H a r r i n g t o n and Dave Pe r ro n e ( e a c h
of whom has served as Vice President
for the past several years, and contin-
ues as a Director) and Brielle Jo h n c k,
who has served as Secretary for the
past year.

The Committee Board also bids a
fond farewell to Brielle, who has
resigned from the Board after three
years of service as a Director. We thank
Brielle for her commitment and hard
w o r k , and are grateful that she will
continue to work for the local environ-
ment as a member of MPACT (Mid-
Peninsula Action for Tomorrow) and the
Menlo Park Environmental Commission.

BOARD NOTES

...Palo Alto Baylands, where CGF helped
uphold the city’s protective riparian corridor
policy and prevent soccer fields from being
built on marsh habitat.

...the long-awaited Devil’s Slide Tunnel,
for which the final Environmental Impact
Statement should be approved in coming
weeks — despite the increased estimated
cost and new projections that construction
should start in 2003 or 2004.

...the eastern foothills in southern Santa
Clara County, where the proposed Patrick
Ranch Vintage Estates would place an 18-
home subdivi-
sion on exposed
ridgelines.

...the
Midcoast
Community
Council, which
is reviewing the
San Mateo County Local Coastal Program.

...the Santa Clara County Open Space
Authority, for which land owners recently
approved a huge increase in public funding.

...local political officials, who are partici-
pating in regular breakfast meetings with
CGF representatives and other local environ-
mental advocates.

...thirteen volumes of Department of Fish
and Game data on San Mateo County’s
coastal streams, now compiled and organized
by watershed in a publication by the Green
Foothills Foundation.

...the San Mateo County Parks
Foundation, which is helping raise the $3
million necessary to complete the purchase of
Mirada Surf, the area’s last undeveloped bluff,
for a community park at the south end of El
Granada.

...Skyline Ridge, where we successfully
argued for a reduction in the scale and visi-
bility of new facilities at Skylawn Memorial
Park.

...Stevens Creek Canyon, where the
Canyon Heights Academy proposes an inap-
propriate development that threatens wet-
lands, the creek and open space in Cupertino.

...the Coastal San Mateo Stewardship
Conference in April, which CGF co-sponsored
to help encourage cooperative stewardship
on the coast.

...Large Group Assembly facilities
(LGAF) in Santa Clara County, where the
Board of Supervisors is studying whether to
allow these urban-scale developments out -
side of city limits.

...the League for Coastside Protection,
which endorsed a number of environment-
friendly candidates for local office and saw
most of them elected.

...the Habitat Conservation Plan for
Santa Clara County, which is required mitiga-
tion for the development of Coyote Valley and
the expansion of Highway 101 between San

Jose and Morgan
Hill.

...Santa Clara
County, to ensure
that the conserva-
tion easement for
the California Tiger
Salamander is

strong and provides adequate mitigation for
the development of the Carnegie Foundation
offices.

...Cellular communications towers
throughout San Mateo County, the visual
impact of which the Committee continues to
work to reduce.

...Peninsula Open Space Trust, which
recently announced its purchase of the
3,681-acre Driscoll Ranch and an innovative
agreement that gives the seller a lifetime
right for grazing, pedestrian and equestrian
activities on the Skyline property.

...the Bay Area Open Space Council, a
group of public and nonprofit organizations
providing regional leadership for protection of
local open space, which the Committee just
joined.

...Pescadero Marsh, where some propose
to alleviate flooding problems by dredging
Butano Creek, thus destroying aquatic habitat
and species.

...the Community Resource Group, a
group of professionals and citizens (including
CGF’s own Denice Dade and Mary Davey)
providing advice to County staff on the over-
sight of Stanford’s General Use Permit.

For more information on what the Committee
is watching, call (650) 968-7243 or visit
www.GreenFoothills.org.

The Committee 
is watching...

A s part of our 40th Anniversary celebra-
tions, the Committee is hosting a bicy-

cle tour of the foothills.  This is a great
chance to see some of the lands the
Committee has helped protect — and enjoy
a good workout with fellow cyclists.

On Sunday, June 23, we’ll lead 50k and
100k routes through the foothills.  Our
100k ride will be challenging and moder-
ately-paced; the 50k ride will be shorter and
easier.  Both groups will stop to regroup
and take in the views — and learn more
about our work.  

Registration is just $15, and includes a
box lunch served at the end of the ride.
Ride brochures and registration forms are in
local bike shops; you can also request one
from the Committee at (650) 968-7243 or
d ownload one from www. Gre e n Fo o t h i l l s . o r g .
Register early — space is limited!

Tour the foothills
by bicycle!
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by Gary Deghi

Raptors are what we typically think of
as the birds of prey:  hawks, eagles,

falcons and owls.  To a raptor traveling
along the coast, the North Wavecrest area
in Half Moon Bay seems a veritable
smorgasbord.  This area has every-
thing a hawk could want:  mature
trees that provide perching and roost-
ing sites, grasslands that provide forag-
ing habitat, riparian corridors and
coyote brush in fields that provide
cover, and an abundance of voles that
serve as a source of prey.

The North Wavecrest area is con-
sidered by Sequoia Audubon Society
(SAS) as the most important habitat
for wintering raptors in San Mateo
County,  as it supports a greater diver-
sity of raptors and number of individ-
uals than any  other site.  A portion of
North Wavecrest is the site of the pro-
posed Wavecrest Village Project, a large
residential and commercial project,
including a new middle school and Boys’
and Girls’ Club, currently being reviewed
on appeal by the California Coastal
Commission (CCC).

My objective in writing this article is
to inform readers about the effect the

Wavecrest Village Project would
have on raptor populations so

that informed comment
can be delivered

when a decision is to be made on this
project by the CCC later this year.

I presented data to the CCC last year
that summarized results of Christmas
Bird Counts conducted in the North
Wavecrest area each winter by SAS begin-

ning in 1988.  The data demonstrates
extensive use by species such as red-tailed
hawk, red-shouldered hawk, white-tailed
kite, Northern harrier, and American
kestrel, and use also by sharp-shinned
hawk, Cooper’s hawk, great-horned owl,
barn owl and short-eared owl.  The value
of the site is enhanced when considering
the rare and vagrant species that have
been documented during the winter or in
migration: this includes ferruginous
hawk, rough-legged hawk, broad-winged
hawk, golden eagle, peregrine falcon,
prairie falcon, merlin and Swainson’s

hawk (the first documented record of
overwintering Swainson’s hawk ever in
coastal Northern California).

On the Christmas Bird Count con-
ducted on December 16, 2000, a remark-
able 65 raptor individuals were observed

over the course of one day within the
approximately 500-acre North
Wavecrest area that includes Wavecrest
Village.  This total consisted of 15
white-tailed kites, 10 Northern harri-
ers, 1 sharp-shinned hawk, 4 red-
shouldered hawks, 18 red-tailed
hawks, 9 American kestrels and 5
short-eared owls, and 3 barn owls.

The North Wavecrest area, includ-
ing Wavecrest Village, also annually
supports a wintering population of up
to as many as six short-eared owls. The
short-eared owl is a large owl that lives
only in grasslands and marshlands, and
that has been designated as a species of

special concern in California due to seri-
ous declines in numbers caused by con-
version of grasslands to urban sprawl and
agriculture.  North Wavecrest is the most
important wintering site for short-eared
owl in San Mateo County, and is one of
the most important wintering sites for the
species in the greater San Francisco Bay
region.  When only coastal sites support-
ing wintering populations of short-eared
owl are considered, the importance of the
area takes on statewide significance.

The short-eared owls roost during the

North Wavecrest:

A valuable habitat for raptors

See RAPTORS, next page

North Wavecrest is a critical wintering site for the short-eared
owl, Asio flammeus.
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Contentious development in 
Half Moon Bay poorly placed
by Kathy Switky

Fur is flying over the proposed Wavecrest Village Project in
Half Moon Bay — raising fears that the county’s most

i m p o rtant wintering-raptor habitat will be lost.
The proposed development would place a substantial re s i-

dential, commercial, and mixed-use development on an
e x t r a o rd i n a ry expanse of bluff-top open space about a mile
south of dow n t own Half Moon Ba y. The 205-acre parcel is
— in the Sequoia Audubon Society’s estimation — the most
important habitat for wintering raptors in San Mateo County
(see article on page 8). 

Development sprawls at the urban edge
This sprawl-inducing, urban-edge, low-density deve l o p-

ment is poorly placed.  It would be better suited as infill in
some of the hundreds of vacant lots in Half Moon Ba y.  

Because Wa ve c rest Village would include a Boy s’ and Gi r l s’
Club and new middle school, supporters of the project have
painted opponents as anti-education and anti-childre n .
Re g a rdless of the merits of the proposed tenants, any deve l o p-
ment on this valuable habitat is inappro p r i a t e .

E n v i ronmental groups challenge the pro j e c t
En v i ronmentalists are united in opposing this deve l o p m e n t

because of its negative impacts on open space, wetlands, raptor
populations, traffic, and water supplies. Committee for Gre e n
Foothills — along with Sequoia Audubon, the Sierra Club, and
League for Coastside Protection — are urging the California
Coastal Commission to deny the project.  

Decision still months off
The fate of this project is still up in the air.  The Coastal

Commission is expected to consider it at a meeting later this
ye a r, once a wetlands evaluation has been completed.
Meanwhile, the Cabrillo Unified School District is eva l u a t i n g
other options for a school — including the existing Cunha site,
which the Committee support s .

Like the proposed Phillips Brooks School in Woodside, the
Wa ve c rest Village Project is simply a poorly placed deve l o p-
ment, and a classic example of short-sighted planning.  T h e
Committee for Green Foothills continues to watch for — and
oppose — proposals such as these throughout the Pe n i n s u l a ,
and favors workable solutions that ensure the use of sound
planning principles. CGF

day in the grasslands of North Wavecrest,
and they forage at night over the entire
North Wavecrest area, including the pro-
posed Wavecrest Village.  Development
of Wavecrest Village would destroy
approximately one-third of the foraging
habitat for the wintering population of
short-eared owls, compromising the via-
bility of this population.  Because much
of  the remaining habitat within North
Wavecrest is privately owned and subject

to future development, the cumulative
impact of the project is essentially the
elimination of this wintering site for
short-eared owls and other raptor popula-
tions.

The best way to mitigate these impacts
is to limit the amount of open grassland
impacted by the project, preferably by
selecting alternative sites.  I would like to
see my 9-year old son benefit from a
facility for Coastside youth, and I would
like for him to have the opportunity to
attend a new middle school in the com-

ing years, but not at the North Wavecrest
site, and not at the cost to the environ-
ment that would result from the
Wavecrest Village Project. 

Gary Deghi is a wildlife ecologist, profes -
sional environmental consultant, member of
the Board of Directors of Sequoia Audubon
Society, and former member of the Half
Moon Bay City Council.

CGF

RAPTORS, from previous page
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C o u n t y’s new Land Use Wo rk Pl a n
includes environmental pro t e c t i o n s
by Kathy Sw i t k y

Land use advocacy re q u i res a number of different strategies and tac-
tics.  Mo re often than not, those of us working to promote sound

land use find ourselves fighting ill-conceived development pro p o s a l s ,
l o b bying stakeholders, and working to uphold existing policies.

Occasionally we have
the opportunity to help
shape long-term planning
for open space pro t e c t i o n s
— as the Committee did
recently with Santa Clara
C o u n t y’s Land Use Wo rk
Pl a n .

Last ye a r, the
Committee for Gre e n
Foothills and other local
e n v i ro n m e n t a l
organizations began
w o rking with the County
B o a rd of Su p e rvisors to
help develop the 2002

Land Use Wo rk Plan. This allowed us to raise open space and
e n v i ronmental issues and — given the County’s limited re s o u rces —
help determine the policy issues to be addressed in the coming ye a r.

CGF collaborates with Audubon, Greenbelt to help set
p r i o r i t i e s

The Committee collaborated with the Santa Clara Valley Au d u b o n
Society to raise awareness of deficiencies in existing County policies.
At the Board of Su p e rv i s o r’s land use workshop last Se p t e m b e r, we
identified a number of key areas needing attention and highlighted
p a rticularly egregious examples of poor land use — including massive
estate homes perched on ridgelines with inva s i ve road cuts, and
homes built right next to creeks. In addition, we identified a number
of disturbing development trends that threaten open space.

In Ja n u a ry 2002, Greenbelt Alliance joined us, and our thre e
organizations worked together to identify County-wide priorities for
the coming ye a r.  To g e t h e r, we officially asked the Board of
Su p e rvisors to:

■ De velop a strong riparian policy — including restoration and pro-
tection of the County’s creekside habitat and watersheds;
■ St rengthen protections for lands zoned “Hi l l s i d e s” — pre ve n t i n g
i n t ru s i ve development, especially on ridgelines;
■ De velop zoning policies for working landscapes — including agri-
cultural lands and ranch lands;
■ Create Special Conservation Areas throughout the County — iden-
tifying sensitive habitat areas and developing pro t e c t i ve policies; and
■ Continue to enforce the County’s vision for managed growth and
re q u i re urban development to occur inside existing cities — pre ve n t-
ing sprawl from encroaching on rural County lands.

Work Plan includes protections for habitat, hillsides, 
rural are a s

Thanks to our collaborative approach — and many letters and
e-mails from CGF members — the final 2002 Wo rk Pl a n
included much of what we asked for.  The plan will guide the
County to significant new open space and enviro n m e n t a l
p ro t e c t i o n s .

The Wo rk Plan directs County staff to create pro t e c t i ve Hillside poli-
cies and develop a countywide riparian ordinance that protects cre e k s i d e
habitat and watersheds by identifying significant natural are a s .
De veloping these policies will be a top priority in the coming ye a r.

The inclusion of these priorities in the Land Use Wo rk Plan is a
p o s i t i ve step forw a rd for the protection of County lands for future
generations — thanks to the Su p e rv i s o r s’ forw a rd vision and pro a c t i ve
a p p roach to land use planning and management countywide. CGF

Hikers enjoy Calero County Park.

Calero County Park.
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Monte Bello Ridge offers one of
Skyline’s most spectacular panora-

mas — from atop rolling grasslands, one
can watch hawks soar, enjoy a bird’s-eye
view of the Stevens Creek watershed, and
scan the entire Santa Clara Valley from on
hi g h .

This dramatic setting offers more than
an amazing view.  The ridge’s combina-
tion of soil, sun exposure, and climate is
unique as well.  Mo re than a hundre d
years ago, winemakers discove red that
this environment was prime for grapes as
well as hikers.  To d a y, Ridge Vi n e y a rds is
at the top both literally and figurative l y
—  Ridge wines consistently win award s
and international acclaim.

The stellar skyline setting of Ridge
Vi n e y a rds is the site of the grand finale
to the Committee’s 40th annive r s a ry cele-
bration on Su n d a y, September 8.
“ Um b rellas Over Ti m e” will include a

wine reception, silent auction, live auc-
tion commandeered  by local elected offi-
cials, and special honors for the
C o m m i t t e e’s collaborators over the ye a r s .
And, of course, we’ll enjoy Ridge wines
and some delicious food.  This will be
the event of the year — don’t miss it!

Our hosts for this special eve n i n g
include Paul Dr a p e r, Ridge Vi n e y a rd s
CEO and vintner, and his wife Ma u re e n ,
a musician and writer.  (The event is also
co-hosted by Committee President Ma ry
Da vey and 40th Annive r s a ry Ho n o r a ry
Co-chairs Lois Cro z i e r - Hogle and Ma ry
Page St e g n e r.)  Having lived on Mo n t e
Bello Ridge at the winery for more than
30 years, the Drapers are passionate
about the area, and are now working to
help protect it, as the newest members on
the Committee’s Board of Di re c t o r s .

R i d g e’s vineyards, gardens, and view s
offer the perfect place to celebrate four

decades of protecting special places like
Monte Bello Ridge.  Be sure to save the
d a t e, and plan to join us for this ve ry
special evening atop the ridge.   

For more information about Ridge
Vi n e y a rds and their wonderful wines,
visit www. R i d g e Wine.com.  

For more information about our
anniversary celebrations, visit
www.GreenFoothills.org/40th. 

Committee members and friends can look for
their invitations to the Ridge event in August. 

CGF

Ridge inspires conservation,
wine — and celebration!

by Kathy Switky

A s the Committee celebrates its 40th
anniversary, we look to the many envi-

ronmental leaders who have made our work
possible over the years.  Appropriately, some
of our favorite heroes have been recognized
recently for their accomplishments.  

Committee for Green Foothills co-
founder (and guiding light) Lois Crozier-
Hogle received Palo Alto Chamber of
Commerce 2002 “Tall Tree Award.”  Lois
was one of the organizing forces behind the
1959 campaign to keep the factories out of
the foothills and has been an active voice of
the Committee ever since.  Her experience,
wisdom, and inspiration continue to guide
our work — in fact, Lois is an Honorary
Chairperson of CGF’s 40th Anniversary cel-
ebrations. 

Our Legislative Advocate for San Mateo
County, Lennie Roberts, was nominated for
a prestigious 2002 Women of Achievement
Award, given by the Women’s Fund of
Silicon Valley.  Lennie has been working to

protect open space in San Mateo County
since 1978, and is one of the Bay Area’s
most respected environmental leaders.  She
has led the Committee in a number of criti-
cal open space battles on the San Mateo
Coast and along Skyline.

Committee for Green Foothills Di re c t o r
and Green Foothills Foundation Pre s i d e n t
April Vargas has been honored twice
recently — the Half Moon Bay Re v i ew

Magazine honored April as a Coastside
Woman of the Ye a r, and she was named
“Woman of the Ye a r” in California’s 19th
Assembly District.  

Please join us in congratulating Lois,
Lennie, and April. Thanks to our dedicat-
ed, effective leaders, the Committee con-
tinues to lead the chorus of voices for
open space protection as we begin our
41st ye a r. CGF

CGF leaders win accolades

Lois Crozier-Hogle Lennie Roberts April Vargas

The Committee’s 40th Anniversary celebrations will
conclude with a spectacular evening at Ridge
Vineyards on September 8. Don't miss it!
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F o u n d a t i o n s
We would like to thank the
following Foundations for their
support of our education,
outreach, and legal research this
year.

Community Foundation Silicon
Va l l e y

Compton Fo u n d a t i o n
The Larry L. H i l l b l o m
Fo u n d a t i o n ,I n c .

The INNW Fund
Moriarty Family Charitable
Tr u s t

The David and Lucile Pa c k a r d
Foundation 

Foothills 
Millennium Fund
These generous major donors of
$1000 or more in the past
fiscal year have made an
extraordinary commitment to
local open space protection. 
We are pleased to recognize
them as members of the
Foothills Millennium Fund.

Jessica Rose and Robert
A g ra m o n t e

Richard A n d e r s o n
Anonymous (2)
Steve and Diane Barra g e r
Robert Batinovich
Dorothy Bender
Ed Blackmond
Steven Blank and Alison Elliot
Jobst Bra n d t
Allan and Marilyn Brown
Robert V. and Patricia M.
B r o w n

Richard Burt
Eleanor Cranston Cameron
Robert and Carol Ceva s c o
Elizabeth and Pa r k
C h a m b e r l a i n

Robin Clark and Mary
M a c k i e r n a n

Jim and Pat Compton
Constance Cra w f o r d
Lois Crozier- H o g l e
Mary and Jack Davey
Paul and Maureen Dra p e r
Linda and Jerry Elkind
Len and Gael Erickson
Carol and Chris Espinosa
Michael Fa r m wa l d
Kenneth and Sherrilyn Fisher
Jane Gallagher
Herb and Norma Grench
Hertha and Walter Harrington
Larry and Penelope Hassett
Chuck and Christy Hollowa y
Carol and Mahlon Hubenthal
Mary Hufty and Daniel A l e g r i a
Brielle Johnck and Steve
S c h m i d t

Cathie and Pitch Johnson
Tom Jordan
Stanley and Elaine Jungleib
Suzanne Ke i t h
Zoe Ke r s t e e n - Tu c ker and
George Tu c ke r

Karen Kidwell and Rodney
Fa r r o w

Ambassador Bill and Mrs. J e a n
L a n e

Susan Lang and Robert
L e v e n s o n

Sue and Peter LaTo u r r e t t e
Jody and Roger Lawler
Pauline Lord
Olive and Henry Mayer
M r. and Mrs. Bob McIntyre
Nils Nilsson and Grace A b b o t t
B rad and Judy O’Brien

Mary and John Pe r k i n s
David and Jocelyn Pe r r o n e
Christine Powell and Bern
S m i t h

Thomas and Susan Richards
Michael and Lennie Roberts
Nancy Rosendin
Scott and Jennifer Ross
Cindy Rubin and Brian
R o s e n t h a l

Margaret Schink
Albert and Jo Schreck
Nancy and Greg Serrurier
Ta n ya Slesnick and Ted Mitchell
Mary Page Stegner
Kate Stra s b u r g
Kathy and Andy Switky
April Vargas and Jeff Olson

Mariquita We s t
Ciddy and Bob Wo r d e l l
Patricia A . Wu r s t e r
Lyn Wyman and Dennis Dow
Alex and Leah Zaffaroni

Individual donors 
and members
Gifts of all sizes help ensure the
future of our foothills.  We’d
like to thank the following
donors and members for their
gifts of $1-$999 this year.

Margaret A b e
Donald W. A i t ke n ,M . D.
Ingrid A ke r b l o m
Rhoda A l e x a n d e r
Mary and Louis A l l a m a n d o l a
John and Kathryn A l l e n
Marjorie J. A n d e r s o n
Virginia A n d e r s o n ,P h . D.
Anonymous (3)
Midori Aogaichi and Richard
M a m e l o c k

Susan H. Arbuckle and Dr.
Steven Schneider

Jim and Betty A r n o l d
Maxwell A r n o l d
M r. and Mrs. Kenneth A r r o w
Norman Arslan 
Tom and Annette A s h t o n
Keith G. A s ko f f
David and Janet A z e v e d o
Martin Baccaglio
Margaret Rose Badger 
Pam and Brad Baer
Lorna and Alan Bagley
Daniel and Mary-Ly n n e
B a i n b r i d g e

Robert Baldwin
Dorothea F. B a m f o r d
Nancy and Donald Barnby
Cliff and Zelda Barnett
Jan Barrett
Jean Barrett
Larry and Susan Basso
Paul and Mary Jane Bateman
Marilyn Bauriedel
Duane Bay and Barbara
N o p a r s t a k

Jeffrey and Lovinda Beal Blohm

Irene Beardsley and Dan
B l o o m b e r g

Robert F. B e a u l i e u
Betsy and George Bechtel
Bill and Peggy Bechtell
David Beck and Debra Robins
Meg Beeler
Rolf and Florence Beier
Cindy and Dale Beliveau
Al and Jeanne Bell
Helene F. B e l z
Harold and Patricia Bendigke i t
Jeanne Benloff
A t s u ko and Keith Bennett
Fran Bennion
Elaine and Robert Benoit
Nancy and Brad Benson
Fred D. B e n z

Bonnie M. B e r g
David Bergen
Chris Berka
Kristin Berman
Martin Berndt
David and Anne Bernstein
Ann C. B e y e r
June Bilisoly
Ruth Bioletti
Roger and Millicent Bishop
Jim Blanchard and Te r r y
S w e e n e y

Guy and Bobbi Blase
Kris Bobier
Trudy Bock
Richard Bode
Dave and Cherie Bogart
M r. and Mrs. John Boice
David Bomberger
M r. and Mrs. B o n n e r
Mary Jo Bora k
Olive and John Borgsteadt
Margot and David Botsford
Julia Bott
Eleanor Boushey
Penelope and David Bowen
James and Joan Boyce
John Bra z i l
Lawrence M. B r e e d
Bob Breen
Mary Breen
Don Brenneis
Scott Brenneman
Keith Breon
E l ya and Mary Bresler
C. Stuart and Renate Brewster
Edith Bridges-Cone and David
C o n e

C raig Britton and Carleen
B r u i n s

William P. B r o s g e
Geoff Brosseau
Robert D. B r o w n ,J r.
Sherry Brown
Phyllis Browning
Linda Brownrigg and Philip
L e w i s

Joanne E. B r u g g e m a n n
Susan Brya n
Kay Buck
Robert Buell
Ellie Gross Bullis

Jim and Wileta Burch
M r. and Mrs. Paul Burich
Kerry L. B u r ke
Robert Burks
Gail and Robert Buschini
Robert and Eugenia Buss
Magdalena Cabrera
Carolyn Caddes
Judith and Robert Caletti
Gordon and Joan Campbell
Lee and Linda Carlson
Frank and Margaret Carney
Hylkia Carter
Phyllis and Richard Cassel
Nancy and George Cator
Lyn Chambers and Greg Lee
Diane L. C h a p m a n
Doug and Gail Cheeseman

The N. A . Christensen Jr. Fa m i l y
David Chu
Te d , Ginny and Jennifer Chu
The Church and Society
C o m m i t t e e

Mary Lou Cira n n i
James P. C i t t a
William Clancey and Danielle
Fa f c h a m p s

Bertina Clare
Bill and Jean Clark
Roganne Clark
Thomas S. and Sarah Clark
Ron and Carol Clazie
William and Carolyn Clebsch
Ruth Coale
Barry and Carol Coate
Sheila Cockshott
H o ward Jerome Cohen
Mary and Thomas Cohn
Tom and Sophie Collins
Eda S. C o o k
Alan Cooper and Medill
W i l l i a m s

Ken and Sally Cooper
Mary M. C o o p e r r i d e r
Thomas Corey
Harry Cornbleet
Jean and Mike Couch
Nancy Couperus
E d ward Cox
Linda Cra i g
Melanie and Peter Cross
Daniel Cumings
Carolyn Curtis and Don Maya l l
William and Audrey Cutler
Peggy da Silva and Dan
H o d a p p

Janet Dafoe
Tom Daggett
Thomas and Rosemary Damon
Dan and Liz Dana
David and Judy Daniels
M a r yann Danielson
Jerry and Toni Danzig
Jo Darius
Anne and Art Dauer
Catherine Davey
John P. Davey and Mary Ja n e
M i d d l e t o n

Gordon K. and Carolyn S.
D a v i d s o n

Daniel Davies
M r. and Mrs. Dexter Dawes
M r. and Mrs. Laurence Dawson
Lisl Day
Paul and Anne De Carli
Carol and Jack De Silva
Wim and Helen de W i t
Kent Dedrick
Arline and Peter Dehlinger
Eric Denys and Sonja Declercq
Griffin Derryberry
Don Dianda
Rod Diridon and Gloria Duffy
Kate Disney
Albert and Carmen Dixon
Mary and Bob Dodge
Ruth G. D o e l l
D o n o van family
Laurence Dorcy
Erik and Leslie Doyle
Larry J. D o y l e
Nancy S. D ra p k i n
Daniel G. and Eileen H. D ra t h
Charles and Margot Drekmeier
Peter Drekmeier
Walter Droste
Richard and Jean Duda
Malcolm and Cosette Dudley
Timothy Duff
Charles R. Bacon and Cynthia
D u s e l - B a c o n

Dorothea Dutton
Ron and Linda Dyson-We a v e r
B a r b a ra Eastman
Francesca Eastman
Joseph S. E c ke r l e
Jeb and Edith Eddy
Dorothy Edminster
Dr. and Mrs. Duane K.Edmunds
Shirley Ly h n e - E i c h o r n
Kathy Eisenhardt
Robert and Diana Eke d a h l
Martha Elderon
Sandy Emerson
Gail Erwin
M r. and Mrs. Dave Eshleman
Donald Ewing
M o ya Eyerly
Tony M. Fa d e l l
Claire Feder and Ernie Goitein
Nancy Fe d e r s p i e l
Anita and Sol Fe f e r m a n
Charles D. Fe i n s t e i n
Kathy and Bob Fe l d m a n
Jan and Bob Fe n w i c k
Betty Fe r n a n d e z
Susan Fe r n ya k
Michael J. Fe r r e i ra
Thomas and Nancy Fiene
M r. and Mrs. D. M .F i g l e y
Sheila Scherrer Finch
Gwyn Firth Murra y
Herbert and Alice Fischgrund
Leslie and James Fish
George and Janice Fisher
Sylvia Seman Fisher
Ellen Fletcher
Robert B. F l i n t ,J r.
Alexander L. F l o r e n c e
Florets Garden Club
Frank and Kirsten Flynn
Art and Cindy Fo l ke r
Alice R. Fo r b e s
Florence and Thomas Fo r r e s t
Marie E. Fo r s t e r
Andrea and Ja ke Fra y
Bill and Louise Fr e e d m a n
Don Fr e e d m a n
S a rah and Robert Fr e e d m a n
Julia Fr e e m a n
Larry A . Fr e e m a n ,M . D.
Elaine Fr e n c h
Alan Fr i t c h l e
Julianne Adams Fr i z z e l l
Hugh F. and Loraine Fr o h b a c h
Judy Fr o s t
David Fung

Allen Gale
Dania Gamble
M r. and Mrs. Robert E. G a
Charles and Elizabeth Ga
Velia Garcia
Garden Club of Palo A l t o
Kenneth and Lindy Gardi
C a s s a n d ra Gay
M r. and Mrs. Henry M. G a
Ralph and Maria Gehlke n
Betty Gera r d
Marianne Gerson and De
G l o v e r

Reeta and Tushar Gheew
Amanda Gibson
Chris Gideon
Stephen and Margaret G
Nancy Ginzton
Robert Gira r d
M r. and Mrs. James Goes
Mark J. G o l d b e r g
Milton Goldberg
Arnold Goldschlager
Mary Nicholson Goldwor
Leslie C. G o r d o n
Ferne and Gil Gossett
John and Mariam Gra h a m
Kathy Gra h a m
Natalie Gra h a m
Robert and Joan Gra n t
Pria Graves 
Joan and Dan Gra y
Roslyn Gra y
Suzanne Greenberg
Robert C. G r e e n e
Peter B. and Ann M. G r e g
G race and Michael Griffi
Jean and Lyle Groberg
Alice Painter Gross
Fred J. de Grosz
John Peter Grothe
George and Jean Gryc
Gerhard E. H a h n e
Sterling and Frieda Haidt
Eulalia Hallora n
B a r b a ra Hammerman
Michael Hammes
Ruth and Ben Hammett
Carol Hanke r m e y e r
Nonette Hanko
Kathryn Hargrove and Da
We x l e r

Carroll Harrington
Richard Harris
Peg Harrison
Maureen E. H a r t m a n
Harry and Susan Hartzell
Margaret and Van Harve
G race and Robert Hasbro
Mary and Robert Haslam
Bonnie Hatfield
Dorothy Haumesser
Nancy L. H a y
Walter and Katherine Ha
Jerry Hearn
Ralph M. H e i n t z
Don Heinz
Albert and Hertha Heme
Mary W. H e n d e r s o n
H a rald Herchen
Karen Herrel
Davis Hershey
Elly and Robert Hess
Neil E. H e y d e n
David Hibbard
Judith Wiley Hietter
Jerry Hill
Ken Himes
Susan and Derek Hine
Don and Ann Hines
C. E . and Margaret Hitch
Wendy Hoag
B a r b a ra M. H o l b r o o k
Mark Hollar
Helen Holmgren
Kirsten Holmquist
Robert and Lisetta P. H o r n

Thank you!
Members in and donors to the Committee for Green Foothills and the 

G reen Foothills Foundation make possible our work to protect open space.  

We’d like to thank the following individuals, foundations, and corporations 

for gifts received between April 1, 2001 and March 31, 2002.
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nd Elaine Horsley
Houghteling
 C. H o u g h t e l i n g
 Hubbard
 and Nancy Huber

Huber
a M. H u l s e
Hunt
a Hunter

H u t n i k
th E. H u t t o n
d and Etty Huynen
d Mrs. George Ishiya m a
 and Cleo Ja c k s o n
C. Ja c o b s
e and William Ja c o b s o n
a r v i s
d Janet Jezek

ohnson and Saul Chaikin
Johnson

ohnson
J o h n s o n

ine Jolluck
n Joseph
ah Ju
s F. J u d g e

Kahl
el E. and Martha Kahn
Kahn
K a m p h o e f n e r

Kapphahn
Kapur
and Rita Kary
H. K a s ko w i t z
y Kass and Paul Hammes
and Robert Katz
Kays
 Ke e t

Ke i f l i n g
n Keith and John Wo o d e l l
and Michael Ke l l y
Ke l l y
n Ke n d a l l
. Ke n n e d y

Kenney and Joseph
q u a

T. Ke r s h a w
d and Janet Ke r s t e e n
g Kim

Kim
el and Dana Kimsey
King
s and Marilyn Kinney
d Mrs. Robert Kirkwood
nd Jean Kirsch
a Klein
Kleinberg
Kleinra t h , D. D. S.
e Knapp
isor Liz Kniss
 and Michael Ko b a l
I. Ko l m
er Ko n e c n y
d Mrs. Peter Ko r n f e l d
d Iris Ko r o l
a L. Ko s m o
nd Stu Kra k a u e r
nd Tony Kra m e r
ringel

Kroth 
 and Edith Lachenbruch
Laird
e Lakin
L a m b r e c h t
andgra f
n Langsev
a Langworthy
anning and Colleen

g l e y
e Larkin
a W. L a w s o n

L e a s k
 Lederer
 Lee
e Lefko w i t z

e l a n d
and John Lemes

Joyce and Bob Leonard
Helen Leppert
Benjamin Lerner
Jerome and Patricia We l l i n g
L e u g e r s

Morton and Elaine Levine
Anne Levison
Rosanne A .L e v i t s k y
M r. and Mrs. H o ward Lewis
Joan Libman and Jim Coughlin
Jenni Lichtenberger
Sid and Linda Liebes
Margy and Art Lim
George and Ann Limbach
David and Jane Lintott
Beverly and Peter Lipman
Robin and Tom Liston
Martin Litton
Sonja and Peter Lobban
James Lobdell and Colleen
A n d e r s o n

Terri Lobdell and Bill Johnson
Tom Lockard and Alix Marduel
Anne and John Loftis
Marie A .L o m a s
Henry Lord
Dan Lorimer
Carol and Hal Louchheim
Nancy Lowe
M r. and Mrs. S a n f o r d
L o w e n g a r t

Tor and Nancy Lund
Arthur and Rene Ly n c h
Theresa Ly n g s o
Ellen MacMurra y
Maggie Mah
John T. M a l l o y, J r.
Ann and Keith Mangold
Seth and Marilyn Manning
David and Patricia Marin
Susan Marsh
Alice Anne Martineau and
Olivia Bartlett

Shela and Steve Marzano
Frank and Mary A n n a
M a t s u m o t o

Patty Maya l l
Peter Mazonson and Mary A n n
Z e t e s

B a r b a ra McCalla
M r. and Mrs. Martin McCann
Mary McCann
Lynne McClure
Marshall B. M c D o n a l d
Amy and Ed McElhany
Keith and Luella McFa r l a n d
Alan and Nancy McGee
Beverly McGuire
L a u ra J. M c I n t o s h
William D. M c Ke e
Helga and Robert Medearis
M r. and Mrs. Robert Meltzer
Debbie Mendelson
Sally Mentzer
Nancy L. M e r r i t t
John and Valerie Metcalfe
Amy Meyer
Martha Meyer
Dan Meyerson
Mary Ellen Middleton
Pat Millar
Alexi Miller and Erik W h i t e h o r n
Carole Miller
Dan Miller
Jacquelyn and Vance Miller, J r.
Kristen Miller
Kristine D. M i l l e r
Paul and Edith Miller
B a r b a ra Millin
Mimi Milora d o v i t c h
Holly Mitten
Mary Jane Moffat
Beverly Mohr
Flo Anne Moles
Carol Mone
James Montgomery and Gale
S n o w

M r s. Albert Moorman
Betsy Morgenthaler
Robert Moss
Dena Mossar and Pa u l
G o l d s t e i n

Thomas Moutoux
Tom Mudd and Melissa Fra n k
Laurie Mueller
William E. M u r ra y, J r.
Leslie Airola Murveit and Hy
M u r v e i t

Debbie Mytels
Karen and Sam C. N a i f e h ,M . D.
Richard A .N a va r r o
B a r b a ra M. N e l s o n
Warren and Ann Nelson
Merrill and Lee Newman
Geoffrey Nicholls
Liz and Gary Nielsen
Ken Nitz
Frances Orr Nitzberg
Ralph and Carolyn Nobles
Chris Nolan
Marlies Nolberg
Ernest and Aileen Norback
M r. T. M .N o r t o n
Robert and Mary Noyes
Ann Nunziata
Ta m a ra and Frederick Nurisso
Don O’Brien
James G. O c h s n e r
George Oetzel
L o r raine Luther and David Oke
William and Beverly Oldfield
Jean Olmsted
Cris Oppenheimer and Rainer
P i t t h a n

David Oppenheimer
Chris Otahal
M r. and Mrs. G. O w e n
Laurent Pacalin and Leslie
Wa m b a c h

Michael Pa c e l l i
M r. and Mrs. John Pa c k a r d
Martin and Barbara Pa c k a r d
John D. Pa d g e t t
Alan and June Pa d u l a
Marcia Pa g e l s
Chris Pa i n e
Mary and Ward Pa i n e
Owen and Florence Pa l l a ko f f
Palomar Park Garden Club
M r. Richard W. Pa l t h e
M r. and Mrs. Emil Pa n s k y
Peter Pa r h a m
Pauline and Henry Pa r ke r
Pam Pa t e k
Enid Pe a r s o n
Marie Pe j c h a - S l a n i n a
B a r b a ra Peters and Michael
H e n e h a n

Carol and Don Pe t e r s o n
Merry Phillips
Cary and Denise Phillips
Helen and Joe Picke r i n g
Wilson G. P i n n e y
Robert Piper
Alison Po e t s c h
John and Margaret Po o l e
M r. Lawrence H. P ra g e r
Charles Preuss
Sue Prichard
M r. and Mrs. Robert Pringle
Daniel and Helen Quinn
Ted Raczek
Eleanor and George Rako n i t z
M a h e n d ra Ranchod
Marilee Rasmussen
Paul A .R e a s e n b e r g
John and Jane Reed
Kay Reed
Kate H. R e i m n i t z
Elizabeth and Robert Reinhart
Bill and Carolyn Reller
David and Frances Reneau
Glenn Rennels and Margaret
Fo r s y t h

Byron Richards and Susan
H u n t

Karen and Curt Riffle
C raig and Kathy Ritchey
David Ritson
Paul and Sheri Robbins
Lynn and Ray Roberts
Paul Roberts
Agnes C. R o b i n s o n
Myrna Bell Rochester
Fred Roessler and Donnasue
Ja c o b i

Judy Rookstool
Elsa Roscoe
D e b o rah Rose
Blanche and Charlie Rosen
Dick and Ruth Rosenbaum
Annemarie Rosengreen
D r. and Mrs. H o ward Rosenthal
Alex Ross
Betsy Boardman Ross
Karen and Steven Ross
Jim and Claudia Rourke
Roderick Rowell
Marjorie M. R o y c e
M r. and Mrs. Leonard Rush
Jean and Jay Rusmore
Cindy Russell and David
S m e r n o f f

Audrey Rust and Gil Davis
John and Anne Rutherdale
Judith Rutherford
Rebecca Saffarnia
G race Sain
E va M. S a l a s
Leonard M. Salle and
Katherine Fo r r e s t

Ralph D. S a m u e l s o n
Page and Ferrell Sanders
Linda M. S a n d i f e r
Dolly Sandoval and Ed
H o f f m a n

David Hunt and Carol
S a n t a n g e l o

George and Dorothy Saxe
Roberta P. S a x o n
Jan and Vic Schachter
Robert and Suzanne
S c h a u w e c ke r

Dave Schellinger
Lilian M. S c h e r p
Joseph J. S c h m i d t
Kathy Schmidt
Peggy Schmidt and Joseph
Ta b a c c o

Charles E. S c h m u c k
Errol and Janice Schubot
Leni Schultz
Charlie Schulz and Clair Ta y l o r
James Schwa b a c h e r
Sunny and Ken Scott
B a r b a ra and Martin Seaney
Walter Sedriks
Jonathan H. S e g a l
Jeffrey Segall
Bruce Seidel
Elizabeth C. S e i ke
M r. and Mrs. Edwin A .S e i p p, J r.
Ronald and Adele Seltzer
Clysta Seney

Marge Sentous
Kurt Servos
H o ward and Barbara Shaw
G e rard and Joyce Shefren
Julia and Fred Shepardson
Senator Byron and Linda Sher
Don Sherer
Susan and Philip Shoff
M r. and Mrs. Bernard A .S h o o r
Pat Showa l t e r
Wendy E. S h ra y
M r s. Deanne Shute
Robert Siko ra
Bernice and Bernard Silber
Jon C. S i l v e r
Joan and Jack Simon
Marcie Singhaus
Alec and Emily Sko l n i c k
Marian Slattery
Joy Sleizer
Lydia Sloan
Sandy Sloan and Eric Richert
Mitchel Slomiak
Marjorie and Dick Smallwood
Virginia Smedberg
Marjorie F. S m i t h
Rodney and Mary Smith
Rey and Susie Smith
John S. S m o l o w e
Steve and Nancy Snyder
Marion Softky
Ann J. S o n n e n b e r g
Keith C. S o r e n s o n
Ronald B. S o s n i c k
Ruth Beahrs Spangenberg
Nita Spangler
Bob Spier
Becky and Robert Spitzer
Lucile and Gene Spurlock
Diana Spurr
Peter Stansky
John and Dorothy Stefanki
Toni and Dan Stein
Judy and Hans Steiner
Lawrence Steiner
Jackie Stephens
Harold Stephenson
Cynthia R. S t e r n
D e b o rah Stern
Doug and Kathy Stevens
Susan and James Stewa r t
John and Mary Stoddard
Dan Stofle
David and Jean Struthers
David and Helen Studebake r
Ron Sturgeon
Beth and Phil Sunshine
Marge and Roy Sutton
David M. S wa r t z
Michelle M. S w e n s o n
Lina Swisher and Dan Rubin
Rowland Ta b o r
Lydia Ta n
Roger and Sherry Ta y l o r
Toni and Garland Ta y l o r
Star Teachout and Dan A d a m s
Mary C. Te t e r
Chris Thollaug and Suzanne
S t e p h a n i k

Jim and Emily Th u r b e r
S a ra Timby 
M u r ray To b a k
Joyce To d d
Margaret and John To o r
Leslie To r b u r n
Kathy and Mike To r g e r s e n
Lynn To r i n
Jerry To r rance and Carmen
O r t i z

Elizabeth To u m a
Jeanie Nieri Tr e i c h e l
Ruth and Eugene Tr o e t s c h l e r
Yvonne Bergen Tr y c e
Tony and Carolyn Tu c h e r
Ellen and Mike Tu r b o w
Robert G. Tu r n e r, M . D.
Jana Tu s c h m a n

David Tya c k
John Ty l e r
Sam Va l e n t i
Lisa Van Dusen and John Ke l l e y
Joan Van Gelder
Tay Va n d e r l i p
B a r b a ra B. Va r e n h o r s t
Nancy B. Ve i t c h
Brent and Sandra Ve n t u ra
Mark and Dianne Ve r n o n
Darlene Vian and Brian
M c C u n e

Nancy and Ted Vi a n
Libby Vi n c e n t
K . Christie Vo g e l
John S. and Mary Lee Wa c h t e l
Richard A . Wa l ke r
Louis S. Wa l l
Daria Walsh and Bruce
M c N a m a ra

Marilyn J. Wa l t e r
Dieter and Susan Wa l z
Tim Wa r m a t h
Joan S. Wa r m b r u n n
Jacquie Wa t s o n
Terry Watt and Mark
K a r w o w s k i

Patricia Wa t t e r s
M r. and Mrs. Don Wa y
Don and Kim We d e n
Mark S. We g e h a u p t
Gwen We i s n e r
Patsy We i s s
Anne M. We s t e r f i e l d
Diane Wexler and Bruce Beron 
Elizabeth W h a l l e y
Lanie W h e e l e r
Ben W h i t e
Randall A .W h i t e
Lessly Wikle and Hank Field
Donald J. W i l h e l m
Vicki W i l h i t e
Elinor and Bruce W i l n e r
H o ward Wilshire and Ja n e
N i e l s o n

Ron C. W i l s o n
Stephen W i l s o n
M r. and Mrs. Peter Wo l ke n
Eleanor J. Wo o d
Judy and Gary Wo o d
Patricia Wo o d
Woodside-Atherton Garden
C l u b

Nancy K. Wo o d wa r d
Thomas and Ellen W y m a n
Charles Ya n o f s k y
Pamela Yo r k
Carol Young-Holt and David
S a n d a g e

Leslie and Marilyn Zatz
Ellen Zeff
Robert Zeien
Harriet and Steve Zelencik
Greg Zlotnick
Mary Lou Zoglin

Matching gifts
These companies have
matched recent gifts.

Bank of A m e r i c a
C a d e n c e
C i t i c o r p
C o m p a q
I B M
I n t u i t
M i c r o s o f t
Silicon Gra p h i c s
Sun Microsystems
U n i l e v e r

We have made eve ry effort to
e n s u re the accuracy of this listing.
If your name has been omitted or
listed incorre c t l y, please accept
our sincere apologies and call us
at (650) 968-7243.
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simply buying “agricultural easements”
from a landowner, because easements
can cost almost as much as outright
purchases, but often do not adequately
protect important resources or habitats.

Water wars — farmers vs. wildlife
Water remains one of the limiting

factors for Coastal agriculture.  Wa t e r
f rom streams is the predominant sourc e
for farmers, but streams are also vitally
i m p o rtant for threatened fish and other
aquatic species.  With the listing by
federal and state wildlife agencies of the
coho salmon, steelhead tro u t ,
California red-legged frog, and Sa n
Francisco garter snake, much more
attention is being given to the plight of
these species.  

En d a n g e red species depend upon
adequate water, clean water, and cool
w a t e r, shaded and protected by a
healthy riparian streamside zone for
their surv i val. Historic farm practices
that pay little heed to erosion con-
t rol, pesticide and herbicide use, and
water withdrawals from creeks in the
summer (dry) season will be under-
going much greater scrutiny in the
f u t u re .

Off-stream reservoirs, with strict con-
ditions on filling from streams in the
winter season, are a strategy that accom-
modates both needs and also provide
flood protection benefits. Some exem-

plary farmers are implementing volun-
tary measures, such as contour plowing,
vegetated buffer strips, and cover crops
to reduce erosion, but much more is
needed.  

We are also seeing some encouraging
signs of new organic operations, but
change comes slowly.

Helping farmers surv i v e
The greatest untapped resource for

San Mateo Coastal agriculture is the
urban marketplace.  Due to the close
proximity of the Coast to 6.5 million
potential consumers, local farmers and
consumers can form a natural partner-
ship to support our rural working land-
scape.

New efforts are underway to encour-
age buying local agricultural products
underway through the California
Alliance of Family Farmers (CAFF),
based in Davis, with a local office in
Santa Cruz.  Numerous popular
Farmers’ Markets exist on the bayside,
and we look forward to the day the
Coastside has a Farmers’ Market as well.

A number of outreach activities can
be taken in fostering our local agricul-
ture, including :
■ Adopting a unique Coastal mark or
logo, such as has been done in Sonoma
County (Sonoma Select) and Marin
(Marin Organics)
■ Encouraging sales through the Bay
Area’s upscale markets and educating
consumers about fresh local produce
■ Promoting local, fresh produce in
restaurants and schools 

C G F ’s eff o rts to protect Coastside
a g r i c u l t u re

What has CGF done to ensure agri-
culture remains viable on the Coast?
We’ve been involved in a number of
agricultural support efforts, including:
■ Supporting a 160-unit farm labor
housing project outside Half Moon Bay
■ Encouraging compatible uses on
farmland that bring visitors and farm-
ers together
■ Advocating for the removal of barriers
to fish passage while ensuring crucial
water supplies continue for agriculture
■ Backing innova t i ve agricultural prac-
tices that reduce enviro n m e n t a l
impacts.  CGF

FARMING, from page 1

Volunteer!
Ha ve you ever wanted to be worshipped?

Most people never re a l i ze it’s as easy as vo l u n-
teering! With limited re s o u rces — time, staff
and money — volunteers are crucial in any
e f f e c t i ve nonprofit organization, Committee
for Green Foothills included. 

At Committee for Green Foothills, amaz-
ing, heroic, and stupendous volunteers help us
with a variety of projects, including photogra-
p h y, organizing events, fundraising, mailings
and event tabling. Yet there’s always more that
could be done. From one-time projects to on-
going office needs, projects await anyone with
t i m e .

Specific needs at CGF right now :
■ Or g a n i zer — of the Committee’s outre a c h
materials, clippings and/or photos
■ New member outreach — Event tabling,
assembling new member packets and/or we l-
coming of new members
■ Office aide — Faxing, data entry, filing,
copying, and/or mailings
■ Technology assistant — troubleshooting for
our PCs and network

If you are at all interested in vo l u n t e e r i n g
or would like to talk about ways you could
help the Committee protect open space,
please contact Velma at 650-968-7243 or
Ve l m a @ Gre e n Foothills.org. 

Redondo Beach,Half Moon Bay.
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watersheds, roughly 2,200 acres. Rather than acting fairly and
responsibly, Stanford has refused to grant permanent protection to
these lands despite receiving more than gen e rous core - c a m p u s
d e velopment rights.

The County, in the 2000 General Use Permit, granted St a n f o rd
d e velopment rights far in excess of its legal and reasonable entitle-
ment. St a n f o rd has built over 12 million square feet on its 1,700-
a c re core campus, exceeding the density of Palo Alto by close to
40%, and has been granted the right to build approximately 4.5
million more over the next ten years. 

In exchange for allowing hillside developers to exceed normal
d e velopment entitlements, the County re q u i res landowners to
permanently dedicate ninety percent of their land as open space.
The Committee for Green Foothills, speaking with others in the
c o m m u n i t y, argued that St a n f o rd should dedicate their portion of
the Ma t a d e ro and San Francisquito Creek watersheds as perma-
nent open space as a condition of approval for its 2000 Ge n e r a l
Use Pe r m i t .

Using its political clout, St a n f o rd convinced the County to
not re q u i re permanent dedication in return for the gargantuan
d e velopment entitlements it obtained under the 2000 Ge n e r a l
Use Permit. Ignoring the wishes of the community and bow i n g
to St a n f o rd pre s s u re, the County failed to secure the future of a
large portion of the Ma t a d e ro and San Francisquito Creek water-
s h e d s .

The County has the opportunity and responsibility to
p rotect these watershed lands 

The County has a rare opportunity to protect the foothills of
the Ma t a d e ro and San Francisquito Creek watersheds as it cre a t e s
n ew foothill zoning re q u i red in the 2000 St a n f o rd Un i ve r s i t y
Community Plan. 

The proposed zoning created by County staff for the foothills
contains loopholes.  It lacks ridgeline development protection, and
it contains no permanent protections.  It is essential that the signif-

icant protections gained for the foothills through Stanford’s 2000
Community Plan are secured with adequately restrictive zoning.

The future of the Matadero and San Francisquito 
C reek watersheds is up to us

For nearly 40 years — and especially during the 2000 General
Use Permit process — the Committee has worked in close partner-
ship with the community to protect these foothills. 

It’s time to remind the County of its own goals and responsibili-
ty to protect this land. Local cities and community members must
speak out and work with the County to require the new Stanford
foothill zoning to protect ridgelines from development and contain
a mechanism that ensures dedication. 

The proposed zoning process allows full public participation
before the County Planning Commission sometime this June. The
ultimate decision lies with Supervisor Kniss and the full Board
sometime next fall. 

Once again the foothills need our help. The County needs to
hear from you.  For the latest information on the proposed foothill
zoning and how to make your voice heard, please visit
www.GreenFoothills.org.  To get our e-mail updates on this issue,
register for our action alerts on our website or by e-mailing
info@GreenFoothills.org.  CGF

WATERSHEDS, from page 3

C l u b, Acterra, People for Access to Trails in the Hills at St a n f o rd
( PATHS), Mi d - Peninsula Action for To m o r row, and the Po rt o l a
Valley Planning Commission have formally objected to St a n f o rd’s
p roposed trail alignments and have proposed alternative ro u t e s .
We are asking for scenic, safe trails that connect urban centers
with open space — and that provide the trail linkages established
in the County Master Trails Pl a n .

County extends deadline to August 2002
Despite months of negotiations, Stanford failed to present

acceptable trail alignments by the December 2001 due date, and
the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors extended the deadline
by a month.  At their January 2002 meeting, the Board again
refused Stanford’s proposed trail alignments, and granted a second
deadline extension to Stanford, requiring the university to dedicate
these public trails by August 2002 — eight months later than orig-
inally scheduled.

Much of the progress on the trails issue is thanks to Supervisor
Liz Kniss, whose district includes Stanford, and who continues to
work toward a solution to this controversial issue.  

Study will outline diff e rences in proposed trails
The Board of Supervisors has directed County staff to study

each of the proposed trail alignments on the following criteria:
environmental impacts, safety, impacts to other private property
owners, compliance with the Countywide Trail Master Plan, and
compliance with the Stanford Community Plan.

The Committee is pleased that the Board has established crite-
ria for evaluating the trail proposals — each of these issues is key
to the ultimate success of these trails.  We are confident that the
County staff ’s analysis will support our position that St a n f o rd’s
p roposed trails are inappropriate, and will lead to an acceptable
trail solution. 

For more information, or to get invo l ved, visit
w w w. Gre e n Fo o t h i l l s . o r g / Tra i l s . h t m l .

CGF

TRAILS, from page 3

E - a l e rts help you act quickly!
To make it easier for you to get invo l ved, Committee for

Green Foothills is e-mailing E-alerts and other important infor-
mation — instead of sending them via slow, expensive, paper-
consuming snail mail.

We send about one alert a week, making it easy for you to
keep up-to-date on Peninsula open-space issues.

Want to receive our E-alerts?  Just send an e-mail to
action@greenfoothills.org.
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3921 E . Ba y s h o re Ro a d
Pa l o A l t o , c a 94303

No n p rofit Or g a n i z a t i o n
u . s . Postage Pa i d
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C O M M I TT E E  F O R

G R E E N  FO OTH I LLS

During this 40th annive r s a ry ye a r, our “Green Fe e t” are show i n g .
What does this mean — just what is the story behind the

Green Fe e t ?
Back when Committee for Green Foothills was getting

s t a rted, someone nicknamed us Green Feet — a play on
our name, and also an apt description of our grassro o t s
n a t u re .

The Committee’s founders thought that was a perf e c t
name for a plurality of foothill lovers.  They liked to hike
the skyline ridge, watch the fog roll along the slopes, and see
the sun set behind a gentle hill.  And they knew that if something
w a s n’t done to control urban sprawl, those pleasures wouldn’t last for
f u t u re generations to enjoy.

So our Green Feet started marching to meetings of planning com-

missions, Boards of Su p e rvisors, and City Councils.  We start e d
re s e a rching and testifying.  Decades later, we’re still working to
defend open space.

En v i ronmental issues have kept us on our toes for almost 40 ye a r s .
And our job isn’t finished — the splendid green foothills still

need our testimony.  Our feet may be green, but we’re sea-
soned fighters, working to pre s e rve the quality of life here
on the Peninsula.  

Fi t t i n g l y, that someone who coined the “Green Fe e t”
nickname was Ma ry Da vey — our current Board Pre s i d e n t ,

and Chair of the Committee’s 40th Annive r s a ry
C e l e b r a t i o n .
In honor of the thousands of Green Feet who have work e d

for the last 40 years to protect open space, we’re offering special
Green Feet pins and bandanas to those who attend our events and
celebrations this ye a r.  Let your Green Feet show, and let’s continue
to keep them moving to protect our local enviro n m e n t !

Story of the Green Feet

Perspectives on rural land use —
especially the location of group facil-

ities such as schools and churches, which
can be sentimental favorites — will be
discussed at an upcoming Committee for
Green Foothills environmental foru m .

Why is there is a growing trend to try
to locate urban scale churches and
schools in rural areas? Why are institu-
tions driven to find locations outside city
limits? How does this undermine decades
of smart regional planning, and what can
we do about it?

Leading experts in land use will grap-
ple with these questions, and the need to
p rovide quality sites for schools and

c h u rches in a sustainable manner. 
“ Urban vs. rural: Finding homes for

schools and churc h e s” will be held on
We d n e s d a y, June 5 from 7-9 pm in ro o m
206 of the Daly Science Building at
Santa Clara Un i ve r s i t y.

This is the first in a series of thre e
e n v i ronmental forums made possible in
p a rt by a grant from the Community
Foundation Silicon Va l l e y. 

The event is free and open to the pub-
lic.  No re s e rvations are re q u i red.  We
hope to see you there!  Mo re details,
along with directions to the forum, can
be found on our website at
www.GreenFoothills.org/forum.

Committee kicks off En v i ronmental Fo rum series on June 5
S AVE THE DAT E !

The grand finale of our

40th Anniversary 

C e l e b r a t i o n s :

“ U m b rellas Over Ti m e ”

will be at Ridge Vi n e y a rd s

on Saturd a y, September 8.


