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Green Footnotes

by Brian Schmidt

On one of my first weekends after start-
ing work as Committee for Green

Foothills’ Santa Clara County Legislative
Advocate, I brought out my camping gear
and hiked to the Black Mountain backpack
camp in the Monte Bello Open Space
Preserve. The campsite
perches on the inner
edge of the Santa Cruz
mountains, where one
can look down east at
the foothills and flat-
lands of the county,
and look back west to
the rolling green moun-
tains heading to the
coast. Just as the
Midpeninsula Regional
Open Space District
advertised, the campsite
rewarded me with a
beautiful sunset, the
colors coming and
going as winds ripped
clouds across the sun.
The view made sleep-
ing on the ground
completely worthwhile.

However worthwhile that view was, my
best view of the state of our county hap-
pened when I couldn’t exactly see it — at
night. By 8 p.m. it was dark and I had fin-
ished dinner, but I wasn’t quite ready to
sleep. I got up and carefully walked a half-
mile along the ridgeline, where the view
opened up to see east and south over what
seemed to be the entire county. What I saw
is what we all have seen while flying into
the Bay area at night: lights, grids and rib-
bons of lights extending everywhere. It feels
different, though, so much more immense,
when you stand there on the ground and

see the lights in front of you, instead of
peering out, detached, from an airplane.
This part of my view showed the state of
the county to be strikingly, almost blind-
ingly, full of humanity with all its needs
and desires.

But the lights weren’t really everywhere.
The dark bulk of the eastern foothills and

Coyote Ridge; the diminished, scattered
lights in the southern farmlands; and of
course the hills and mountains where I
stood all showed nature and open space to
be as much a part of Santa Clara County as
the artificial lighting. Within the same
county I could look at the bright lights of
San Jose while knowing I had to remember
basic facts of mountain lion awareness. The
physical state of the county is a place where
human light and noise coexist, sometimes
uneasily, with the dark quiet of open space
that we can all still enjoy.

The political state of Santa 
Clara County, and the chance 
to be proactive

The political state of the county can’t be
seen from Monte Bello Ridge, but it can be
seen in the daily newspapers. So much in
politics is driven by economics, and we all
know the Bay Area to be mired in an eco-

nomic downturn. But
this economic misery
does have a silver lining.
It slows, for a brief
moment, the tide of
bad development proj-
ects threatening the
open spaces and natural
resources that the
Committee has fought
to protect for the last
41 years. This state of
the county is an oppor-
tunity to consider what
we need to do next,
instead of simply hav-
ing the choice made for
us by the proposal of
yet another monster
development.

Unfortunately, the
recession has only

slowed — not stopped — bad develop-
ment. As Jeff Segall reports in his article on
page 6, too-loose zoning in Stanford
foothills may permit destructive projects in
the future. Further south, Coyote Valley
needs monitoring, and attempts to elimi-
nate required access to some public-private
golf courses — and to build new courses —
all ratchet up the development pressure.
Add a proposed 23,000 square-foot house
here and there, and CGF could easily spend
all of its time and resources fighting bad

Where are we going in Santa Clara County?
The State of the County, Summer 2003

See SANTA CLARA COUNTY, page 15
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These are exciting times at the Committee
for Green Foothills. For the first time in

our 41-year history, we now have thre e
L e g i s l a t i ve Ad vocates “on the gro u n d” work i n g
on behalf of the local environment in Sa n
Mateo and Santa Clara Counties. In little more
than two months, our new enviro n m e n t a l
a d vocacy team has gained traction and is surg-
ing ahead in what’s proving to be a powe rf u l
regional forc e .

In Santa Clara County, we recently we l-
comed Brian Schmidt as our new full-time
L e g i s l a t i ve Ad vocate. A graduate of St a n f o rd
Law School and Ge o r g e t own Un i ve r s i t y, Br i a n
is a former fellow at the nonprofit public inter-
est law firm Earthjustice (formerly known as
the Sierra Club Legal Defense Fund) and has
w o rked with the Natural Re s o u rces De f e n s e
Council and the land use law firm Sh u t e ,
Mihaly & We i n b e r g e r. He is experienced with
the National En v i ronmental Policy Ac t ,
En d a n g e red Species Act, Clean Water Ac t ,
Clean Air Act, and the California
En v i ronmental Quality Act. As the
C o m m i t t e e’s Santa Clara County Ad vo c a t e ,
Brian will turn his considerable expertise to an
array of open space and natural re s o u rce pro-
tection issues ranging from a compre h e n s i ve
n ew riparian protection ordinance to a possible
Countywide Habitat Conservation Pl a n .

And, as you will read in this issue of Gre e n
Fo o t n o t e s, Brian, along with St a n f o rd Op e n
Space Alliance and CGF Board members,
recently tested their mettle by seeking tighter
p rotections for the St a n f o rd foothills thro u g h
p roposed revisions to the draft zoning language
for St a n f o rd’s Open Space and Field Re s e a rc h
(OS/F) district. While the Santa Clara County
Su p e rvisors ultimately approved final zo n i n g
language which fell short of our high expecta-
tions, Brian has nonetheless firmly established
himself as a force to be reckoned with in the
St a n f o rd land use arena, and will continue to
closely monitor St a n f o rd’s compliance with the
terms of the 2000 General Use Pe r m i t .
Monitoring St a n f o rd’s development plans for
the beloved foothills has been a centerpiece of
our work in Santa Clara County since the

C o m m i t t e e’s inception.
In San Mateo County, legendary CGF

L e g i s l a t i ve Ad vocate Lennie Ro b e rts has been
joined by veteran environmental activist and
o r g a n i zer April Vargas. Many of you will re c o g-
n i ze April as the Committee’s past Tre a s u re r
and Green Foothills Foundation Pre s i d e n t ;
April is also finishing out her term as an elected
re p re s e n t a t i ve on the MidCoast Community
C o u n c i l .

In her new role as our second San Ma t e o
County Legislative Ad vocate, April successfully
o rchestrated a broad-based and powe rful show
of community support for the Mi d p e n i n s u l a
Regional Open Space Di s t r i c t’s pro p o s e d
coastal annexation, a move that resulted in that
B o a rd’s unanimous and historic vote in favor of
f o rw a rding the proposed annexation to Sa n
Mateo County’s Local Agency Fo r m a t i o n
Commission (LAFCo) for approval. (For full
details, see “Open Space District poised to
expand to the Coast” on page 13 of this issue
of Green Fo o t n o t e s.) 

In the coming months, April and Lennie
will also work on a compre h e n s i ve set of re v i-
sions to the San Mateo County Mi d c o a s t’s
blueprint for development, the Local Coastal
Program (LCP), seeking tighter restrictions on
the development of substandard lots in the
urban Midcoast area. The dynamic duo will
also focus increased attention on coastal agri-
cultural land protections and furthering the
long-awaited De v i l’s Slide tunnel pro j e c t .

The most exciting aspect of having addition-
al advocacy staff on board is that the
Committee is now better able to focus much-
needed energy on pro a c t i ve advo c a c y. W h i l e
much of our work is and always will be re a c t i ve
in nature, mobilizing local communities against
p recedent-setting development proposals, re a l
p ower lies in creating new land use and habitat
p rotection policies that stave off damaging
d e velopment proposals altogether. Our new
staff will be seeking out new opportunities to be
p ro a c t i ve, to tighten existing zoning ord i n a n c e s ,
and to craft new policies that create stro n g e r

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. 
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and better environmental pro t e c t i o n s .
In other staff news, the Committee is

pleased to introduce our first-ever Associate
Di rector of De velopment, Velma Ge n t z s c h .
Many of you will know and re c o g n i ze Ve l m a ,
who has served as the Committee’s belove d
Office Coordinator for the last two ye a r s .
Velma has now been promoted to the vital
role of Associate Di rector of De ve l o p m e n t ,
w h e re she will concentrate on expanding our

s o u rces of private Foundation funding and
o p p o rtunities to connect with you, our mem-
bers — our most valuable natural re s o u rc e s !

And finally, another familiar face has come
back to the Committee, Andi (Levine) Fr a y.
After a two year hiatus in Chicago in which
she got married (and tired of the we a t h e r ) ,
Andi has returned to the beach and her posi-
tion as the Committee’s Office Ma n a g e r.
Welcome back, Andi!

Thanks to your generosity and support, the
Committee has bolstered its staff in key and

strategic ways. We hope you are as pleased
and proud of these accomplishments as we
a re. In these troubling times with unpre c e-
dented assaults on the nation’s enviro n m e n t a l
p rotections, we can all draw comfort from the
k n owledge that here, on the Peninsula, our
p ower to protect the local environment is
s t ronger than eve r. Lasting enviro n m e n t a l
p rotection begins at the grassroots level with
people like you who care enough to take
action. We thank you for caring, and the l a n d
thanks you! CGF

UPDATE, from previous page

by Kathy Switky

San Mateo County Pa rks — including such
highly visited sites as Coyote Point and

Flood Pa rks — are among the most spectacu-
lar in the state. Yet San Mateo County is the
only Bay Area county that has a park system
without a dedicated source of tax funds for
p a rk operation and maintenance. 

Although citizens have worked on a searc h
for alternative funding sources for parks since
1992, the current budget crisis has bro u g h t
this issue to a head. General Fund monies are
being directed away from parks — and re s u l t-
ant cuts in maintenance, ranger staffing, and
p a rk hours have been drastic.

Se veral passionate citizen activists have
been working with Committee for Gre e n
Foothills (CGF) to solve this problem by
securing a dedicated source of funds for the
County parks. We look now to the
Su p e rvisors to take the next step and offer Sa n
Mateo County voters the opportunity to pro-
vide this critical funding.

Parks operating budget slashed
If the Su p e rvisors adopt the County

Ma n a g e r’s recommended budget, the Pa rk s’
operating budget will have been cut by 30%
over the past two years. This ye a r’s County
budget has a shortfall of $3.8 million in the
Pa rks operating budget — the funds used for
maintenance and ongoing operational needs.
This doesn’t include some $77 million in
d e f e r red or new improvements. 

The San Mateo County Pa rks system con-
tains the widest variety of habitats and the
most endangered species of any county park s

in the Bay Area. Our county government has
an obligation to pre s e rve and protect these
i n valuable assets for the future. 

Parks Foundation dedicated to pro-
grams, not maintenance

Iro n i c a l l y, while maintenance and opera-
tional costs are being slashed by the County,
p r i vate funding is already helping to supple-
ment other expenses in County parks. T h e
San Mateo County Pa rks and Re c re a t i o n
Foundation was established five years ago to
p rovide additional financial support for re c re-
ational, environmental and educational pro-
grams and projects of the San Mateo County
Pa rks and Re c reation De p a rtment. This grow-
ing nonprofit has provided essential funding
for a number of parks projects, but the
Fo u n d a t i o n’s mission is not to fund opera-
tional needs. It’s clear that San Mateo County
must identify tax-based re venues to be dedi-
cated for park s .

Thousands of citizens 
ask for ballot measure

For the ve ry short term, the parks can limp
along with a drastically reduced budget.
Ba t h rooms won’t be kept as clean, rangers will
be scarce as they shuttle between parks, essen-
tial summer interns will be absent this ye a r,
and some areas of some parks will be closed.
This reduced level of funding imperils both
p a rk re s o u rces and the enjoyment of visitors.
Committee for Green Foothills is urging the
B o a rd to take action quickly and ensure that
these important public assets are adequately
maintained and pro t e c t e d .

With the support of Su p e rvisors Je r ry Hi l l

and Mike Nevin, CGF and a number of citi-
zen activists have gathered signatures on a
petition urging the Board of Su p e rvisors to
put forth a ballot measure that would prov i d e
a dedicated source of funds for County parks. 

At the Board’s June 25 budget hearings, we
p resented to the Board this petition, signed by
m o re than 6,000 County residents — an out-
standing show of support for our park s .

Recent surveys indicate that County vo t e r s
will continue their long history of voting for
p a rks funding: a 2001 Strategy Re s e a rc h
Institute poll indicated that 74% of San Ma t e o
County voters would support a tax dedicated
to capital improvements and expansion of
existing County parks and trails.

Ask the Supervisors to act 
now to fund parks

We need to let the County Su p e rv i s o r s
k n ow that the public supports parks funding
n ow. Please take a minute to write a letter to
the Su p e rvisors, asking them to proceed expe-
ditiously with this. Join us in asking the
Su p e rvisors to put this issue on the ballot and
g i ve San Mateo County voters the opport u n i-
ty to vote for dedicated parks funding.

San Mateo County Board of Supervisors
President Rose Jacobs Gibson
Supervisors Mark Church, Richard
Gordon, Jerry Hill, and Mike Nevin
400 County Center
Redwood City, CA 94063
Fax (650) 599-1027              

For more information and the latest updates
on this issue, visit our website at

CGF

San Mateo County Parks funding
crisis leads to call for ballot measure
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by Lennie Roberts

Over the years, there have been numer-
ous debates over the economic health

of agriculture on the San Mateo Coastside.
As is the case in many other areas of the
state, farmers living and working in the
ever-looming shadow of urban develop-
ment, can — and do — feel beleaguered.
The threats to local, small-scale agriculture
are many, and diverse.

This winter, CGF was one of several co-
sponsors of an agricultural summit that
examined some of the issues facing farmers
and farmland in San Mateo County today.
The summit focused on two concerns:
keeping productive agricultural land in pro-
duction and ensuring dependable water
supplies from local streams for agriculture
while providing adequate water for fish. A
third and critical topic, marketing local
produce and flowers, was deferred, but the
Committee hopes that this will become a
central effort of the Farm Bureau and other
interested entities in the future.

Is agricultural land actually 
d i s a p p e a r i n g ?

The simplistic cry of “disappearing agri-
cultural land” by some farmers doesn’t com-
pletely explain the many factors that are
involved in decisions by individual farmers
as to what — or whether — to farm. A
major concern is that foreign competition is
f o rcing farmers to innovate. This is no differ-
ent from changes being re q u i red by other
sectors of our economy, and should not be a
big surprise. The good news is that the Sa n
Mateo Coast’s agricultural land base is not
disappearing, thanks to strict zoning pro t e c-

tions that give priority to agricultural uses in
the rural area. Key to ensuring the long-term
viability of agriculture is the permanent
u r b a n / rural boundary that has existed for 23
years around the Half Moon Bay area. T h i s
b o u n d a ry protects the adjacent farmland
f rom being paved over for sprawling deve l-
opment. 

A more perva s i ve threat to agriculture is
the trend of urban dwellers willing to pay
huge prices for large parcels of rural land,
and turn pro d u c t i ve farmland into country
estates with trophy homes. Often, owners of
these luxury homes have a ro m a n t i c i zed view
of living in a working agricultural area. T h i s
can lead to conflicts with adjacent agricultur-
al operations. Worse, sales of land at specula-
t i ve — rather than agricultural — prices can
make it impossible for new farmers to pur-
chase or lease pro d u c t i ve land in the future .
When buyers of agricultural land have a
vision that doesn’t embrace continuation of
the are a’s agricultural enterprise, there can be
a domino effect on the re g i o n’s pro d u c t i ve
f a r m l a n d s .

Fo rt u n a t e l y, organizations like Pe n i n s u l a
Open Space Trust (POST), working with
willing sellers, are actively stepping up to the
plate to ensure that the land base will indeed
be available as a re s o u rce in the future. By
p u rchasing land and protecting it as open
space for its habitat and re s o u rce va l u e s ,
while helping to ensure that viable agricul-
tural parcels remain in production, this pri-
vate land trust has been a national leader in
saving threatened farmland from deve l o p-
ment. Se veral of POST’s land acquisitions
h a ve been from absentee owners who had
t rophy houses, condos, golf courses, and
c o n f e rence centers on the drawing board s .

Innovative eff o rts are underway to
resolve water conflicts

Balancing the needs of threatened fish
and farming that both depend on the limit-
ed water found in Coastal streams is a
major challenge that has, out of necessity,
forged new relationships between often dis -
senting parties. Rather than pitting threat-
ened fish vs. threatened farmers, this has led
to the successful formation of a historic
coalition.

On the San Mateo Coast, farming inter-
ests, environmentalists, land trusts and park
and open space agencies are working
together to remove existing on-stream dams
that interfere with fish migration, and
replace them with off-stream impound-
ments. This will ensure dependable and
adequate water supplies for farming — and
also enhance the recovery of steelhead trout
and Coho salmon, both listed as threatened
species in central Coast waterways. Such
cooperation may be anathema to individu-
als who would prefer to fight or complain,
but it’s essential to moving forward in
today’s more complex society.

Marketing offers real hope for 
sustainable agriculture 

Without customers, even well-watered
agricultural land is worth nothing. As Jered
Lawson points out in his article, “Looking
for local,” in this issue, targeted marketing
efforts offer real hope for local agriculture.

The greatest untapped resource for San
Mateo Coastal agriculture is the urban mar-
ketplace right over the hill. There are more
than 700,000 people in San Mateo County

Whither Coastal agriculture: 
Wi t h e ring away, or saved by cooperation?

See AGRICULTURE, next page
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alone who presumably eat three meals a
day. Consumers today appreciate — and
increasingly demand — the flavor and
nutritional benefits of fresh, local produce,
particularly organic.

In nearby counties, innovative efforts are
under way to encourage buying local agri-
cultural products through organizations
such as the California Alliance with Family
Farmers (CAFF) “Buy Fresh, Buy Local”
campaign. The model of promotion and
marketing of local fresh produce and flow-
ers has been successfully established in
Marin, Sonoma, and other counties in the
state for some time. Although Committee
for Green Foothills and other environmen-
tal groups have been suggesting this
approach for many years, the San Mateo
Coastside agricultural leadership has been
slow to respond.

A marketing campaign with a unique

logo that celebrates San Mateo Coastal
fresh produce, flowers, and locally-caught
fish and seafood is way overdue. It is
encouraging now to find strong agreement
that this crucial step is a priority for the
agricultural community. For a relatively
small investment, the payoff from this
untapped market could be enormous, and
could help ensure that agriculture will
remain a vibrant and appreciated land use
on the Coast. 

Saving local agriculture will 
take all of us, working together

Revitalization of Coastal agriculture is
going to take support from the community
as well. Consumers must seek out and buy
local, fresh produce; flowers; and seafood.
Grocery stores need to label the sources of
their food. And restaurants need to follow
the model of several restaurants in Half
Moon Bay, which describe on menus the
farm origins of such Coastal specialties as

artichokes, fava beans, leeks, baby beets,
and fresh peas. Connecting consumers and
farms through roadside stands, farmer’s
markets, community supported agriculture
programs, and green grocer tags all bring
the urban bayside and rural Coastside com-
munities closer together.

On the San Mateo Coast, our climate
and soils are among the best in the world
for agriculture. We have some exc e l l e n t
policy tools and protections that provide a
c o n d u c i ve environment for pro f i t a b l e
farming enterprises. Despite these favo r-
able conditions, as with other economic
sectors, those farmers who re m a i n
e n t renched in old ways may indeed find
their future withering away. The farmers
who are willing to innovate and change
with the times will successfully rise to
t o d a y’s challenges and opportunities, and
will enjoy the positive support of con-
sumers, land management agencies, and
e n v i ronmentalists. CGF

Looking for local
By Jered Lawson

Heading up Highway One, I recently stopped for a burrito at a
popular Half Moon Bay taqueria. Waiting in line, I got to

wondering how far the beans traveled to get
there. While I drove about 45 miles from
Santa Cruz, there’s a good chance the con-
tents of my lunch came even farther — the
average food product travels 1500 miles
b e f o re reaching its final destination. 

Could Half Moon Ba y’s buzzing burrito bar
include local beans, lettuce, and salsa? Sa n
Mateo and Santa Clara Counties pro d u c e
m o re than 750,000 pounds of beans a year —
which could amount to a lot of burritos. Mo s t
of the other ingredients in my lunch are
a l ready being produced in our region — or
could be produced locally. 

Besides burritos, how can local farmers get
m o re of their goods into the bellies of local
residents? Fa r m e r s’ Ma rkets — including the new coastal market at
C e t re l l a’s restaurant on Main St reet in Half Moon Bay — are one sure
w a y. A number of restaurants feature local products, including Café
Gibraltar and Pasta Moon on the Coastside and many on the Ba y
side. But most of us still find it difficult to “buy local.” Think about it
for a second. What did you eat at your last three meals? Was any of it
f rom a local farm or garden? When you went to the market, was it
easy to discern which foods we re grown locally?

The Central Coast Chapter of the Community Alliance with
Family Farmers (CAFF) recently started a program on the Central
Coast to help identify which businesses support local farms, and to

help consumers find locally grown foods in the gro c e ry store and on
restaurant menus. CAFF is working hard to develop constru c t i ve re l a-
tionships among consumers, distributors, retailers, food buying insti-
tutions, and farmers.

To best reach consumers, CAFF is creating a presence in the re t a i l
s e c t o r. We are using a buy-local label — coupled with outreach, edu-
cation activities, and media coverage — to heighten understanding
and re c o g n i ze the values people place on our local agriculture .

We imagine people will “vote with their
food dollar” and begin to hold “t h e i r” agri-
c u l t u re in higher esteem. We want people
to develop a sense of place through their
food. Ul t i m a t e l y, such a connection will
lead to greater protection and enhance-
ment of our agricultural lands — and will
also help develop practicable local food
s o u rces for our community. 

In our pro g r a m’s pilot ye a r, we have
begun campaign activities in Santa Cru z
C o u n t y. We have plans to expand to sur-
rounding counties in the Central Coast
region — those whose watersheds feed into
the Mo n t e rey Bay Sa n c t u a ry — including
San Mateo and Santa Clara Counties. 

So m e d a y, maybe we will be able to walk into that taqueria and see
the local label on the menu — and know that we are helping to pre-
s e rve local farm land, one burrito at a time.

Je red Lawson is a Regional Coordinator for the Community Al l i a n c e
with Family Fa rmers (CAFF) on the Ce n t ral Coast. With re g i o n a l
chapters throughout Ca l i f o rnia, CAFF is a nonprofit founded in
1978 to build a movement of ru ral and urban people that fosters
family-scale agriculture that cares for the land, sustains local
economies, and promotes social justice. For more information about
the Buy Fresh, Buy Local pro g ram, visit www. c a f f . o r g .

CGF

AGRICULTURE, from previous page
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by Jeff Segall

In early June, the Santa Clara County Su p e rvisors handed down a
disappointment — they failed to create zoning standards for the

St a n f o rd foothills that fully live
up to the open space pro t e c-
tions promised under the 2000
St a n f o rd Community Pl a n .

The St a n f o rd foothills have
been of special significance for
Committee for Gre e n
Foothills (CGF) for years, and
w h e re we achieved an early
v i c t o ry for pre s e rvation some
40 years ago. In 2000, CGF,
along with others gro u p s ,
again advocated for long-term
p rotection of the entire
St a n f o rd foothills in exc h a n g e
for granting St a n f o rd the right
to develop some five million
s q u a re feet on the core cam-
pus. In the end, Santa Clara
County redesignated most of
the foothills area as “Op e n
Space and Field Re s e a rc h”
under the St a n f o rd
Community Plan. This new l y
c reated land use designation
a l l owed for only ve ry limited
uses in the area and pro m i s e d
to protect its open space char-
acter and scenic viewsheds. 

In early 2002, Santa Clara
County planning staff re l e a s e d
draft zoning language for the
Open Space and Fi e l d
Re s e a rch (OS/F) district,
which are the specific set of
rules that would govern any
d e velopment in the are a .
Un f o rt u n a t e l y, this draft zo n-
ing fell well short of what was
p romised under the
Community Plan. For exam-
ple, the draft language called
for “reasonable pro t e c t i o n” of viewsheds, with no definition of what
that might mean. Worse, the body to determine this and other mat-
ters was the Architectural and Site Ap p roval (ASA) Committee, a
g roup usually sympathetic to development. 

Because of tireless advocacy by CGF and others, County plan-
ning staff was persuaded to consider the visibility of various port i o n s

of the foothills as it considered potential development. Staff deve l-
oped a cre a t i ve approach that uses Geographic Information Sy s t e m
(GIS) software to rate regions on a scale of their visibility from sur-
rounding roadways. Si zeable projects proposed for more visible are a s

will re q u i re special findings to
demonstrate that the pro j e c t s
could not be located elsew h e re .
Si g n i f i c a n t l y, this determination
must be made by the Pl a n n i n g
Commission, a body with a
higher level of public accounta-
bility than the ASA Committee. 

This moderate success,
a c h i e ved while the zoning lan-
guage was under consideration
by the Planning Commission,
g a ve us hope that other flaws in
the zoning proposal would be
f i xed by the Board of
Su p e rvisors. Other re m a i n i n g
issues included low view s h e d
p rotection for the “g a t ew a y”
a rea of the Page Mi l l / Ju n i p e ro
Serra intersection, exclusion of
the proposed trails in the view-
shed analysis, lack of specific
p rotections for biological
re s o u rces, and allowing com-
m e rcial antennas in the are a .
Un f o rt u n a t e l y, none of these
issues we re substantive l y
a d d ressed by the Su p e rv i s o r s
when they approved the OS/F
zoning on June 3. 

Once again, CGF has show n
that careful re s e a rch and re a-
soned argument, an active and
vocal membership, together
with participation from nearby
jurisdictions and other commu-
nity members can have a sub-
stantial impact on how Sa n t a
Clara County governs deve l o p-
ment at St a n f o rd Un i ve r s i t y.
The remaining shortcomings in
the approved foothills zoning

means that CGF must continue to carefully monitor development
proposals in the foothills in the years to come. 

Jeff Segall is a member of the Committee’s Board of Directors, as well
as a member of the Stanford Open Space Alliance (SOSA), and has
been active in Stanford land use issues for several years.

CGF

Supervisors disappoint with final
zoning for Stanford foothills 

The viewshed analysis included in the final zoning for the Stanford foothills does
not protect this view from Page Mill Road and Junipero Serra/ Foothill Expresswa y,
where thousands of people experience the foothills on a daily basis. Committee for
Green Foothills and others asked the Supervisors to protect this gateway area and its
rural views.



C O M M I T T E E  F O R  G R E E N  FOOTH I LL S w w w. Gre e n Fo o t h i l l s . o r g G re e n Foot not e s Summer 2003 page  7

by Julia Bott

For nearly three decades, the popu-
lar coastal bluff, wetlands, and

forested slope known as Mirada Surf
has been identified as open space on
the Local Coastal Plan. Thanks to the
Committee for Green Foothills’ con-
tinued defense of the 49-acre parc e l
f rom repeated development pro p o s-
als, and subsequent fundraising by
the San Mateo County Pa rks and
Re c reation Foundation, this jewel —
reaching from the coastal bluffs just
south of Su rf e r’s Beach to a fore s t e d
slope behind El Granada and
Miramar — may soon become a
County park .

Pa rk status would pre s e rve coastal
v i ews and allow access improve-
ments and completion of the
Coastal Trail. Potential trail connec-
tions to adjacent open space have
also been identified.

In 2002, San Mateo County pur-
chased the eastern of the two parcels that comprise Mirada Su rf.
Ef f o rts to purchase the coastal portion of Mirada Su rf re c e i ved a
big boost in Fe b ru a ry with the approval of grants from the
California Coastal Conservancy and the Land and Wa t e r
C o n s e rvation Fund. These grants couple with Proposition 12
funds the County had earmarked for the purchase. 

A number of generous individuals have contributed to the
p u rchase of this parcel. The San Mateo County Pa rks and
Re c reation Foundation is working with community leaders to
raise the remaining $400,000 by the July 30 close date. If
fundraising efforts are successful in these last weeks of the cam-

paign, Coastal residents will enjoy this park for generations to
come. 

Julia Bott is the Exe c u t i ve Director of the San Mateo County Pa rk s
and Re c reation Foundation, a nonprofit formed in 1998 to raise gifts
f rom the community for County parks. Since its inception, the
Foundation has raised approximately $3.2 million for San Ma t e o
County Pa rks acquisition, improvements, education, and re s t o ra t i o n .
For more information, or to help purchase Mi rada Su rf as a County
Pa rk, contact the Foundation at (650) 321-5812 or
Ju l i a @ Su p portParks.org.

CGF

Efforts to protect coastal jewel near completion
Final push to fund acquisition of Mirada Su rf

Copyright © 2002-2003 Kenneth Adelman,California Coastal Records Project,www.californiacoastline.org 

This gorgeous bluff and the beach below are likely to become San Mateo County's newest park,Mirada Surf.
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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 A g ramonte and Robert
A g ra m o n t e

Betsy A l l y n
Rick A n d e r s o n
Anonymous (8)
Cedric de La Beaujardiere
Dorothy Bender
Carlton and Ruth Bioletti
Steven Blank and Alison Elliot
Jobst Bra n d t
Robert V. and Patricia M. B r o w n
Allan and Marilyn Brown
S a n d ra Burns
Richard Burt
Julie and Andy Byrne
Eleanor Cranston Cameron
Nancy and John Cassidy
Robert and Carol Ceva s c o
Robin Clark and Mary Mackiernan
Jim and Pat Compton
Joe and Victoria Cotchett
Constance Cra w f o r d
Lois Crozier- H o g l e
John and MJ Davey
Mary and Jack Davey
Laurence Dorcy
Paul and Maureen Dra p e r
Nancy S. D ra p k i n
Len and Gael Erickson
Carol and Chris Espinosa
Michael Fa r m wa l d
Gary Fa z z i n o
Carl H. Fe l d m a n
Ken and Sherri Fisher
Robert B. F l i n t ,J r.
Cathie and Michael Fo s t e r
John and Elaine Fr e n c h
Jane Gallagher
Betty W. G e ra r d
Chuck and Nan Geschke
Hertha and Walter Harr ington
Larry and Penny Hassett
Chuck and Christy Hollowa y
Cathie and Pitch Johnson
Tom and Madge Jordan
Stanley and Elaine Jungleib
Suzanne Ke i t h
Chris Ke l l y
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
Michael and Dana Kimsey
Peter and Sally Ku n s t a d t e r
Kevin Lansing
Sue and Peter LaTo u r r e t t e
Jody and Roger Lawler
Robert Levenson and Susan Lang
Linda and Sid Liebes
Tom Lockard and Alix Marduel
Pauline Lord
Olive Mayer
Dianne and Regis McKe n n a
Holly Mitten
M r. and Mrs. Dean Morton
B rad and Judy O’Brien
David and Jocelyn Pe r r o n e
Christine Powell and Bern Smith
Luis Pardo and Sharmon Hilfinger
Ed Quevedo
Bill and Carolyn Reller
Michael and Lennie Roberts
Nancy Rosendin
Scott and Jennifer Ross
Cindy Rubin and Brian Rosenthal
Jean and Ted Rusmore
Peggy Schmidt and Joseph Ta b a c c o
Albert and Jo Schreck
Jeff Segall
Nancy and Greg Serrurier
Leonard J. S h u s t e k
Ta n ya Slesnick and Ted Mitchell
John Spice
Mary Page Stegner
Jim and Emily Th u r b e r
Elizabeth To u m a
April Va r g a s
Ron and Sue W i l s o n
Ciddy and Bob Wo r d e l l
Lyn Wyman and Dennis Dow
Andrea Zafer
Harriet and Steve Zelencik
Charlotte Ziems and Stewart A l s o p

Individual donors
Gifts of all sizes help ensure the
f u t u re of our local open space.
We’d like to thank the follow i n g
donors for their gifts of $1-$999.

Kate A b b e
C a ralin A d a i r
Frances McAleavey A d a m s
Cameron and Jeanette A i n s w o r t h
Donald W. A i t ke n ,P h . D.
Ingrid A ke r b l o m

G e rardine A l b e r s
Daniel A l e x a n d e r
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
Matthew A l l e n
John W. A l l u r e d
Alfred A m k ra u t
Marjorie J. A n d e r s o n
Virginia A n d e r s o n ,P h . D.
Eddie A n d r e i n i
Jenifer A n g e l
Anonymous (3)
Midori  Aogaichi 

Nancy A r b u c k l e
John and Marlene A r n o l d
Maxwell A r n o l d
Tom Ashton and Annette Glancko p f
Keith G. A s ko f f
D r. Robert A v e r y
Janice A v i l l a
Richard and Doris A x e n
Ginny Babbitt
Martin Baccaglio
Charles R. Bacon and 
Cynthia Dusel-Bacon

Lorna and Alan Bagley
Daniel and Mary-Lynne Bainbridge
Lawrence M. B a ke r
Robert Baldwin
Jane Ball
Joan Barbour
Mark and Kathryn Barchas 
Katherine Barg
Brent Barke r
Nancy and Donald Barnby
Cliff and Zelda Barnett
Kathryn Baron
Jean Barrett
Robert Barrett and Linda A t k i n s o n
Larry and Susan Basso
Eric and Mary Baugher
Marilyn Bauriedel
Duane Bay and Barbara Noparstak
Jim Beall
Irene Beardsley and Dan Bloomberg
Robert F. B e a u l i e u
Betsy and George Bechtel
Bil l and Peggy Bechtell
David Beck and Debra Robins
Meg Beeler
Rolf and Florence Beier
Lyn and Ralph Berlingheri
Cindy and Dale Beliveau
Al and Jeanne Bell
M r. and Mrs. Robert Bell
Mary Beltra m i
Helene F. B e l z
Harold and Patricia Bendigke i t
Fran Bennion
Elaine and Robert Benoit
Fred D. B e n z
David Bergen
Caroline H. B e r g h
Chris Berka
Martin Berndt 
David and Anne Bernstein
Ann C. B e y e r
Shirley Biggerstaff
Roger and Millicent Bishop
Ann and Peter Bjorklund
Sharon and Dick Blaine
Jim Blanchard and Terry Sweeney
Noel and Frances Blincoe
Arnold and Barbara Bloom
Jane Blumberg-Goldberg
Phil and Mary Bobel
Richard Bode
Dave and Cherie Bogart
M r. and Mrs. John Boice
Stephen Boles
Judith Bolon and 
William E. M u r ra y, J r.

Olive and John Borgsteadt
Alan Bostwick
Julia Bott
Eleanor Boushey
Penelope and David Bowen
Kathryn Bownass
Scott Boyd
Alexander Bra w n e r
Todd and Alida Bra y

John Bra z i l
Mary Breen
Don Brenneis and Wynne Furth
Scott Brenneman
C raig Breon
Mark Breslauer
David and Sally Brew
Edith Bridges and David Cone
Ann and Winslow Briggs
Cynthia Bright
William P. B r o s g e
Geoff Brosseau
Robert D. B r o w n ,J r.
Phyllis Browning

Linda Brownrigg and Philip Lewis
Bernice Brownson
Katherine L. B r u b a ke r
Joanne E. B r u g g e m a n n
Susan Brya n
Patricia Buch
Doug Buckmaster 
Robert Buell
Mark Bult
Jim and Wileta Burch
James and Carolyn Burden
Kerry L. B u r ke
Barry Jay Burr
Matthew Burrows
D e b o rah Buser
Robert and Eugenia Buss
Bill Busse
Bill Butler
Phyllis Butler
Alfred and Julia Butner
Magdalena Cabrera
Carolyn Caddes
Jim Caldwell
Margaret Caldwell
Gordon and Joan Campbell
Sylvia Campilongo
A .R .C a r l s o n
April Carlson
Betsy Carpenter
Hylkia Carter
Richard and Diane Cassam
Phyllis and Richard Cassel
Nancy and George Cator
Paige and Chuck Cattano
Beth and Saul Chaikin
Lyn Chambers and Greg Lee
Jeanne Chandler
Diane L. C h a p m a n
Cindy Chavez
Doug and Gail Cheeseman
Eirene Chen
Paul and Marijane Chestnut
Les Chibana
Ramona Chown
Ellen Christensen 
Te d , Ginny and Jennifer Chu
David Chu
Mary Lou Cira n n i
James P. C i t t a
Bertina Clare
Bill and Jean Clark
Thomas S. and Sarah Clark
Ron and Carol Clazie
Wil liam and Carolyn Clebsch
Rose Marie Cleese
Martha and Joe Clevenger
George and Tr ish Clifford
Sheila Cockshott
H o ward Jerome Cohen
L e o ra Cole
Kevin Coleman and Kim Harvey
Linda and Ray Collier
Richard O. C o l l i n s
Tom and Sophie Collins
Robert and Doreene Compton
Dorothy and Kirke Comstock
B a r b a ra Conkin
Ken and Sally Cooper
Mary and Tom Cooper
Diane Copeland
Harry Cornbleet
Elizabeth Cotter
M i ke Couch
Nancy Couperus
E d ward Cox
Larry Creton
Susan Crocke r
Donna Cronin

Melanie and Peter Cross
Lynette and Paul Curthoys
Daniel and Anne Curtis
Carolyn Curtis and Don Maya l l
James Cuthbertson
Elaina Cuzick
Jed and Sue Cyr
Peggy da Silva and Dan Hodapp
Liz Dana
James T. D a n a h e r, E s q .
M i ke and Carol Danaher
David and Judy Daniels
Bruce Daniels and Barbara Gra v e s
Jerry and Toni Danzig

Jo Darius
Catherine Davey and Tom Po d o l l
Gordon K. and Carolyn S. D a v i d s o n
Joel Davidson
Daniel Davies
D r. Joseph Davis
Dexter and Jean Dawes
M r. and Mrs. Laurence Dawson
Lisl Day
Paul and Anne De Carli
Ruth A . De Moss
Antonio and Maria De Sousa
Wim and Helen de W i t
Jeffrey Dean
Virginia Debs
Rob Decke r
Kent Dedrick
Gary Deeter
Gary and Shari Deghi
Arline and Peter Dehlinger
Tracy Deinhart
Mary DeLong
B a r b a ra Demere
Eric Denys and Sonja Declercq
Genevieve Deppong
Rodney Derbyshire
L . Peter Deutsch
Don Dianda
Bill and Jean Dicke r s o n
Dan and Anita Dippery
Rod Diridon and Gloria Duffy
Kate Disney and Robert Burdeck
Robert Dixon
Mary and Bob Dodge
Ruth G. D o e l l
Joseph Donohoe
D r. Gail M. D o n o van 
Rita Donova n
Joe and Mary Kay Dooling
Diane Doolittle
Sheilah Dorcy
Mary Freeman Dove
Erik and Leslie Doyle
Larry J. D o y l e
Charles and Margot Drekmeier
Dianne Dryer
Richard and Jean Duda
Malcolm and Cosette Dudley
Timothy Duff
John and Gwyn Duke s
Kelly Dunagan
Donna Duncke l
M s. Edith Durfey
Diana B. D u t t o n
Linda Dyson-Weaver and Ron
We a v e r

Francesca Eastman
Shirley and James R. E a t o n ,J r.
Joseph S. E c ke r l e
Jeb and Edith Eddy
Dorothy Edminster
D r. and Mrs. Duane K. E d m u n d s
Shirley DeMartis
Kathy Eisenhardt
Robert and Diana Eke d a h l
Martha Elderon
Linda and Jerome Elkind
Sylvia Elliott
Sally Ellison
Ken Elmore
Sandy Emerson
Ben Encisco
Jan and Ernst Epstein
B a r b a ra Erny, M . D.
Gail Erwin
John Escobar
William D. E v e r s
Donald Ewing

Lynn Ewing
M o ya Eyerly
Dean A .E y r e, I I I
Melissa Fa r r e l l
Lyn and Steve Fa u s t
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
Andy Fe n s e l a u
Jan and Bob Fe n w i c k
Betty Fe r n a n d e z
Susan Fe r n ya k
Jeani Fe r ra r i
Michael J. Fe r r e i ra
Carol Field
Thomas and Nancy Fiene
M r. and Mrs. D. M .F i g l e y
Linda Filling
Sheila and Steve Finch
John Firman and Ann Gila
Bernice Fischer
Doris Fischer-Colbrie 
Herbert and Alice Fischgrund
Leslie and James Fish
Janet and Louis Fisher
Judith Fisher
Noreen Fisher
Donald and Carole Flaxman
Jack and Chrissy Fleming
Ellen Fletcher
Alexander L. F l o r e n c e
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
George Fra n k
Oliver Fra n k
Paul Fra n ke n
Andi and Ja ke Fra y
Karen Fr e d e r i c k s o n
Bill and Louise Fr e e d m a n
Hil lary Fr e e m a n
Julia Fr e e m a n
Larry A . Fr e e m a n ,M . D.
Leah Frei and Dan Ko l ko w i t z
Jeffrey Fr i e d m a n
Monalee Fr i t 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
Jozef Fr o n i e w s k i
Monty and Judy Fr o s t
David Fung
Lee Gallagher
Renata Gallagher
Carla Gallowa y
Dania Gamble
Ann Ganesan
M r. and Mrs. Robert E. G a n g
Charles and El izabeth Garbett
Kenneth and Lindy Gardiner
Richard Gates and Dolores Silva
C a s s a n d ra Gay
M r. and Mrs. Henry M. G a y
Ralph and Maria Gehlke n
Albert and Barbara Gelpi
I van Gendzel, M . D.
Gary Gera r d
Reeta and Tushar Gheewa l a
Donna Ghoul
Lynn and Jim Gibbons
Amanda Gibson
D e b o rah Gibson
Chris Gideon
Dale Gill and Rosemary McCaffrey
G i l l

Marilyn Gimbal
Roy Glauz, J r.
Sally A .G l a u z
M r. and Mrs. James Goeser
Ernie Goitein and Claire Fe d e r
Milton Goldberg
Ron Goldman
Arnold Goldschlager
D r. Chip and Linda Goldstein
David and Sandra Goodwin
Leslie C. G o r d o n
Richard Gordon
Ferne and Gil Gossett
John and Mariam Gra h a m
Kathy Gra h a m
Naomi Gra n o f f
Pria Graves 
Joan and Dan Gra y
Roslyn Gra y
B a r b a ra Green
Joan and Ken Green 
Joan Green
Harry and Diane Greenberg
Robert C. G r e e n e
David Greene
Peter B. and Ann M. G r e g o r y
Herb and Norma Grench
David and Carol Grewa l
G race and Michael Griffin
Gerhard E. H a h n e
Sterling and Frieda Haidt
Elaine Haight
Carol and Dexter Hake
Stephen Hales
Jean Halford
Kathleen Hall
Eulalia Hallora n
Jean Hallora n

Ellen Hallsted
Stephen and Diana Halprin
Chris Halvorsen and Genev
H a l v o r s e n

Michael Hammes
Ulele Hamwa y
Nonette Hanko
Marion C. H a n ra h a n
M s. Claudia Hanson
Donald Harger
Kathryn Hargrove and Davi
O. H a r r i s
Richard Harris
Sally Harris
William and Myrtle Harris
Emily Hart
Maureen E. H a r t m a n
Harry and Susan Hartzell
G race and Robert Hasbrook
Mary and Robert Haslam
Robin and Allen Hastings
Dorothy Haumesser
Nancy L. H a y
Walter and Katherine Hays
Jerry Hearn
Scott Heeschen
Don Heinz
Albert and Hertha Hemel
Mary W. H e n d e r s o n
Brenna Henn
John and Elizabeth Herb 
H a rald Herchen
Karen Herrel
Davis Hershey
Victor Herwick
Donald Herzog
Elly and Robert Hess
David Hewet
David Hibbard
Ruth Hicks Stewa r t
Judith Wiley Hietter
Jerry Hill
Susan Hiller
Ken Himes
Andrew W. H i n m a n
Kennith Hitchner
D r. and Mrs. Raymond Hoch
Carroll Ann Hodges
B a r b a ra M. H o l b r o o k
Helen Holmgren
John Holton
Leo Holub
Patricia L. H o o p e r
Rachel Hooper
Abbe and Joe Hopkins
Joanie Horen
Don and Elaine Horsley
Micheline Horstmeyer
Anne Houghteling
Joseph C. H o u g h t e l i n g
George and Glenna Houle
David “ Te x ”H o u s t o n
G rant and Karen Hoyt
Doni and Sid Hubbard
Lyndal Hubbard
Carol and Mahlon Hubenth
Joseph and Nancy Huber
Kelly and Bi ll Huber
Ellie Huggins and Dan We n d
Timothy and Janet Hughes
Betty Hunt
Tad Hunt
B a r b a ra Hunter
Dennis Hunter
Carolyn Hutchinson
Cait Hutnik
Kenneth E. H u t t o n
Michael Hutton
Richard and Etty Huynen
Inseong Kim
M r. and Mrs. George Ishiya m
Burrell and Cleo Ja c k s o n
Carol C. Ja c o b s
Yvonne and William Ja c o b s o
Armen Ja l a l i a n
Christine Ja m e s
William Ja r d i n e
Karin Jeffery
M r s. Theodore Jenke l ,S r.
Carol Jennings
Rasmus B. J e n s e n
Adaline Jessup
Eric and Janet Jezek
Brielle Johnck and Steve Sc
B a r b a ra M. J o h n s o n
G raceann Johnson
Jane Johnson
Denver Johnston
Katherine Jolluck
Darlene Jones
E l ke Jones
M r s. Stuart Jordan
Steve and Karla Jurvetson
Patsy Kahl
Helen Kahn
Michael E. and Martha Kah
B a r b a ra Kaiser
Robert and Ingrid Kallman
Fred Kamphoefner
Stella Karra s
Karen Harwell
L o ran and Rita Kary
David H. K a s ko w i t z
Audrey Kass and Paul Ham
Denise Kato

Thank you!
Donors to the Committee for Green Foothills and the

G reen Foothills Foundation make possible our work to 
p rotect open space. We’d like to thank the following 

individuals, foundations, organizations, and corporations for
gifts received between April 1, 2002 and March 31, 2003.
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 Robert Katz
a y s
z a n s k a ya
e e t

th and John Wo o d e l l
e l l o g g
Michael Ke l l y

e n n e d y
hy Ke n n e d y
ey and Joseph Pa s q u a

d Barbara Ke r c k h o f f
e r r

e r s h a w
d Janet Ke r s t e e n

e l y
lgroe and Pa t r i c i a

ng and Rosemary Malvey
K i n g

n g
ean Kirsch

s h i m o t o
nd Wendy Kleckner
 Judith Kleinberg

K n a p p
e c h t

d Ellen Ko l a n d
o l m
o n e c n y

M r s. Peter Ko r n f e l d
s Ko r o l

v r i g a
o z a k

tu Kra k a u e r
nd Judy Kra m e r
K ra u s ko p f
K r e n z

g e r
K r i e g e r
n g e l
i t z i k

 Edith Lachenbruch
i r d

a m b r e c h t
n d a u e r

ane
L a n g ,J r.
Marie Lang-Ree
L a n g w o r t h y
man Tom and A n n e t t e

 Annie Laplante
a r k i n
S c o l a

M r s. Hartley Laughead
 Alan E. L a u n e r

w e r
. L a w s o n

e d e r e r

e f ko w i t z

p e r t
Bob Leonard

p p e r t
Lerner
d Patricia Wel ling Leugers
d Doug Levick
d Elaine Levine

v i n e
A .L e v i t s k y
Howard Lewis

m a n
d Ann Limbach

s a y
Jane Lintott
d Peter Lipman

t t l e
Peter Lobban
dell and Colleen A n d e r s o n
ell and Bill Johnson

L o c k f e l d
John Loftis

L o m a s
i o

Hal Louchheim
ancy Lund

s e b r i n k
s e b r i n k

m a n
y m a n
ule Ly n c h

c h
y n g s o
 Steve Ly t l e
Ma

c D w y e r
nd Mois Macias

M a c i a s
a c m i l l a n

d Marjorie Mader
ahtani and Alison Reid

M a l l o y, J r.
Manley
ay Lynne Mann
Marilyn Manning

M a r e n t
 Chris Margolin
Patr icia Marin

Arlene Markakis
Douglas Marks
Alice Anne Martineau and Olivia
B a r t l e t t

Frank and Mary Anna Matsumoto
Richard Matthews
M r. and Mrs. Roger May
Johanna M. M a y e r
Peter Mazonson and Mary Ann Zetes
B a r b a ra McCal la
Alice McClelland and John Irwin
Bruce F. (Clint) McClintic
Marcia and Bill McConnell
David McCra c ke n
Marshall B. M c D o n a l d
Elizabeth McDougall
Anne C. and William K. M c D o w e l l
Keith and Luella McFa r l a n d
Leona McGann
Alan and Nancy McGee
Ricki and Doug McGlashan
Kay McIntosh
L a u ra J. M c I n t o s h
M r. Bob McIntyre
Eleanor McKee 
William D. M c Ke e
Margaret M. M c K l e r o y
Linda McPharlin
Virginia Anne McShane
Mary McVey Gill
Ernst O. M e i s s n e r
Betty and Robert Meltzer
Debbie Mendelson
Frank Menke
D e b o rah Merrill
Nancy L. M e r r i t t
Elijah Merrit t and Rosana Castrillo
D i a z

John and Valerie Metcalfe
Amy Meyer
Dan Meyerson
Pat Millar
Alexi Miller and Erik W h i t e h o r n
Arjay and Frances Miller
Elaine Miller
Paul and Edith Miller
Jacquelyn and Vance Miller, J r.
Mimi Milora d o v i t c h
Peter Milwa r d
Joan Moeller
Mary Jane Moffat
James Montgomery and Gale Snow
Marciel S. M o o r e
M r s. Albert Moorman
Michael A . P. M o ra
James Mora n
Kelly Moran and Mark Eliot
Betsy Morgenthaler
Joan Welch Morris
Noelle Morr is
Margery A951and Stephen Morse
Jack Morton and Mary Ellen W h i t e
Lincoln Moses
Robert Moss
Thomas Moutoux
Anita Mozley
Tom Mudd and Melissa Fra n k
Assemblyman Gene Mullin
Leslie Airola Murveit  and Hy Murveit
Annelie Myers
Karen Myers
Debbie Mytels
Jack Nadeau
D r s. Shelley and Michael Nagel
Ruth K. N a g l e r
Karen and Sam C. N a i f e h ,M . D.
Richard A .N a va r r o
Dorothea Nell
Ann P. N e l s o n
Frances Nelson
Walter Nelson
Teresa Nelson
Paul and Antje Newhagen
Merrill and Lee Newman
Liz and Gary Nielsen
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by Ted Lempert

Two of the biggest threats to
C a l i f o r n i a’s unique natural

beauty and its fish and wildlife
a re the St a t e’s growth and the
e n v i ronmental policies of the
Bush Administration. T h e
L e g i s l a t u re can — and should —
forge an alliance with state agen-
cies to create visionary, long-term
planning goals to ensure that
C a l i f o r n i a’s extraord i n a ry natural
re s o u rces are not allowed to
decline any furt h e r. 

Tr a d i t i o n a l l y, the Legislature is re a c t i ve — it creates legislation
in response to an immediate problem that calls out for a solu-
tion. When it tries to be pro a c t i ve, the opposition (whoever it
may be) will seek to downplay the problem, and question why
the legislation is needed. For better or worse, the Legislature
tends to plan for the future one small step at a time. Howe ve r,
on occasion over the past several years, cre a t i ve and forw a rd -
thinking legislators, including, of course, our own Senator By ro n
Sh e r, have attempted to shake up the process. This year is no
e xc e p t i o n .

As you likely know, California is losing much of its natural
s h o reline to coastal erosion. The Coastal Commission has been
a w a re of the significance of the problem for years and has stru g-
gled with the issue permit by permit. Other agencies have also
attempted to find solutions, but they have been limited by their
s t a t u t o ry constraints. Howe ve r, this year Assemblywoman
Ha n n a h - Beth Jackson (D-Santa Barbara) bravely intro d u c e d
Assembly Bill 947, which would re q u i re the State to adopt in
statute five general principles of coastal erosion planning and
response that would be used by state agencies in the planning
and constructing of coastal pro j e c t s .

These principles include: 1) avoid development in coastal
a reas of high geologic hazard; 2) reduce or eliminate barriers to
natural sources of sand from coastal watersheds to beaches; 3)
w h e re feasible, create a regional program of sand nourishment to
p rotect existing shoreline development or re c reational uses; 4)
m ove development to safer ground where feasible when it is
t h reatened by coastal erosion; and 5) consider hard pro t e c t i o n
devices such as seawalls or re vetments only after all of the other
p receding options have been determined to be infeasible. T h e
bill would also re q u i re that all re l e vant state agencies complete a
c o m p re h e n s i ve Coastal Sediment Management Master Pl a n
within two years that would provide information on understand-
ing the erosion problems California faces and identify strategies
to deal with them. 

This bill is a wonderful example of how the Legislature could
w o rk with state agencies to plan for the future and, at the same

time, tackle an existing problem where we have already made
many poor decisions. En v i ronmentalists we re thrilled; if this bill
we re actually implemented, it would be the first time the St a t e
attempted such a compre h e n s i ve approach to natural shore l i n e
e rosion. Coastal developers and pro p e rty owners we re far less
e n a m o red. Un f o rt u n a t e l y, due to the St a t e’s fiscal crisis, AB 947
is being held in the Assembly Ap p ropriations Committee and is
c o n s i d e red “d e a d” for this ye a r. 

I know first-hand the difficulties of trying to plan for the
f u t u re in a cre a t i ve manner. I tried — unsuccessfully — to
re q u i re local agencies to submit environmental impact re p o rts to
the Office of Planning Re s e a rch for projects that have re g i o n a l
impacts to help address cumulative impacts and mitigate grow t h
p roblems. I also tried to re q u i re that the Coastal Commission
re v i ew local coastal plans eve ry five years for the cumulative
impacts of population growth and its effects on public access and
g a ve the Coastal Commission “s t i c k s” to ensure that local gov-
ernments accepted the Commission’s recommendations. So, I
k n ow how difficult and frustrating the Legislative process can be
when it comes to planning for the future. 

For years, one of my primary concerns has been the pro t e c t i o n
of California’s remaining wetlands. Se veral years ago, I carried a
resolution urging the President and Congress to maintain the
1989 level of federal wetland protection. Much has changed
since then. Natural wetlands continue to decline while the use of
wetland mitigation banks is on the rise. A recent U.S. Su p re m e
C o u rt decision has eliminated protection for isolated we t l a n d s
under the federal Clean Water Act. The Bush Administration has
wasted no time creating regulations that carry out that decision
in the broadest possible terms, and the State has done nothing
(although one legislator tried to increase protection for we t l a n d s
under the California En v i ronmental Quality Act, but that meas-
u re died). Although the State Water Re s o u rces Control Board
claims it has the authority under the Po rter-Cologne Act (the
St a t e’s water quality law) to regulate wetlands, there is no com-
p re h e n s i ve permitting program in place, particularly with re g a rd
to wetlands no longer cove red by the federal Clean Water Ac t .
The result is that for all practical purposes, isolated wetlands in
California now have no pro t e c t i o n .

Hu n d reds of millions of dollars have been allocated over the
years for wetlands and coastal protection, but the State has not
had a mechanism for assessing the status of wetlands in
California and determining priorities in a compre h e n s i ve man-
n e r. A few years ago, I authored a successful measure with former
Assemblywoman (now Congressmember) Susan Davis that
re q u i res the Re s o u rces Agency to update all of the St a t e’s existing
wetland inve n t o ry re s o u rces in order to pre p a re a re s t o r a t i o n ,
management, and acquisition study. The Agency is now identify-
ing: 1) opportunities for wetland restoration, enhancement, and
acquisition; 2) opportunities for public-private partnerships on
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p r i vate land; 3) wetlands not currently in
public ownership; and 4) instances where
lead agencies have adopted mitigation
m e a s u res under CEQA or a habitat con-
s e rvation plan. This inve n t o ry will re p re-
sent a significant step forw a rd in the
St a t e’s ability to work with local planners
in determining where development should
be sited and where wetlands should be

p rotected before it is too late. 
It can be done. With the help of —

and a serious nudge from — pro g re s s i ve -
thinking legislators, we can move the
L e g i s l a t u re from thinking in terms of
small steps to a grander vision of enviro n-
mental protection that will pro t e c t
C a l i f o r n i a’s natural tre a s u res for future
generations. 

Ted Lempert re p resented San Mateo and

Santa Clara Counties in the State As s e m b l y
f rom 1996-2000 and 1988-1992. He
a u t h o red the Lempert - Keene Oil Sp i l l
Pre vention and Response Act, the Ca l i f o rn i a
Coastal Sa n c t u a ry Act and the Ballast Wa t e r
Management Pro g ram. He also served on the
San Mateo County Board of Su p e rvisors fro m
1993-1996, where he led opposition to the
De v i l’s Slide bypass proposal and conve n e d
the panel of experts that led to Me a s u re T
and the tunnel altern a t i ve .
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Book review:

“Saving Open Space in California”
offers broad perspective on what works
by Pete Holloran

Local governments and land trusts have protected more than
570,000 acres of California open space since

the 1920s. Given the relentless development forces
arrayed against them, why have some communi-
ties been successful in protecting open space
while others have struggled? W h y, for example,
did Alameda and Contra Costa voters approve
an increase in their pro p e rty taxes at the height
of the Great De p ression to purchase expensive
ridge-top lands? These are not idle questions
— especially when we may now be teetering
on the edge of an extended recession. 

In Saving Open Sp a c e, a book published
late last year by Un i versity of California
Press, Daniel Press addresses such ques-
tions in a re vealing work that helps situate
local open space battles in a statew i d e
context. We learn, for example that
Santa Clara County is among the most
e f f e c t i ve in the state at pre s e rving local
open space — and that organizations
like Committee for Green Fo o t h i l l s
h a ve played a key role in that effort. 

These findings, while hardly surprising to Gre e n
Fo o t n o t e s readers, are just the beginning. What really intere s t s
Press is the matter of causation. “What are the conditions,” he
asks, “for creating innova t i ve, effective land pre s e rvation institu-
tions at the local level?” Think of California as a great natural
experiment in which counties, operating under similar constraints
imposed by the state and federal government, achieve quite differ-
ent levels of open space protection. To explain this variability in
outcome, Press proposes what he calls the policy capacity model.
He defines a community’s policy capacity as “its ability and will-
ingness to respond to public problems and opportunities.” So m e
counties develop such capacities, while others are less successful
in doing so. 

T h ree factors contribute to a community’s environmental policy
capacity: political re s o u rces (e.g. local re venues and administrative
e x p e rtise), civic re s o u rces (voluntarism and political engagement),
and external constraints (landscape features and development pre s-
s u re). Press tests this policy capacity model using a wide range of

evidence. He interv i ewed dozens of local elected offi-
cials and activists, examined county
voting re c o rds for 70 statewide enviro n-
mental measures, and even conducted
telephone surveys with 4,100 California
residents. 

Some of his findings are n’t too surpris-
ing: that high levels of open space pro t e c-
tion are correlated with highly visible hill-
sides threatened with development (Ma r i n ,
the East Ba y, the Peninsula), rivers ru n n i n g
t h rough urban areas (Napa Rive r, for exam-
ple), and community wealth (Los Angeles).
( Be l i e ve it or not, Los Angeles has pro t e c t e d
m o re land at the local level than any other

c o u n t y. Of course, much of it is in the Owe n s
Va l l e y, in another county.) 

My favorite part of the book focuses on the
role of civic engagement and voluntarism —
what Press calls civic environmentalism — in
enabling communities to pre s e rve open space.
No n - p rofit organizations like Committee for Gre e n
Foothills and Peninsula Open Space Trust play a

central role in developing and channeling local environmental pol-
icy capacity.

If you want an inspiring story of local communities acting to
protect the public good against overwhelming odds, check out
Saving Open Space. Daniel Press reminds us of just how far we’ve
come, how we got here, and how far we have to go.

Pete Holloran is a civic environmentalist working on his Ph.D. in
environmental studies at UC Santa Cruz. Daniel Press, a professor in
that department, just happens to be his advisor.

CGF



...the City of San Jo s e and its handling of a
recent application to extend the Greenline
(adopted by voters in November 1996) by two
a c r e s, to ensure that Greenline protections are
not “ n i c keled and dimed” a wa y.

. . . the revision of the San Mateo County
Local Coastal Pro g ram ( L C P ) , the planning
document for the coastal zone; two years of
public review and revision have produced
amendments now
headed to the San
Mateo County
P l a n n i n g
C o m m i s s i o n , then to
the County Board of
Supervisors and the
California Coastal
C o m m i s s i o n .

. . . the Santa Clara County Supervisors a n d
their action (or lack of action) regarding two
public trails Stanford University was scheduled to
have completed and dedicated two years ago as
part of its 2000 General Use Permit and
Community Plan.

. . .Vote the Coast, an emerging state-wide
organization that endorses pro-coast candidates
for election to public office, and works to
educate and network coastal activists.

. . . . Wo o d s i d e ’s 270-acre H o rse Park on Sand
Hill Road, where complaints by neighbors and
CGF led San Mateo County to stop the facility
from operating without permits and threatening
nearby Bear Creek with environmentally
damaging practices such as gra d i n g ,e r o s i o n ,
and improper manure stora g e ; park managers
have since applied to the County for the first
permits in the park’s 22-year history and have
been granted a temporary permit allowing
regulated operations until the final permits are
i s s u e d .

…the Santa Clara Valley Water District
E n v i ronmental Advisory Committee, f o r
which CGF’s Brian Schmidt has been nominated,
to support the District’s efforts to restore and
protect County wa t e r wa y s.

. . . San Mateo County’s Planning
Department and B o a rd of Supervisors,
which — under pressure from the Board of
Realtors — continue to delay implementation of
a cap on home sizes in rural areas by
undertaking an economic study of the effects of
such regulation.

. . . CGF Legislative Advocate extra o r d i n a i r e
Lennie Roberts, who received the prestigious
Carla Bard award from the Planning and
C o n s e r vation League at their annual symposium
in A p r i l .

. . . stunning wildflower displays at C o y o t e
R i d g e, where California Native Plant Society
activists created a coalition of environmental
groups to lead hikes for decision-makers this
s p r i n g , anticipating a regional planning process
to develop a Habitat Conservation Plan
encompassing this area (home to a number of
endangered plant and animal species) and
possibly many other parts of the County that
provide critical habitat for rare species.

. . . the INNW Fund,
whose generous
support of the Green
Foothills Fo u n d a t i o n
allows us to continue
to strengthen our
o r g a n i z a t i o n .

...the Peninsula Wa t e rs h e d, where CGF is
asking PG&E to underground large tra n s m i s s i o n
towers to restore views and protect sensitive
h a b i t a t ; a draft Environmental Impact Report on
the project is due this summer.

. . . C G F ’s own April Va rgas and Z o e
Ke rs t e e n - Tu c ke r, who were recognized in the
“Best of the Coast 2003” issue of the H a l f
Moon Bay Review Magazine as being two of the
C o a s t s i d e ’s top three favorite Crusaders/Activists
on the Coast.

. ..the Conservation Council, a group of
organizations (including CGF) dedicated to local
open space, which holds regular meetings with
d e c i s i o n - m a kers to discuss issues including
Moffett field cleanup and restora t i o n ,b a l a n c i n g
jobs and housing, and managing growth in
Morgan Hill.

. . . the Wa v e c rest area in Half Moon Bay,
where a proposed new middle school and other
development would threaten environmentally
sensitive habitat and exemplify urban spra w l ;
CGF and other activists continue to work to
keep the middle school at its existing site in
d o w n t o w n .

… the G i l roy 660 acres of agricultura l
f a r m l a n d , which has been inappropriately
designated for development and spra w l ,t o
m a ke sure the farmland is saved.

…the Carnegie Foundation development in
the Stanford foothills, to ensure that the green
building and visibility mitigation promises made
for the facility are actually carried out.

. . . the Town of Wo o d s i d e, where planners are
looking to hold an even larger annual
Environment Fest on Saturday, October 4 to
c e l e b rate that community’s environment and
environmental projects.

The Committee 
is watching...
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Thank you,
volunteers!

Committee for Green Foothills and
Green Foothills Foundation volunteers are
an amazing group of individuals committed
to the open space of the Peninsula and
Coast. Their energy and dedication greatly
increase our effectiveness and ability to
make a positive change. 

A huge thanks to these people who have
volunteered in the office or at events
between January 1, 2002 and March 31,
2003.

Jessica Agramonte 
Nelda Ashbaker
Dorothy Bender
Mary Bernstein
Mary Jo Borak
Mark Bult
Diane Cassam
Paige and Chuck Cattano
Saul Chaikin
Helen Cho and Christopher
Waters

John Ciccarelli
Bertina Clare
Paul Collacchi
Toni Corelli
Harry Cornbleet
Nancy and Jitze Couperus
Bob Cronin
Lois Crozier-Hogle
Mary and Jack Davey
Gary Deghi
Paul and Maureen Draper
Peter Drekmeier
Len and Gael Erickson
Carol Espinosa
Ellen Fletcher
John Fox
Jane Gallagher
Betty W. Gerard
Tom Gibboney
Paul Goldstein
Susan Gortner
Sylvia M.Gregory
Norma Griffith
Nonette Hanko
Hertha and Walter
Harrington

Eric Hjertberg
Pete Holloran 
Mahlon Hubenthal
Carrie Hudiburgh
Cait Hutnik
Carol Jacobs
Brielle Johnck and Steve
Schmidt

Tom Jordan

Mike Kahn
Suzanne Keith
Mary Kenney 
Karen Kidwell and Rodney
Farrow

Yoriko Kishimoto
Sue and Peter LaTourrette
Charles Lintell
Rao Loka
Rene Lynch
Rachel Macias
Don Mayall
Olive Mayer
John and Lara McDonald
Sally Mentzer
Matt Messinger
Corey Mikami
Holly Mitten
Maureen Muckle
Steve Muther
Debbie Mytels
Jamie Newby
Dayna Nordine
Bryan Pendleton
Elena Pernas-Giz
David and Jocelyn Perrone
Shireen Piramoon
Lyresa Pleskovitch
Christine Powell and Bern
Smith

Lennie Roberts
David Roise
Cindy Rubin 
Jeff Segall
Patrick Siegman
Tanya Slesnick and Ted
Mitchell

Ruth Beahrs Spangenberg
Joyce Todd
April Vargas
Sharon Vazquez
Mark Vernon
K.Christie Vogel
Steve Wakeman
Stu Weiss
Rainer Zaechelein

We’d also like to acknowledge the many,
many volunteer activists whose letters,
emails, phone calls and support make a real
difference in our work. Thanks to each of
you!
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by April Vargas

Strengthened by the efforts of CGF
members and other open space sup-

porters, the proposed expansion of the
Midpeninsula Regional Open Space
District (MROSD) to the San Mateo
County Coast has now moved a major
step closer to completion. On June 5, the
MROSD Board of Directors held a spe-
cial meeting to consider whether to apply
to the San Mateo County Local Agency
Formation Commission (LAFCo) for
annexation of the Coast. 

After over five hours of hearings and
testimony from over 60 citizens, the
M ROSD Board voted unanimously to
c e rtify the En v i ronmental Impact Re p o rt
for the project. Ad d i t i o n a l l y, MRO S D
adopted a resolution of application for
annexation and approved several other
p ro j e c t - related documents, key among
them a Willing Sellers Ordinance that
p recludes the District from using the
p ower of eminent domain within the
n ewly annexed area. This vote sets the
stage for a new round of hearings before
the LAFCo board, a process expected to
take at least a ye a r.

District continues 31-year history
of protecting open space

Formed in 1972 through a vote of the
citizens (and thanks to the vision of a
group of Peninsula residents that includ-
ed several CGF members), the
Midpeninsula Regional Open Space
District was created as an independent
single-purpose special district operating
exclusively in Santa Clara County. In
1976 MROSD’s boundaries expanded
through election to include southern San
Mateo County.

The District’s purpose is to acquire,
permanently protect, and restore lands
forming a regional open space greenbelt.
Today MROSD manages nearly 50,000
acres in 26 public open space preserves. 

Coastal residents requested 
e x p a n s i o n

In 1997, three Coastal area elected
bodies — the Half Moon Bay City
Council, the MidCoast Community
Council, and the Pescadero Municipal
Advisory Council, wrote letters to
MROSD, asking the District to consider
a Coastal expansion. The following year,
an advisory election held within the pro-

posed annexation area saw a 55% majori-
ty vote for Measure F — favoring the
District’s expansion to the Coast. The
annexation area extends from the south-
ern border of the City of Pacifica to the
Santa Cruz County line and west from
Skyline to the shore.

P ro p e rties in annexation are a
exempt from tax, eminent domain

M ROSD is funded through a small
p o rtion of pro p e rty tax also approved by
the voters within its jurisdiction. The cur-
rent assessment for those within the
District is 1.7 cents per one hundred dol-
lars of assessed value. Howe ve r, the curre n t
p roposal does not include any prov i s i o n
for a tax or assessment within the Coastal
a rea, and a tax could be imposed only
with a 2/3 majority of voters approving a
ballot measure. 

The District has also adopted language
that requires it to purchase land only
from willing sellers, eliminating the
specter of eminent domain that has
apparently frightened some Coastal resi-
dents. The provisions would also allow

Open Space District poised 
to expand to the Coast

See MROSD, next page
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the District to receive land from private
land trusts and individuals, and to manage
lands within its boundaries.

District brings decades of land 
management experience; will 
p romote local agriculture

The District’s management experience
and maintenance capabilities are welcomed
as valuable assets for the Coastal area.
Existing agencies and private nonprofits
have limited capacity to provide agricultural
and conservation easements or management
services. The preservation of Coastal agri-
culture continues to be a priority within the
region and the District has pledged to con-
vene an agricultural advisory committee to
assist it in drafting specific policies to pro-
mote sustainable agriculture. Only after
these policies are in place will the District
acquire or accept gifts of agricultural land. 

South Coast opponents 
f e a rful of agency

Although MROSD’s presence on the
Coast will provide unique possibilities for

open space and viewshed protection, habi-
tat and species preservation, agricultural
sustainability and low impact public access,
a small but vocal group is opposed to the
proposed expansion. Centered mainly in
the South Coast, these residents view any
attempts at regional conservation and inno-
vative stewardship with suspicion and fear.

In an area where changes occur slowly
and land has been held within the same
families for generations, there is an inherent
mistrust of the new, the unfamiliar, and the
authority of any governmental agency. In
time, the District can succeed in winning
the confidence of South Coast residents,
but until then, the annexation will be chal-
lenged by a highly energized minority that
turns out at meetings and makes their views
known to one and all. Six years after the
District first contemplated annexing the
Coast in 1997, eminent domain remains
the single most contentious aspect of
MROSD’s proposed expansion — long
after the District adopted a “willing sellers
only” policy.

Final phase of process 
Although the recent decision was a

huge step forw a rd in this long process, we
still have far to go. We must maintain our
focus, retain our intensity and unite in
our support for the Coastal expansion as
the process moves into its final phase. In
an area that is so highly prized and finan-
cially lucrative for development intere s t s ,
it is rare to be given such an exc e p t i o n a l
o p p o rtunity to protect the natural tre a s-
u res that still remain. 

We must make the most of this oppor-
t u n i t y, and bring the Mi d p e n i n s u l a
Regional Open Space District to the Coast
to protect these tre a s u res for the future .

Applying to LAFCo is the next step in
the process of the Di s t r i c t’s expansion.
Hearings on this application are scheduled
to begin in September 2003, and will
offer a number of ways for CGF activists
to speak up for Coastal open space. T h e
Committee will need your continued ded-
ication to providing public support for
the expansion.

For up-to-date information on how to
get involved, visit w w w. Gre e n Fo o t h i l l s . o r g ,
or contact CGF Legislative Ad vocate Ap r i l
Vargas at (650) 728-5215 or
Ap r i l @ Gre e n Foothills.org.  CGF

MROSD, from previous page

CGF's annual picnic!
Some 100 Committee for Green
Foothills members and friends
gathered on a sunny Sunday in
June for CGF's annual meeting
and picnic,which included a
tour of Westwind Community
Barn,a hike through nearby
Byrne Preserve, and awards for
citizen activists Joan Baez
(shown above with CGF
Legislative Advocate Lennie
Roberts) and Nancy Couperus
(right).
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ideas. That strategy will only leave us ove r-
whelmed, howe ve r, when the economy
re c overs and starts pushing still more
d e velopment into farmlands and open
s p a c e .

The current state of Santa Clara County
g i ves us a choice about how to move for-
w a rd. We can and must spend a great deal
of time reacting to proposals for bad
d e velopment — stopping them outright
when possible, and minimizing their
impact whenever that is not possible. As
just one example, we have opposed and
will continue to oppose efforts to add new
dams and re s e rvoirs in southern Sa n t a
Clara County. 

However, we must at least match the
time spent on these kinds of efforts with
proactive efforts to push land use policies in
the right direction, and to seek permanent
protection of the most important places in
the county. One example is a proposal to
create a riparian protection ordinance in the
county, which would protect rivers, streams,
and creeks and their associated habitats.
Time spent on improving this single pro-
posed ordinance could prevent dozens of
projects (or more) from encroaching on
riparian habitat. The Committee has been
carefully monitoring this proposal and
researching ways to strengthen it. Strong
environmental protections like this can
redirect developers away from sensitive
areas and point them towards more appro-
priate urban infill projects.

We can seize other opportunities to be
p ro a c t i ve, moving beyond fighting indi-
vidual development battles to change land
use rules that may not provide sufficient
e n v i ronmental protection. The Santa Clara
Valley Water District is increasingly inter-
ested in environmental protection — and
r a re for these cash-strapped times, it has
money to spend on environmental pro t e c-
tion. Committee for Green Foothills is
helping encourage and direct these effort s ,
and I expect to re p resent CGF on the
Water Di s t r i c t’s En v i ronmental Ad v i s o ry
C o m m i t t e e .

Santa Clara County and the City of Sa n
Jose are considering Habitat Conserva t i o n
Plans (HCPs) to manage effects of deve l-
opment on endangered species. De p e n d i n g
on the outcome, these HCPs could signifi-
cantly benefit the environment, or they
could trade away the strong protections of
the federal and state En d a n g e red Sp e c i e s
Acts for minimal mitigation that does little

to help the species or the enviro n m e n t .
CGF and other environmental gro u p s
h a ve been tracking this possibility, and by
w o rking with the best scientific expert s
a vailable, we expect to ensure that if the
HCP is passed, it actually accomplishes
the goal of helping rare species. 

Fi n a l l y, we cannot forget the role of the
County General Plan and the pro t e c t i o n s
it does or does not provide. Now could be
an excellent time for eve ryone, including
C G F, to re v i ew the General Plan policies
and consider whether they could be
i m p rove d .

O p p o rtunities from diversity
In choosing our future priorities, we also

have to keep in mind the changing social
perspective in this county — a highly
diverse county in a highly diverse state.
Fifty-six percent of the people in Santa
Clara County are from communities of
color. The opportunity that this diversity
presents is immense. Poll numbers have
consistently showed minority support for
initiatives to protect water, parks, and open
space is generally stronger than that from
white voters, and this support could be
increased still further by developing ties
within communities of color.

Minority communities often tend to be
younger and have upward economic mobil-
ity, which has important implications in the
short- and long-term. Today’s working class
Hispanic families can easily recognize the

need for clean air and adequate government
services for their children, needs that can be
helped by good land use planning. Those
families will also be a source for the next
generation of Silicon Valley millionaires.
Increasing connections with the environ-
mental community can make them future
champions for open space, while decreasing
connections could result in more golf
courses and giant homes overrunning coun-
ty foothills. 

Obviously, the physical, political, and
societal state of the county are interrelated
and constantly changing, and that change
brings opportunity for new involvement in
environmental issues.

F u t u re views of the county
I hope to make repeat trips to that back-

pack camp eve ry ye a r, where night-time
v i ews will give a kind of re p o rt card of the
c o u n t y’s state. Mo re lights may appear in
the urban areas, but good deve l o p m e n t
that pre s e rves the environment is to be
applauded. I hope to see few additional
lights in the current dark areas, but not
because we want to exclude people’s inter-
ests in the land. The places where farm
plants grow, cattle graze, and nature thrive s
a re all part of the coexistence betwe e n
d e velopment and open space that benefits
us all, and Committee for Green Fo o t h i l l s
will continue to make sure that this coexis-
tence stays balanced. I am ve ry glad to do
my part in that work . CGF

SANTA CLARA COUNTY, from page 1

Hikers work their way through the oak woodlands of Calero County Park,up to breathtaking views of southern
Santa Clara County.
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On the web at W W W . G R E E N F O O T H I L L S . O R G

■ Find your elected officials
■ Tips for reviewing 

environmental documents
■ Voter registration links
■ Elected officials’ track records and

contribution lists

■ Candidate endorsements
■ Guidelines for writing letters 

and speaking up
■ Links to CGF’s current action alerts

Our online Activist’s Toolbox (www.GreenFoothills.org/toolbox)
has loads of easy-to-use resources for anyone looking to make a difference, whether

you’re a first-time activist or an old pro looking to brush up your skills:

...and much more. Speak up – your voice does make a difference!

Details about the
hike and our

f o rums will be mailed to
members and emailed to
action alert subscribers
later this summer.

To join the CGF
email list, e m a i l
i n f o @ Gre e n Fo o t h i l l s . o r g
and ask to be added. We
send about 4-5 action
a l e rts and news emails
each month, and 
p romise never to share
your email address. 

U p c o m i n g  E v e n t s

CGF Hike: The History of Purisima Creek Canyon
Sunday, September 21, 10am
Join us for a five-mile, moderately challenging hike
back to the pre-1920 steam mill lumbering era. History
buff and CGF member Ken Fisher will lead a tour of
19th century Purisima Creek Canyon, part of the
MROSD Purisima Creek Redwoods Open Space
Preserve, where eight lumber mills once operated. He’ll
discuss two of the historic sites in detail, including the
mill layout and technology, workers’ quarters, and use
of the milled lumber.

Watch for the continuation of our popular
E n v i ronmental Forum series this fall! 
For details about these and other upcoming events, check
our website at www. Gre e n Fo o t h i l l s . o r g / c a l e n d a r.


