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Urban Forestry in Richmond California
A World of Beauty and Benefits 

Constrained by Carbon Calculations





AB32
Global Warming 

Solutions Act, 2006

Required the State to Set 
Carbon Goals…apparently to 
the exclusion of common sense 
they focused on new unproven 
ideas for the 1st 2 decades.

Required the State to Establish 
an Environmental Justice 
Advisory Committee [EJAC]



2008 2013 2017 2022

?!
20 years! of Cap & Trade Setting Carbon Targets For Cars and Factories Neglecting 
Natural & working Lands That’s 90% of CA!

2022 Scoping Plan (16yrs IN!) 1st Scoping Plan to Include Preliminary CO2 Calculations 
for Natural & Working Lands & Acknowledge Short Lived Climate Pollutants

EJAC established as a permanent advisory body by CARB only to be summarily dismissed 
by the CARB Executive Office during this current C&T reauthorization campaign.

2027



AB1757

Acknowledged that CARB had 
neglected Nature Based Solutions

Established Expert Advisory 
Committee within CNRA to set 
Carbon Targets for NWL

Committee Finds Nature Based 
Solutions are More Efficient w/ CO2 
than any other sector.

Recommends Immediate Geographic 
Sequencing of NBS Strategies to 
maximize Results 

Natural & Working 
Lands Carbon Targets



Working Groups





● Social & Cultural Equity: Prioritizing "Just Transitions" that include tribal 
engagement, workforce development in underserved communities, and 
increased technical assistance.

● Ecosystem Function: Focus on reducing land conversion to development, 
minimizing soil disturbance, and using climate-resilient native species for 
restoration.

● Climate Co-benefits: Actions are designed to simultaneously reduce risks 
from catastrophic wildfires, floods, and biodiversity loss while enhancing water 
security.
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Good Scientists Identified Critical Priorities 
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Risk Management Benefits

Investments in NWL will: 

● substantially lower CO2 emissions
● significantly address climate risks such as 

catastrophic fire, floods, and biodiversity 
losses. 



Investments in NWL will: 

● better serve the state than investments 
elsewhere by improving the resilience of 
California’s most vulnerable communities, 
both urban and rural.

● Covid Should have taught us that inequality 
is dangerous.
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Vulnerable Communuities



Investments in NWL will: 

● stabilize water security across 
the state.  
○ Water instability is its own catastrophic 

climate risk factor
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Water
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Key: Scale and the Urgency
Investment in the NWL sector should:
● Match CO2 reduction potential, 
● increasing to at least $10 billion over 

the next 5 years.
● I’ll add:

○ Not Have required a bond (Prop 4)
○ Already have 20years underway





GGRF = Roughly $33 
Billion in Auction 
Proceeds Since 2026



Time Tested Solutions 
Continue to Be Sidelined

In Favor of 
False Solutions



!?!
Here’s some sillier one’s you may not have 

heard about! 

And they sound like Nature!

































Let’s Get Back to Basics



END



1. Christy Brigham, National Park Service

2. John Callaway, University of San Francisco
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6. William Horwath, UC Davis

7. Lara Kueppers, UC Berkeley

8. Devii Rao, University of California Cooperative Extension

9. Mark Schwartz, UC-Davis

10. Kerri Steenwerth, USDA Agricultural Research Service

11. Melissa Ward, Windward Sciences and San Diego State University

12. Laurie Wayburn, Pacific Forest Trust
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