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Lots of articles address the importance of adaptive management and partnerships in
habitat restoration, but the concepts are critical and deserve discussion as often as possible.

For River Partners, a habitat restoration non-profit founded by farmers, adaptive
management means watching the site and responding to keep the project on track. We tend
to watch the development of vegetation as it relates to our performance targets (i.e. cover of
weed species and native plants, presence of a diversity of natives, survival of planted trees
and shrubs, etc.). However, vegetation management only describes part of a restoration
project. We rely on partnerships and working groups to watch the bigger picture, the part
that is tough to track — the wildlife response to restoration.

At the San Joaquin River National Wildlife Refuge (SJRNWR), a phenomenal wildlife
recovery success story has been unfolding for 15 years. This article describes the specific
ways that avian monitoring has guided the design and implementation of restoration in this
region, but similar stories of partnership and adaptation can be told regarding small
mammal monitoring and restoration (particularly with the Endangered Species Recovery
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River Partners staff investigating the site of a former
least Bell’s vireo nest in a three-year-old restoration
site at the SJRNWR September 2006.
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Program at CSU Stanislaus), large-
scale fundraising and leveraging
(particularly with the USFWS and
USBR), and integration of multiple
overlapping conservation objectives
(particularly with the California
Department of Water Resources and
the larger flood management
community). 

In 1997, a visionary coalition of
agencies, landowners, politicians,
and conservation groups partnered
to transition 2,500 acres of flood-
prone and flood-damaged
agricultural fields into an extension
of the existing SJRNWR near
Modesto. Acquisition of this large
acreage of highly degraded lands — at
a satellite location nearly an hour’s
drive from the USFWS Refuge HQ in
Los Banos — seemed a bit ambitious,
but shortly after the acquisition was
complete, the creative juices started
flowing and the partnerships started solidifying.  

In 2001, PRBO Conservation Science (now Point Blue Conservation Science) began
avian monitoring at the site under grants from federal partners. In 1998, River Partners
and USFWS (and many others) began conceptual restoration planning and fundraising.
Our understanding of Neo-tropical bird response to reforestation was in its infancy, and
based wholly upon experiences from other watersheds. By 2002, the first stage of the
restoration project was underway (777 acres funded by CalFED) using these guiding
fundamentals: 

1) High diversity in vegetation types will likely result in high diversity of wildlife
response, and 

2) Invasive species must be replaced with native vegetation.

We worked diligently to watch the development of the project with regard to
horticultural performance of the plantings, and cost efficiencies in weed control. We
learned some good lessons including how critically important light competition is to
reinfestation with invasive weeds (making mugwort and other perennial herbs a
fundamental component of the restoration), and how sensitive or tolerant certain
riparian species are to salinity and flooding (relegating elderberries to high elevation
areas only). But the ultimate goal wasn’t restoration of degraded agricultural fields to
native forests; the goal was provision of wildlife habitat, and importantly RECOVERY of
declining wildlife populations.

For 12 years, restoration continued in phases while Point Blue and USFWS continued
monitoring avian use of the restored and remnant habitats (waterfowl and riparian
songbirds) and feeding their observations back into the restoration design process. In
2005 and 2006, Least Bell’s vireo nested in 3-year old arroyo willows that we planted. This
was the first nesting record in the Central Valley since 1919 (Howell et al 2012). Data was
collected and recommendations for future restoration were made. In 2012, River Partners
planted the final 551 acres of the Refuge, and the planting design now includes too many
guiding principles to relay here. A few “Restoration Lessons Learned” are presented in
the box below. As our partners at Point Blue remind me, birds are responsive to
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April 2006, SJRNWR in Stanislaus County — This
photo was taken by River Partners staff to illustrate
restoration performance of 2- and 3-year old
planting sites. Least Bell’s vireo was observed nesting
in the older field in the background 2 months after
this photo was taken.
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Many of us were disappointed that the field tour of Santa Cruz
Island that was part of the 2013 SERCAL conference had to be
cancelled at the last minute due to inclement weather. Well, we’re
going to try again this fall! Dates are not yet confirmed, but the plan
is to make a weekend out of it. We’ll head out Saturday morning
from Ventura and return on Sunday evening. This will not only give
us considerably more time to explore the island, but we’ll also enjoy
a festive evening in the island’s rustic accommodations.

The itinerary is yet to be settled, but it will probably look something
like this: We’ll leave Ventura Harbor for the ~1.5 hour boat ride to
Prisoner’s Harbor on the northern shore of the island Saturday
morning. This passage is known for its great wildlife viewing,
including sea birds, dolphins and whales. Prisoner’s Harbor lies just
within the 24% of Santa Cruz Island which is owned and managed
by the National Park Service (NPS) as part of Channel Islands
National Park. Upon arrival, we’ll travel up the scenic Cañada del
Puerto to the island’s central valley, part of the 76% of the island
owned and managed by The Nature Conservancy (TNC). We’ll
drop off gear and food and have lunch before heading out to visit an
experimental coastal sage scrub restoration project in the central
valley. The goal of this project is to explore techniques appropriate
for large-scale restoration on post-agricultural lands on the island.
We will see what techniques worked and which didn’t under the
island-specific constraints (no irrigation, no commercial seed, all
supplies transported by boat) and opportunities (no deer, rabbits or
gophers). We will also hear about TNC’s and NPS’s island-wide
restoration program that includes wide-scale suppression and

eradication of non-native plants and animals. We’ll see examples
where this has led to natural regeneration of native habitats and
areas that have been slow to recover on their own. We’ll return to
the central valley in the evening and enjoy a group dinner and some
relaxation.

In the morning, we’ll pack up and have time to do some hiking or
other exploring before lunch. After lunch, we’ll return to Prisoner’s
Harbor, where the NPS is working on an ambitious riparian and
wetland restoration project. This was the site of the largest coastal
wetland on the northern Channel Islands. Over 100 years ago, most
of the wetland was filled and the creek was channelized.
Approximately 10,000 cubic yards of fill was excavated from the
former wetland in 2011 to restore natural hydrology and landforms.
Additionally, NPS is currently in the process of removing hundreds
of large non-native invasive trees from upstream riparian habitats. 

This tour promises to be informative and is a great way to see parts
of the island that most visitors never get to see. Space will be limited
to about 25 people. Cost is yet to be determined but will include
dinner, boat transportation to and from the island, and all on-island
travel and accommodations. We’ll provide an early registration
window to those who signed up for the trip that was cancelled in
May so these folks will be assured a spot if they want one… but
you’ll have to act fast! Watch www.sercal.org for updates or contact
the tour leader Matt James matt@crcsb.com and we’ll make sure
you are the first to know as details get settled.

Coming this Fall! Santa Cruz Island Field Tour 2.0
by Matt James, SERCAL Past President and 2013 Conference Chair

Experimental coastal sage scrub restoration plots in the central valley of Santa Cruz Island.
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restoration actions on a timeline that we can work with, and are
relatively easy to monitor (i.e. they sing, loudly). For these reasons,
avian monitoring has provided some of the most important and
effective recommendations to adapt restoration approaches based
on current science in the Central Valley. 

The ubiquity of community engagement in avian monitoring is
another major benefit of this partnership — only birders actually
want to show up regularly on a Saturday morning to walk the same
site for years and years, AND report their data consistently. The
unwavering efforts of the Stanislaus Audubon Society as a volunteer
monitoring force in this region are beyond impressive.  

As we look forward to the restoration of the adjacent properties
along the main stem of the San Joaquin River, we hope to develop
these bird monitoring-restoration partnerships even further.
Specifically, we hope to:

1) Link accountings of ecosystem services to horticultural and
wildlife performance data,

2) Develop a stronger link between bird habitat observations and
fish habitat values (i.e. can birds be used as indicators of
broader aquatic and riparian ecosystem health), and

3) Use this successful long-term partnership as a model to
develop further partnerships and working groups that can
accomplish similarly ambitious goals.

Sounds simple, right? At least we have a firm footing with which to
begin.
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Restoration Lessons Learned from 
Avian Monitoring at the SJRNWR
Is nest predation a limiting factor for Least Bell’s vireo
recovery in the northern San Joaquin Valley? 12 years of
avian data in restored areas has shown substantial nest
predation by brown-headed cowbirds, but inspection of the
data shows that predation rates are no different in restored
and remnant habitats, and are not the primary limitation for
avian wildlife recovery (Dyabala  et al in press).

The importance of concealment for nest success. In 2009,
Point Blue was able to show that nest concealment was a
primary driver of nesting success for riparian songbirds at the
SJRNWR (Dettling  et al 2012).  Based on similar anecdotes
and these data, we’ve been working to broaden our palette
of understory herbaceous plants, and now boast a solid
understanding of how to establish 10 different perennial
herbaceous species in and amongst trees and shrubs at very
low cost.

Maintenance practices and nesting birds. After watching an
observing and discussing on the ground, we’ve developed a
system regarding mechanical maintenance during the
nesting season — disturbance begins early enough to
preclude the arrival of nesting birds, and occurs often
enough to exclude the development of nests throughout the
summer. 

Species selection. From data collected at avian monitoring
locations, we know specifically which plant species are
favored by several target bird species.  For example, Least
Bell’s vireo nested in 3-year old arroyo willows with
understories comprised of native blackberry, mugwort, and
stinging nettle.  We now know that these plants must be
included in designs targeting recovery of this endangered
species.   

Our many thanks to our generous
2013 conference sponsors…

Riparian and Floodplain Restoration Guided by Avian Monitoring continued
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Figure 1. Example of a grass-dominated understory at a riparian restoration site.

The Nature Conservancy’s Cosumnes River Preserve located in
southern Sacramento County consists of approximately 46,000 acres
of natural and agricultural lands adjacent to the Cosumnes and
Mokelumne Rivers. Habitats include riverine, riparian and oak
woodland, willow and buttonbush scrub, natural and managed
wetlands, annual grasslands, vernal pools, and agricultural lands.
The preserve provides monthly opportunities for the public to
participate in the monthly Tall Forest bird survey. This event is the
only public access to a location TNC describes as “a woodland that
bears great resemblance to pre-Anglo Central Valley riparian
forests, a habitat that is all but gone.” (www.cosumnes.org).

I participated in a Tall Forest survey several years ago and, drawn by
the allure of what I had observed before and the opportunity to go
birding in the Tall Forest, I participated in the June 2013 survey.
This article was inspired by my visit to the Tall Forest and my
interest in wildlife, particularly birds. I’ve spent hours flipping
through field guides to memorize field marks and habitat
requirements and many, many more hours scanning, searching, and
skulking for birds everywhere I go.

As restoration ecologists, our goal is often to restore habitat to meet
mitigation acreage requirements. As a life-long nature enthusiast,
biologist, and avid birdwatcher, I enjoy observing and learning
about different vegetation communities, which plants and wildlife
species occur there, and what the habitat quality of a given

community is for those species. When I visit a restoration project
site, particularly during the post-project performance monitoring
and establishment period, I look through this lens and ponder not
just whether or not we’ve met the performance standards and
permit requirements, but if this fledgling habitat is providing or is
trending toward providing the intended habitat quality goals for
resident and migratory species. Sometimes I could swear I hear the
birds say, “Is this the best you can do?”

I think we have all reflected, and know, that in most cases we cannot
truly restore native ecosystems because we cannot restore pre-
disturbance landscape processes. Askins (2002) defines habitats that
have been almost completely destroyed or that have been
dramatically transformed as lost landscapes. Unfortunately we often
have to rely on these lost landscapes as our reference sites and in
most cases it is beyond our control to restore landscape processes.
So we must carry on as President Theodore Roosevelt stated, “Do
what you can, with what you have, where you are.”

During his presentation at the 2013 SERCAL conference (Assessing
Functional Lift for Floodplain Restoration Alternatives Using
Ecohydraulic Modeling), Andy Collison of ESA PWA pointed out
that habitat mitigation has historically placed more emphasis on the
acreage of habitat restored than the function of that habitat, but that
this paradigm is shifting with the emphasis on functional lift.

Considering Habitat Suitability Index Models 
for Avian Habitat Design
by Harry Oakes, Senior Manager, ICF International, and SERCAL Region 2 Director

continued next page
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Figure 2. Example of dense shrub, wild rose, and wild blackberry cover at riparian restoration site.

Considering Habitat Suitability Index Models for Avian Habitat Design continued

Habitat suitability index (HSI) models offer a tool to guide
restoration design for optimal habitat conditions for target species
and other species in the same guild — to the extent practicable. HSI
models are used in Habitat Evaluation Procedures (HEP) to
estimate the value of the habitat in a project area for the selected
evaluation species (Stiehl 1995). 

HSI models have been developed for everything from the American
oyster to moose. Models are constructed from basic life history
information for an evaluation species or by modifying existing
habitat models based on regional or local habitat conditions and life
history requirements (USFWS 1981). Models can be developed for a
specific evaluation species (e.g., yellow warbler) or for land cover
types. A HEP assessment may employ one or more HSI species
models to capture the different habitats present or proposed. This
article will focus on species models.

Species models define the geographic area to which the model is
applicable (e.g., entire breeding range of the species, regional
ranges), describe the habitat requirements needed by the species
(e.g., food, nesting, cover), identify the key habitat variables for a
particular life requisite (e.g., density and height of cover required
for nesting), and identify a range of suitability index scores from 0
to 1.0, with a value of 1.0 representing the optimal suitability of a
given variable. 

As with any models, there is debate about the accuracy and
reliability because thorough validation and verification studies have

not been performed to evaluate model efficacy (Tirpak et al 2009,
Roloff and Kernohan 1999). Some models are considered invalid
because of sampling in a limited range of habitat conditions and
inadequate population sampling. This may be the case for models
that cover a broad geographic area, such as a yellow warbler model
that applies to the entire breeding range of the yellow warbler
(Schroeder 1982). However those models that are developed for
regional populations may be more accurate because of the smaller
sampling area and presumably less variation in the range of habitat
conditions. 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s Sacramento Field Office
developed an HSI model for rufous-sided towhee (USFWS 1984). In
California, the Rufous-sided towhee — since split into two species,
the Spotted towhee of the western U.S. and the Eastern towhee —
inhabits areas with dense shrub cover, including riparian and oak
woodland, chaparral, and thickets, among others. Although the HSI
model for towhee cited herein is a draft (a final was not prepared), I
selected Spotted towhee for this example. It is one of the most
common birds in the Tall Forest because the habitat there is optimal
for towhee. The HSI habitat variables and the optimal habitat
conditions (suitability index score of 1.0) for towhee are shown in
Table 1. Figures 3 and 4 present the suitability index graph for two
of the six towhee habitat variables. 

Spotted towhees are abundant in the Tall Forest because the dense
understory provided by wild grape, California wild blackberry,
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poison oak, shrub species, and small trees provide optimal cover, nesting, and
foraging habitat. The Tall Forest is subject to seasonal inundation that supports
these conditions. Depending on location, habitat that supports resident towhees
also provides breeding and foraging habitat for numerous other resident species
including House wren, Bewick’s wren, and California towhee, and wintering
species including Fox sparrow and Hermit thrush. Although optimal habitat for
towhees may not represent optimal habitat for these other species, considering the
model variables and developing restoration plans and assessing landscape
processes that will provide optimal habitat for towhees will benefit at least other
ground dwelling species that rely on dense cover — both birds and other wildlife. 

As shown in Table 1 and Figures 3 and 4, towhees prefer dense cover and require a
leaf litter and humus layer. When I look at many young riparian and oak
restoration sites and observe a lack of floodplain connectivity and the relatively
dry soil conditions that support grasses instead of dense thickets of vines and
shrubs, I wonder whether or not these areas will be capable of developing into
high-quality habitat for towhees and other wildlife species dependent on this
dense understory habitat. It may be possible to establish dense understory habitat
by using a high-density planting shrub, vine and forb species and more extensive
maintenance and management actions. However, so many mitigation projects are
subject to just meeting the permit requirements for acreage. There is also typically
a limited maintenance and monitoring time-frame and funding is usually a factor.

Figures 1 and 2 are photographs recently taken at a riparian restoration site.
Figure 1 shows a grassland dominated understory at a riparian restoration site
located on a relatively high flood plain terrace. Tree species exhibit good survival
growth rates but the understory cover is grass-dominated and the soils have a
relatively low water-holding capacity to support vegetation that will form dense
shrub thickets and tangles of vines. 

Figure 2 shows a dense stand of elderberry, wild rose, and wild blackberry at the
same site. These locations were planted with clusters of these species, thus the
higher density. High-density planting over the entire 8-acre site would likely have
been beneficial but this was not required nor was it feasible based on the projected
cost. Granted, these areas are young, and it will take time for these habitats to
develop to a point that they provide quality towhee habitat. But when I recall the

continued next page

Table 1.  Habitat variables and optimal habitat
conditions for Rufous-sided (spotted) towhee

Habitat Variable
Optimal Habitat Condition

Shrub Cover  Percent cover by woody vegetation less
than 16.5 feet in height

Conifer-Hardwood Forest; Oak Woodland; and
Foothill/Knobcone Pine Forest: Shrub cover of
50% or move for nesting and cover

Chaparral; Conifer-Chaparral: Shrub cover of 100%

Shrub Height  Average height of shrub understory

Conifer-Hardwood Forest; Oak Woodland; and
Foothill/Knobcone Pine Forest: Average shrub
height of 3 feet

Chaparral; Conifer-Chaparral: Average shrub
height of 5 feet

Lateral Screening  Amount of foliar screening provided
by shrubs and low-hanging trees limbs; 5 feet or lower

High foliar screening

Tree Cover  Percent of ground shaded by vertical
projection of canopies of woody vegetation less than
16.5 feet in height

100% overhead tree canopy cover

Insect Availability  Percent cover of leaf litter layer

100% leaf litter cover

Humus Layers  Thickness of leaf litter and humus
layers

Depth of 1-2 inches is optimal; bare ground would
not be suitable

Figure 3. Suitability index for insect availability (Rufous-sided towhee
HSI Model)
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Figure 4. Suitability for shrub cover in chaparral/conifer-chaparral cover
type (Rufous-sided towhee HSI Model)
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towhee-rich Tall Forest and consider landscape conditions and
processes that have helped mold this habitat, it encourages me
to look for ways to maximize and sustain the habitat value for
towhee and other species.

Unless developed for a very specific location, the habitat
variables and suitability of any HSI model cannot be
completely representative of local conditions. However, I think
there is a benefit in using HSI models, in combination with
field assessment of reference and project sites. Knowing what
bird species occur in the vicinity of a proposed restoration site
and understanding the critical habitat variable and associated
suitability indices can be useful design tools for habitat design,
restoring or improving landscape processes, and developing
appropriate plant palettes and seed mixes to benefit target
species.

There are numerous sources of HSI models, including the
USFWS (www.fws.gov) and U.S. Geological Service
(www.nwrc.usgs.gov/wdb/pub/hsi/hsiindex.htm). The
California Department of Fish and Wildlife also maintains a
document database of HSI models for use with ARC/INFO
(nrm.dfg.ca.gov/documents/DocViewer.aspx). There are also
numerous regionally developed models online. 

Nothing can replace good old-fashioned field work, but the
information available in HSI models can be a useful
information source.
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Natural 
Resource 

Events 
Calendar
August 17   San Elijo Lagoon Conservancy
Biennial Gala: Birds of a Feather, Growing
Future Stewards, benefiting environmental
education in San Elijo Lagoon, Rancho
Santa Fe Garden Club. www.sanelijo.org or
nichole@sanelijo.org

August 24   REGISTRATION DEADLINE
AUGUST 14   CNGA Workshop: Photography
Workshop for Ecological Projects &
Presentations, Creating Captivating Images
of California Grasslands. Marina Bay,
Richmond, CA. www.cnga.org or
530.297.5000.

August 26-27   Sacramento-Shasta
Chapter of the Wildlife Society:
Burrowing Owl Workshop, SRCSD
Bufferlands, Elk Grove. www.tws-
west.org/sac-shasta/upcoming_
events.php

October 2-5   REGISTRATION NOW
OPEN   2013 Cal-IPC Symposium:
Taking the Long View, Lake Arrowhead
Resort, Lake Arrowhead, CA.
www.cal-ipc.org/symposia

October 10   UC Cooperative
Extension 1-Day Conference: Active
Engagement in Forest and Woodland
Sustainability, Sheraton Grand Hotel,
Sacramento. ucanr.edu/sites/
forestry/working_for_conservation

October 19   Joshua Tree National
Park Desert Institute Field Class:
Cryptobiotic Soils and Lichens.
www.joshuatree.org/desert-
institute/field-classes

October 25 Santa Barbara Botanic
Garden’s 2013 Honorable John C.
Pritzlaff Conservation Symposium:
Releasing the Constraints on Large-scale
Ecological Restoration, 1-5 pm, Santa
Barbara, CA. www.sbbg.org/classes-
events/lectures-symposia

October 26-27   Jepson Herbarium
Workshop: Forest Diseases, UC Berkeley.
ucjeps.berkeley.edu/workshops/2013/
regform_2013.html

November 2   Joshua Tree National
Park Desert Institute Field Class:
Geology of the San Andreas Fault.
www.joshuatree.org/desert-
institute/field-classes

November 16-17   Jepson Herbarium
Workshop: Amphibians and Reptiles of
the San Francisco Bay Area, UC Berkeley
and Bay Area Field Sites.
ucjeps.berkeley.edu.workshops/2013/
index.html#Nov16

Considering Habitat Suitability Index Models for Avian Habitat Design continued
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Our many thanks to our generous 2013 conference sponsors…

SERCAL 2013 had plenty of wonderful fieldtrips throughout the conference
including informative visits to campus vernal pools and the Ventura River
Watershed. Photos courtesy Karen Verpeet and Paul Jenkins.

A Note from SERCAL President
Kevin Mackay, Chair of SERCAL
2014 in Santa Rosa
Thanks to all of our sponsors and attendees for
making SERCAL 2013 in Santa Barbara a success! 
I also wanted to thank the folks that organized and
participated in the soils webinar and workshop. As I mentioned
at the conference, we want to continue providing
opportunities throughout the year for our members to get
together and share information and broaden their technical
skills through workshops and webinars. But to be successful
we need to hear from you. What topics are you interested in
learning about? Are there key challenges that you’re facing as
practitioners that you’d like to discuss? 

And… we need members to “step up to the plate” and
volunteer to organize and lead webinars and workshops.
Restoration is not a spectator sport (to continue the sports
metaphors), and SERCAL needs your active participation to be
successful as an organization, and for us to support your
success as practitioners in an ever-changing field. Please
contact me at kevin.mackay@icfi.com with any ideas. Thanks
for your help and I look forward to seeing you at the next
workshop.
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Many Thanks to Our 2013 Special Members…

$100 Sustaining 
Individual 

R.C. Brody ICF
International Los Angeles

Kevin MacKay ICF
International San Jose

Harry Oakes ICF
International Sacramento

$250 Contributing
Business 

Northwest Hydraulic Consultants,
Inc. West Sacramento

Hedgerow Farms Winters

E. Read & Associates Orange

Helix Environmental La Mesa

Burleson Consulting, Inc. Folsom

URS Santa Barbara

$500 Sustaining 
Business

Westervelt Ecological Services
Sacramento

Integrated Environmental
Restoration Services Tahoe City

S & S Seeds, Inc. Carpinteria

RBF Consulting Irvine

RECON San Diego

Mike Filbin Central Coast Clearing Capitola

Joyce Gamez Oceanside

Erin Questad Cal Poly Pomona

Jon Laslett Santa Cruz

Emily Peffer UC Davis

Josh Corona-Bennett ECORP Consulting, Inc. San Diego

Josephine Lesage UC Santa Barbara

Jennifer Balachowski UC Davis

Christopher Stevenson Caltrans Los Angeles

Christina Schaeffer ESA San Diego

Channel Islands Restoration Carpinteria

Chris Berry City of Santa Cruz Water Resource
Management

San Elijo Lagoon Conservancy Encinitas

Bruce Goff, PhD GeomorphIS, LLC San Diego

Michelle Cooper Marin Agricultural Land Trust Pt. Reyes

Station

Jo Wideman CAPS Santa Barbara

Gretchen Pfaff CAPS Santa Barbara

Pam Lindsay PWA-Watershed Protection District Ventura

Greg Ainsworth ESA Woodland Hills

Louis White ESA PWA San Francisco

Angelique Herman Garcia & Associates San Diego

Julie Bygraves London UK

Virginia Gardiner Green Gardiner Consulting Goleta

Jamie Uyehara USFS Los Padres National Forest

Steve Junak Santa Barbara Botanic Garden

Robert Louis Chianese CSU Northridge/AAS-PD
Ventura

Stephanie Hines Garcia & Associates Oceanside

Jenny McGee ICF International

Keven Ann Golgate Cardno ENTRIX Santa Barbara

Hilary Walecka Central Coast Wilds Santa Cruz

San Diego Botanic Garden Encinitas

Kelly Dawdy Torrance

Garima Wilson DeAnza College

Emily Tozzi ECORP Consulting, Inc. Sacramento

Joanna Solins UC Davis

Welcome New Members (as of 10 July 2013)
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SERCAL 2014 Membership Application/Renewal Form  

Annual Membership Dues
INDIVIDUAL BUSINESS
$15  STUDENT $50  NONPROFIT ORG.  
$45  REGULAR $250  CONTRIBUTING *
$80  JOINT SERCAL + CNGA (discounted) $500  SUSTAINING *
$100  SUSTAINING * $1,000  SUMMIT CIRCLE *

* Receive quarterly recognition in Ecesis

SERCAL’s quarterly newsletter, Ecesis, is received
with ALL rates. Additional member benefits include:

Copies of each Number of discounted 
Category Ecesis issue ** rates at SERCAL events_____________________ ____________ ___________________

Nonprofit Org. 2 1
Contributing Business 3 3
Sustaining Business 4 4
Summit Circle 6 6

**Please list the additional names to be included on the 
Ecesis mailing list in the space below this form.

________________ + _____________________  =  ___________________
DUES                                 ADDITIONAL SUPPORT        TOTAL AMOUNT PAID

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
NAME                                                                                                      DATE

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
COMPANY/AFFILIATION

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
ADDRESS

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
CITY / ZIP / COUNTY

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
PHONE

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
EMAIL

PAYMENT OPTIONS:
m Check enclosed (Made payable to SERCAL)

m Please charge my: m Visa  mMasterCard    Card No.: _  _  _  _  -  _  _  _  _  -  _  _  _  _  -  _  _  _  _ EXP: _  _  /  _  _

Card Billing Address if different than mailing address listed above:

_______________________________________________________________________________________________________________

MAIL TO:  SERCAL Administrative Office, 2701 20th St., Bakersfield CA 93301
SCAN & EMAIL TO: smclark@lightspeed.net SECURE FAX: 661.634.9540

**Additional names (if applicable) to be included on the Ecesis mailing list:



2701 20th Street, Bakersfield CA 93301-3334
RETURN SERVICE REQUESTED

Check the mailing label 
for your membership 

expiration date


