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Range Management Advisory Committee (RMAC) 
 

Minutes 
May 20, 2009 

 
  
Attending: 8 
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24 

 
RMAC:    Representing 
 
Ken Zimmerman  California Cattlemen’s Association (CCA) 
Marc Horney   Public Member 
Bart Cremers   California Farm Bureau Federation (CFBF) 
Ed Anchordoguy  California Wool Growers Association (CWG) 
Chuck Pritchard  California Association of Resource Conservation Districts 
Scott Carnegie   California Forestry Association (CFA) 
Mel Thompson   California Wool Growers Association (CWG) 
Jeff Stephens   CAL FIRE / RMAC Executive Secretary 
 
Members of the Public: Representing 
 
Richard Harris   UC Cooperative Extension 
 
Items 1 & 2 Call to Order and Introductions: 25 

26 
27 
28 

 
Ken Zimmerman called the meeting to order at 8:00 AM.      
 
Items 3, Review of the March 2009 Minutes: 29 

30 
31 
32 
33 

 
Minutes for the Full Committee, Rangelands Focus Group, and Policy Focus Group were 
approved with corrections by unanimous vote. 
 
Item 4, Wild Fire Management in Conservation Reserves (Richard Harris) 34 

35  
Primary Issues Discussed: 36 

37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 

 
Dr. Harris presented a Power Point on Placer County Reserves set aside as a result of 
mitigation for developed properties.  The County is in the process of producing a HCP 
(Habitat Conservation Plan) combined with a federal NCCP (Natural Communities 
Conservation Plan) allowed under CEQA.  This combination allows for multi-permitting 
without consultation on every project to account for environmental concerns.   
 
As part of the environmental planning effort Dr. Harris has been asked to address fire threat 
to Riparian woodlands, vernal pools, and oak woodlands in Placer County reserves.  He is 
pushing for continuity between reserves for wildlife and fire protection.  Projected acres total 
50,000.  Objective is to reduce potential for complete resource destruction through both 
wildland fire and suppression activities.  Grazing is being proposed and encouraged in 
vernal pools to maintain compacted soils in the pools for extended water retention. 
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There are important issues at play in terms of how reserves will be maintained and the 
funding needed.  Endowments were mentioned.  Dr. Harris stated in general funding is 
largely in question for many of these reserve properties. 
 
Land Management practices in various vegetation types were presented; fuel breaks in 
grasslands between developed areas and reserves; stand treatments in forested areas 
such as reduction of ladder fuels and thinning.  Oak savannas benefit from reduced tree 
numbers to eliminate crown overlap and returning them to true oak savannas. 
 
Riparian Woodlands: The idea of creating zones within riparian areas with various levels of 
fuel treatment allowed according to proximity within the zone. 
 
Cost of fuel treatment was noted as a major obstacle to performing fuels work.  One 
example cited $400.00 per acre for the use of sheep for fuel reduction.   
 
Presently the Placer County Guidelines are planned for application only in reserves that are 
managed by Placer County.  This does not apply to any other public lands within the 
county; however, other County land management authorities may participate at their 
discretion.  This fact and the guidelines in total are the subject of a presentation to CAL 
FIRE State Fire Marshal’s Office and the Office of Emergency Services (OES) immediately 
following this meeting.    
 
Permitting: The objective of the HCP is to eliminate the need for repeated permit 
applications to do work from wildlife authorities, or other environmental concerns, with the 
exception of air quality for burning.  However, the conservation plan must be approved by 
these agencies; therefore the plan must be acceptable to them. 
 
Minimum Impact Suppression Tactics: Dr. Harris put forth the idea of allowing fires to burn 
within reserves rather than using aggressive suppression tactics that result in 
environmental damage.  Predetermined fire lines are established ahead of time.  Similar 
agreements exist with other agencies such as State Parks. 
 
When asked what RMAC might do for this effort Dr. Harris stated that he has already 
benefited from the discussion and his objective is to keep RMAC informed of the progress, 
and to state that he continues to follow the message put forth in the RMAC white paper on 
land acquisition without provisions for management.  He invited RMAC to write their 
comment down (perhaps excerpts from the minutes) and send them to him for delivery to 
the County Planning Department; that would be helpful in raising their awareness of these 
issues.  Individual comments are.  Direct comments may be addressed to the County 
Planner lclark@placer.ca.gov.   Dr. Harris may be reached at rharris@nature.berkeley.edu. 
 
There was discussion on the merits of easements: Easements as compared to fee 
acquisitions; the complexities of easements; the lack of understanding by agencies and 
landowners of the longer term consequences of easements.  
 

46 
47 

Item 5, Letter of Appreciation for Service, Neil McDougald: 
 

48 
49 

Primary Issues Discussed: 
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Jeff Stephens distributed a letter of appreciation for service to RMAC by Neil McDougald.  
Ken Zimmerman asked for comment on content.  None was offered and the letter moved 
forward for distribution. 
 

5 Item 6, Letter to RPC on RMAC Findings Regarding IRS Codes and State Bond 
6 
7 

Expenditures: 
 

8 
9 
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Primary Issues Discussed: 
 
Jeff Stephens distributed a response letter that was generated by a law clerk on staff with 
CAL FIRE’s Chief Council.  It contains new information on the issue of using bond funds for 
the management of land acquired by State government for conservation.  Passages were 
reviewed with RMAC that clarified the ability to perform maintenance/management based 
on whether the authority was stated in the legislation. 
 
RMAC reviewed the task assigned to Ken Zimmerman and Jeff Stephens at the March 
meeting which was to develop a letter to the RPC describing the new information contained 
within the letter.  The decision was made to move the RMAC meeting to June 6-7 to 
overlap with the Board’s Resource Management Committee.   The letter will be completed 
as planned at the March meeting for distribution to RMAC and ultimately the RPC. 
 
The status of the RMAC White Paper on Land Acquisition and Management is unchanged.  
The paper was sent to Agency for comment by the Board’s ad hoc committee.  The 
executive Officer has made some inquiries; however, there has been no response 
indicating the status. 
 

27 
28 

Item 7, Focus Group Reports: 
 

29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 

Policy Focus Group, Ken Zimmerman Reporting: 
 
Ken Zimmerman met with Cathy Bleier and Doug Wickizer with CAL FIRE’s Climate Action 
Staff and asked that they prepare a paper that identifies opportunities for RMAC to interface 
with the Department and the Board on carbon sequestration.  Objective is to help RMAC 
become better informed and identify where and how RMAC may be of assistance.  Ken 
Zimmerman asked that Doug Wickizer keep George Gentry informed regarding the 
development of the paper. 
 
A proposal was presented for RMAC to facilitate a meeting of Cal EPA, CDFA, and ARB to 
address climate change in a broader context than carbon sequestration.  The concept is 
that climate change involves invasive species, biofuels, water management, vegetation 
management, air quality and fire protection.  Without a coordinated discussion of all these 
concerns agencies may be working to the detriment to one another.  The Rangelands 
Focus Group was designated to develop this concept for the July meeting.   
 
The Interagency Forestry Working Group (IFWG) was cited by George Gentry as a group 
already in place with a similar function as being proposed by RMAC.  It includes numerous 
agencies.  George Gentry stated that he needs RMAC’s assistance to address the 
rangeland issues with this much larger group of agencies that are addressing climate 
change under AB 32.   
 

51 Ad Hoc Committee, Board Policy and Strategic Program, Mel Thompson Reporting:  
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2007 Board Policy Statement and Strategic Program: RMAC discussed the need to 
strengthen the bonds with the clientele they serve and the agencies to which they report.  
Mel Thompson indicated RMAC’s intent to send the nine “Key Issues” found on pages 10-
11 of the Board’s Policy and Strategic Program document to its clientele and ask that they 
be rated for importance and/or add items of importance to the list.  RMAC will use this to 
form actionable items in the form of work plans.  
 
Mel Thompson asked what form the work plans should take.  George Gentry responded by 
stating that he would send electronic examples.  Essentially priorities are translated into 
action plans that accomplish tasks.  RMAC should look at the priorities of the Board in 
terms of rangelands (for example, reduction of catastrophic wildfires) and assist the board 
in determining how priorities are accomplished (action plan).  RMAC should identify the 
highest priorities for rangelands.  This process should be an annual event each November.  
 
George Gentry provided his review of the primary discussion points presented by Mel 
Thompson: 
 

a. RMAC wishes to strengthen relationships with its audience 
b. RMAC intends to develop a survey of its clientele based on the Board’s 9 Key 

Issues  
c. RMAC wishes to convert stated priorities for rangelands into actionable items 
d. RMAC wishes to improve methods for conveying its message to the Board 
e. Examples of Board Policy and related work plans will be provided to RMAC 
f. A letter will be prepared for RMAC by Mr. Gentry that explains how the Board’s 

policy is translated into work plans by the various committees as information for 
RMAC’s survey 

 
Reporting to the Board: George Gentry indicated that he will approach the RPC to include 
RMAC on the agenda at each meeting.  He further stated that RMAC should report to the 
full Board providing summaries of important rangeland issues and this should occur as a 
yearend report in November. 
  

34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 

Rangeland Focus Group, Bart Cremers Reporting: 
 
The CAL PAC Society of Range Management Spring Meeting was attended by Mark 
Horney, Ed Anchordoguy, and Bart Cremers.  Mark Horney was a presenter at that 
meeting.  This meeting included climate change, mostly carbon sequestration on 
rangelands as a topic.  Information presented described sequestration as an emerging 
science on rangelands and just beginning to generate information.  Presently it is not cost 
effective in terms of the cost to produce credits compared to the sale price.  The topic is 
receiving international attention.  Some researches consider rangelands as carbon neutral; 
others believe they do have potential to sequester carbon.  Mel George volunteered to 43 

44 provide support to RMAC on climate change, attending some meetings acting as technical 
45 
46 
47 
48 
49 
50 

support to the committee. 
 
Bart Cremers will work on a one page report per the Rangelands Focus Group meeting the 
previous day on climate change that describes the need to address carbon in a broader 
context. This will be done with the knowledge that information presented by George Gentry 
on IFWG changes RMAC’s role to one of becoming active with IFWG rather than creating a 
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similar effort with agencies RMAC wishes to target.   Bart Cremers will remain as the lead 
on climate change. 
 

4 
5 
6 
7 

Item 8, Agency and Association Reports, Invited: 
 
None 
 

8 
9 

Item 9, New and Unfinished Business: 
 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 

Primary Issues Discussed: 
 
Ken Zimmerman informed RMAC that CDFA received 32 Supplemental Weed 
Management proposals for a total of $1.4 million in requested funding.  Of these 32 
proposals only 7 were funded.   This is permanent funding that is distributed every year for 
research and control of invasive species.   
 
New information was received from Susan Marshal regarding the RMAC letter of support 
for the Range Management Major at Humboldt State University.  The message from Dr. 
Marshal expressed thanks for support from various stakeholders; however, the overall 
response from the University Administration was non appreciative and described such input 
as “counterproductive” to the issue of sustaining the major.  
 
A copy of the RMAC Strategic Plan shall be sent to all RMAC producer groups represented 
by RMAC.  (Completed June 2009) 
 
The amended RMAC Strategic Plan Amendment is in progress for acceptance by the 
Board.  Copies will be supplied to the RPC July meeting. 
 
The July 21-22 RMAC meeting will be moved to July 6-7.  Focus Group meetings will be 
the afternoon of July 6.  The Full RMAC will be the morning of July 7. 
 
Jeff Stephens distributed an Executive Secretary Report with recommendations for 
improving RMAC business practices.  The document may be a topic of discussion at 
subsequent meetings. 
 
The RMAC discussed the need to invite informational speakers into the committee such as 
the presentation today by Richard Harris.  Consensus was reached that it is more 
appropriate for a focus group meeting to conserve time for actions during the main meeting. 
 
The need for RMAC to attend the Fire Plan Steering Committee meetings was expressed 
by several members.  Ken Zimmerman will contact JR McCollister to determine his planned 
activities with this committee. 
 

44 
45 
46 
47 

Item 10, Public Comment: 
 
None 
 

48 
49 
50 
51 

Motions: 
 
None 
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Task List: 1 
2 
3 
4 
5 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 
39 
40 
41 
42 
43 
44 
45 
46 

 
Item 1: The information gathered for the White Paper on Land Acquisition and 
management will be compiled into a single folder and placed within the RMAC files. 
 

a. Responsible Group: Policy 6 
b. Task Leader: Jeff Stephens 7 
c. Assisting: N/A 8 
d. Due Date: June 30, 2009  9 

 
Item 2: The letter proposed in March that summarizes new information obtained as a result 
of the memo from CAL FIRE’s Chief Council on bond funds will be completed and 
circulated to RMAC prior to the July meeting. 
 

a. Responsible Group: Policy 
b. Task Leader: Ken Zimmerman 
c. Assisting: Jeff Stephens 
d. Due Date: Prior to July RMAC Meeting  

 
Item 3: George Gentry agreed to approach the Deputy Director for Public Information for 
CDFA on the issue of biofuels and the spread of invasive species, and the need for CDFA 
to be part of IFWG.  He will place all of RMAC’s email addresses on the mailing list for 
IFWG.   
 

a. Responsible Group: N/A 
b. Task Leader: Ken Zimmerman / George Gentry 
c. Assisting: Not Specified 
d. Due Date: Not Specified  

 
Item 4: Mel Thompson will proceed with developing a draft survey for the clientele on the 
Board’s Key Issues. 
 

a. Responsible Group: Ad Hoc Committee 
b. Task Leader: Mel Thompson 
c. Assisting: Not Specified 
d. Due Date: July RMAC Meeting  

 
Item 5: A letter will be prepared for RMAC by Mr. Gentry that explains how the Board’s 
policy is translated into work plans by the various committees 
 

a. Responsible Group: Ad Hoc Committee 
b. Task Leader: Mel Thompson / George Gentry 
c. Assisting: Not Specified 
d. Due Date: July RMAC Meeting  

 
 
Adjourn 47 

48 
49 

 
 


