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Present: 
Mary Nichols, California Secretary for Resources (Chair) 
Mike Pool, Bureau of Land Management (Co-Chair) 
Bill Ahern, California Coastal Conservancy 
Eileen Ansari, Southern California Association of Governments 
Doug Balmain, San Joaquin Valley Regional Association of CA Supervisors 
Joseph R. Blum, National Marine Fisheries Service, NOAA 
Bill Campbell, State Water Resources Control Board 
Alexander Glazer, University of California 
Jerry Harmon, San Diego Association of Governments 
Dale Hoffman-Floerke, Department of Water Resources 
Diane Holcomb, USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Nancy J. Huffman, Northern CA Counties Association 
David G. Linnebur, US Marine Corps 
Frank Michny, US Bureau of Reclamation 
Gerald H. Miller, CA Department of Food & Agriculture 
Larry Myers, Native American Heritage Commission 
Bradley Powell, US Forest Service 
H. Wes Pratt, California Conservation Corps 
Rick Rayburn, Department of Parks and Recreation 
John Schramel, California Association of Resource Conservation Districts 
Karen Schwinn, US Environmental Protection Agency 
Mike Spear, US Fish and Wildlife Service 
Paul Stein, Sacramento-Motherlode Regional Supervisors Association  
Paul Thayer, State Lands Commission 
Andrea Tuttle, Department of Forestry and Fire Protection 
Bill Vance, California Environmental Protection Agency 
Gary Winters, California Department of Transportation 
Al Wright, Wildlife Conservation Board 
Darryl Young, Department of Conservation 
 
To begin the meeting, Butte County Supervisor Jane Dolan introduced Mary Nichols, Secretary 
for Resources and Chair of the California Biodiversity Council.  
 
Secretary Nichols began by thanking Supervisor Dolan for her kind words. She expressed her 
excitement at finally being in the northern Sacramento Valley. Next, the Secretary introduced 
Mike Pool, California State Director for the US Bureau of Land Management. Director Pool has 
been asked to Co-Chair the Biodiversity Council and continue the tradition of the Council’s state 
and federal partnership. Ms. Nichols also wished to express her personal thanks and gratitude 
to Carl Rountree (BLM, former Executive Committee Chair) for his incredible service to the 
Biodiversity Council. Mr. Rountree has accepted a position with BLM in Arizona and will be 
sorely missed here in California.  
 



Awards for exceptional service were presented to Susan Cochrane-Levitsky, Carl Rountree, and 
Al Wright for outstanding contributions and continued support to the California Biodiversity 
Council. 
 
Council Announcements 
John Schramel (CARCD) wanted to build on some of the comments of earlier speakers – “In our 
personal and professional lives we create a fabric of existence in which we are immersed and 
CARCD is one of the major threads in the fabric of my own life. And one of the major threads 
that we have been very happy about is that Mary Nichols as the Secretary for Resources has 
shown an extreme amount of sympathy and sensitivity to Resource Conservation Districts in the 
state, which culminated in a marvelous grant program that we put into the governor’s budget 
last year. So at this time, this is the first presentation that I have made outside of the 
Association. Mary, would you come up here, please? We are very proud to present this to Mary, 
as I said, she has shown an extreme amount of sensitivity towards us and we always have 
fuzzy feelings when a new director or secretary comes in and I just wanted to thank her for all 
that she has done for us.”  
 
Diane Holcomb (USDA NRCS) announced that USDA is going through a transition right now in 
California. Normally, Diane would be at the table representing Jeff Vonk, but NRCS said their 
farewells to Jeff last week as he has moved on into the political arena in Iowa as the Director of 
the State Department of Natural Resources. He wanted to express his appreciation not only to 
the Council but also to all of California. In the transition, Hank Wyman will be the Acting State 
Director for NRCS.  
 
Darryl Young (Department of Conservation) was happy to announce that his department has 
awarded 30 grants totaling $2 million dollars. The interesting thing in this process was that it 
was very collaborative in the work with the RCDs to help them understand the process. We 
have a strong set of grants. It is interesting to know that we have $5 million dollars in proposals 
and we wish we could have funded all of them, but perhaps now we have a list for the next 
round of funding.  
 
CRMP Presentation 
Diane Holcomb (USDA NRCS) noted that this year NRCS is the Chair of the Statewide CRMP 
Program and she wanted to take this opportunity to introduce the new Program Director, Dana 
Helfer, she came to us from Colorado. But since she has been on board in the last five months, 
we are reinforced every day with the great decision that we made. She brings so many project 
management and community development skills. Now she’s working to put together a workshop 
in April on how to streamline the permitting process.    
 
Dana gave a brief update of the programs status and the direction that they would like to go. 
CMRP provides organizational and technical assistance to locally led groups dealing with 
conservation issues. Dana thanked CRMP’s signatories for their support, both financially and 
through their enthusiasm for the program. CRMP will be co-sponsoring a workshop on April 27 
in Red Bluff focusing on permitting issues in Northern California. 
 
CBC Executive Committee Report 
Carl Rountree, Committee Chair, briefly explained that the Executive Committee was formed 
several years ago to take care of the business of the Council. The group is responsible for 
working with staff on allocating workload, distributing funds for dues, and for many strategic 
things that the Council takes on. Mike Chapel, along with the Staff Committee, has prepared the 
final revision of the Executive Committee Charter. Mr. Rountree presented the revision to 



Secretary Nichols for final approval. Furthermore, Mr. Rountree proposed that the Biodiversity 
Council members approve the charter as revised at the recommendation of the Executive 
Committee. After asking for any objections, the Council passed the movement unanimously. 
 
The next order of business is a presentation on the Council’s Work Plan. Mike Chapel (Staff 
Chair) presented the final document for approval by the full Council present today. Again, this 
was passed unanimously and without comment. 
 
Stanley Young (Resources Agency) gave a brief presentation on the status of the upcoming 
meetings in Los Angeles (June 20 & 21) and the 10th Anniversary Celebration on October 9. 
Stanley noted that during the June meeting we would like to take an opportunity to educate 
some of the members on the Council that Los Angeles does, in fact, have an environment. Mr. 
Young noted that for the 10th Anniversary we will be producing a special insert to commemorate 
the Council and its efforts in California over the past 10 years. 
 
Mr. Rountree encouraged all Council members to make sure that they have paid their dues for 
this fiscal year. Carl ended by noting that this would be his last Biodiversity Council meeting as 
Chair of the Executive Committee. At the last committee meeting in February, the group voted in 
a new Chair and Mr. Rountree was proud to present Chris Nota (US Forest Service) as the 
incoming Chair of the Executive Committee. Chris will be a wonderful addition to the Council 
leadership, she has served the Forest Service well and she certainly has a collaborative spirit.  
 
Secretary Nichols added that Chris Nota is planning on scheduling a special Executive 
Committee meeting to do some strategic thinking about future Council meetings after the 
Yosemite Conference in October. [Note: this meeting was consequently scheduled for April 23, 
1:30pm in the Resources Agency Conference Room (#1305)]. The Secretary also encouraged 
everyone to attend.   
 
CCRISP Update 
Madelyn Glickfeld, as the Interim Director for CCRISP (California Coordinated Resource 
Inventory Strategy Program), gave an update to the Council. Ms. Glickfeld first noted that this 
project is most definitely the most ambitious task she has undertaken, but added that this may 
be the most ambitious project for the State of California as well. CCRISP has been in planning 
since July 1999 and it is an ongoing strategic planning effort to provide better decision-making 
and implementation for funding and resource allocation to conservation in California. If we work 
together, CCRISP will further increase cooperation and partnership by doing several things 
including 1) better investing in natural resource science; 2) investing in natural science to 
improve our understanding of the social sciences and system dynamics; 3) improve the quality 
of data by asking and answering the most important questions; and 4) bring together the best 
scientists available nationally, key stakeholders, and public/private agency managers and 
decisions makers to be involved in making sure that we are asking the right questions. Data will 
be made more current, more accurate, better scaled, and better suited to decision-making at the 
State conservation level.  
 
The Agency is currently working with the CBC Science Coordinating Committee to inventory the 
data currently available and finding data gaps. Additionally, CCRISP is undertaking a project 
that the legislature asked for – a full review of the legal mandates of every state and the four 
major federal agencies involved in conservation planning. Outreach will be Ms. Glickfeld’s main 
task once these projects are underway.  
 



Watershed Working Group Update 
Maria Rea (Resources Agency) and Diane Holcomb (USDA NRCS) provided an update on the 
latest activities of the WWG. At the last CBC meeting, the WWG presented their results of their 
paper on best funding practices. Since that time, the WWG has met twice and focused on using 
the workgroup to advise the Resources Agency and the SWRCB on the implementation of the 
Wayne Watershed Bill in evaluating a minimum of three watershed groups in the state.  
 
Additionally, the CBC WWG met with the CALFED Watershed Program in January. This was 
the first joint meeting of the two groups and there is a great deal of overlap in membership. 
Although the two groups decided not to merge, they committed to at least meet together once a 
year and continue to coordinate.  
 
Diane Holcomb noted that the WWG is working on the recommendations that came out of their 
best funding practices issue paper. These included 1) pre-proposals; 2) distributing funds faster 
and more efficiently; 3) providing better technical assistance and direct assistance to watershed 
groups; and 4) leveraging multiple funding sources. The WWG formed a Fund Managers Work 
Group, led by Ken Coulter (SWRCB), to figure out how to implement these recommendations. 
The group is first prioritizing the recommendations and some are already being implemented.  
 
Maria Rea took this opportunity to mention that Renée Victoria Hoyos will be joining the 
Resources Agency on April 2, 2001 to work on watershed management programs.  
 
Kristin Cooper-Carter (CSU Chico) has been a fantastic partner working with the Agency on 
Watershed Programs. Kristin spoke briefly and noted that CSU Chico was awarded a contract to 
develop the California Funding Watershed Database in a collaborative effort with the Resources 
Agency, UC Davis, CSU Chico, and the Sacramento River Watershed Program. The database 
will take funding information from agencies, put them into an existing database but one that is 
specific to California and watershed funding opportunities. This will be a web-based, and it can 
be updated as often as necessary to provide the end user with the most updated information 
possible. A demo site should be working by Summer 2001.  
 
Local Forum & Field Trip Report 
Denny Bungarz, Glenn County Supervisor who moderated the local forum yesterday, offered a 
brief report on the outcomes. The morning panel consisted of Sam Lawson (Project Director, 
The Nature Conservancy), Dan Keppen (Special Assistant to the Regional Director, US Bureau 
of Reclamation), Les Herringer (Manager, M&T Ranch), and Brendon Flynn (Board member, 
Sacramento River Conservation Area). The panel focused on land acquisition and long-term 
management plans. Sam explained the mission of TNC and the strategies used to purchase 
habitat lands and transitioning them while continuing agricultural production. Sam roused a fair 
amount of people by commenting that agriculture along the river was not sustainable and that 
therefore moving those lands into habitat was the logical thing to do. Dan Keppen talked about 
land acquisition and how the Sacramento River Conservation Area is a forum for all parties to 
come together to solve land acquisition issues. Brendon Flynn spoke of farming adjacent to 
publicly owned lands and some of the problems that occur there. He also talked of the concerns 
of landowners farming alongside habitat conservations areas. There is a public trespass 
problem as people migrate in from the habitat sites. Brendon also spoke of AB 1414 – Dick 
Dickerson’s bill to require DPR and DFG to develop management plans prior to doing any more 
land acquisition. Les Herringer spoke of illegal marijuana growing within the habitat areas and 
some of the problems he is having with public access on the 1,100 acres M&T Ranch. Les also 
spoke about incentives programs to continue with habitat restoration on private lands.  
 



The afternoon field trip consisted of three stops: Chris Leninger’s Ranch on the Deer Creek, US 
Fish and Wildlife Service restoration site at River Vista, and the State Park Recreation Area at 
Woodson Bridge. The Deer Creek conservation easement is a blend of agriculture and 
environment. The owner, Chris Leninger, gave a good talk about all of the activities occurring on 
this TNC ag conservation easement. This particular 1,850-acre ranch has vernal pools, oak 
woodlands, and riparian habitats to consider. The River Vista is a 1200-acre unit with a number 
of endangered species and Ramon Vega (US Fish and Wildlife) discussed the strategies with 
which they are changing the landscape from an unsuccessful almond orchard to natural habitat. 
As an impromptu stop, the group moved to the Woodson Bridge State Recreation Area where 
Stacy Cepello (Dept. of Water Resources) discussed the drastic changes made in the habitat 
and physical structure of the western abutment of the bridge over the Sacramento River.  
 
Denny made two comments relating to Wednesday’s activities: 

• Streamlining in the permit process is a necessary step; and 
• Looking at incidental take permits as they relate to the Safe Harbor Act, especially 

concerning private land adjacent to public habitat 
 

Watershed Management Update 
Dennis Bowker (Coordinator, Sacramento River Watershed Program) and John Lowrie 
(CALFED Watershed Program) gave an overview of the physical and institutional systems at 
play in the Sacramento River Valley. Dennis first explained what watersheds are included 
physically in the valley. He noted that there are some political boundaries on the watersheds 
that the rivers and the species don’t always recognize. Dennis presented a brief list of perhaps a 
quarter of the ongoing projects in the Sacramento River Watershed – there is a lot happening in 
this watershed. Watershed management is not a linear effort and requires different 
methodologies with personal daily decisions. Dennis also described the nature and projects of 
the Sacramento River Watershed Program including monitoring, evaluation and providing a 
forum of regional expression for stakeholders. The Program also hopes to encourage 
collaboration in watershed partnerships. It is extremely important to work on watershed issues 
and goals as a whole rather than fixing specific problems. Complexity does not necessarily 
mean it’s a complicated process – it simply means that there are results that come out of our 
decisions that we may not necessarily see.  
 
John Lowrie reviewed the latest events for CALFED. John first complemented Dennis Bowker, 
who has spent a large amount of time helping the CALFED Watershed Program become a 
reality. John noted that he believes if we all work as hard as Dennis does and were as 
committed as he was to the idea of community-based watershed management, then we would 
be looking at a number of incredibly healthy watersheds here in California. Mr. Lowrie briefly 
touched on three topics specific to CALFED that are tied to the ongoing efforts of the CBC’s 
Watershed Work Group.  

1. Maria Rea earlier mentioned a MOU. CALFED is facilitating a project to develop an 
agreement embodied in the MOU that would define and designate responsibility for the 
long-term implementation of the CALFED Watershed Program. They will be agreeing 
to a partnership with several state and federal agencies that would have designated 
and key implementation responsibilities over the programs planned duration of 20-30 
years.  

2. Through this year’s state budget process, the Governor has proposed the 
authorization of both new positions and funding to create additional capacity within 
DWR, DFG, CDF, and CDFA to support a variety of technical assistance needs.  

3. CALFED is also working on implementing a pre-application process. This is where an 
applicant can invest a small amount of time and gain access to any number of 



potential funding sources. This will hopefully better connect funding with local people, 
local projects, and local ideas. If the applicant will fill out a short form (Concept 
Proposal) that answers a few critical questions relating to their project, the needs of 
the CALFED program, and the relationship between the two with an emphasis on the 
involvement of the local people within the watershed in which the project will take 
place.  

 
Panel: The Diversity of Watershed Groups in the Sacramento Valley 
Burt Bundy, Coordinator/Facilitator of the Sacramento River Conservation Area, moderated 
this session and began the session by giving a bit of background on the topic. This panel 
discussed the different ways that we do restoration and deal with watershed issues in this area. 
It runs from an almost individual approach up to some fairly nasty efforts.  
 
The first panelist, Dianne Gaumer (Deer Creek Watershed Conservancy), spoke of her 
experiences with this landowner-based conservancy in a fairly small watershed. Deer Creek is a 
unique watershed in that it does have one of the last remaining native pure spring-run salmon 
and steelhead. It is quite pristine and uninhabited. The watershed includes several different 
types of land use including timber, rangeland operations, orchard, and farming; the US Forest 
Service owns 51% of the watershed. There is an effort (inspired by environmental groups) 
underway in the state legislature to include Deer Creek and Mill Creek in the State Wild and 
Scenic River System. However, the landowners were unaware of this effort and feared for their 
private property rights if the river were to be included in the Federal Wild and Scenic River 
System as well. The set out to avoid Wild and Scenic River status by creating a plan that would 
provide equal protection to Mill and Deer Creeks. They drew up an MOU and were committed to 
an open planning process.  
 
Next, Suzanne Gibbs discussed the Big Chico Creek Alliance. An alliance is a slightly different 
approach, has a much broader focus than the landowner-based conservancies, and has a 
slightly different approach to dealing with watershed issues. Suzanne helped establish this 
current grassroots process in 1992. The Big Chico Creek Watershed starts on Colby Mountain 
runs through the foothills, through Chico and on into the Sacramento River. This watershed 
group started with one individual approaching the City Council about the status of salmonids in 
the area, to which the City responded by forming a task force. Since then the group has held 
monthly meetings which have led to partnerships with agencies and local ranches, state-of-the-
art screen pumping stations on the Sacramento River, an Existing Conditions Report, a 
Watershed Management Strategy (both available on CD in April). This task force later acquired 
the Big Chico Creek Watershed Alliance with held from the River Network and the CSU Chico 
Research Foundation. This action came about after a Chico developer wanted to sell the 
property, have it held by someone, and keep it out of residential development. This 2700-acre 
plot is an important migration corridor for spring run salmon and steelhead. The Alliance 
received the very first Proposition 12 funds to purchase this property, which is now owned by 
the CSU Chico Research Foundation and will be used for fisheries protection as well as 
research and education at all levels. Another property owner further up the watershed recently 
came to the Alliance and wished to sell their land. This piece of property has a dwelling, which 
could be turned into a small conference center and a barn to be used for school dormitories. 
This will complete the protection of roughly 4.5 miles of Big Chico Creek, which is quite 
important for the spawning and rearing habitat for spring-run salmon and steelhead. Currently, 
the Alliance is working on easements from landowners in the upper watershed who would be 
good stewards.  
 



Chet Vogt, a landowner and cattle rancher on Upper Stony Creek, spoke next about his 
experience on this west-side stream. Chet has been doing restoration projects individually as 
well as working with the local RCD. Chet first noted that he comes from a slightly different angle 
than the rest of the panel. He is the one with his feet on the ground actually putting in the fences 
and trying to affect the watershed. The results achieved can often be very dramatic. This has 
been a learning process since he first bought the property nine years ago. Since then, he has 
worked closely with the local NRCS office that runs the Upper Stony Creek Watershed Project 
(funded by PL 566). This is an extremely well run program that comes out into the ranching area 
to help folks learn to manage their resources through managed grazing, road construction, and 
water improvements. Grazing in and of itself is not bad; it’s the people who manage the grazing 
that make the difference. It is best to confine the cattle to small areas for very short durations. 
With this time controlled grazing the land ends up resting most of the time. Additionally, the 
Wildlife Conservation Board has been very significant in the riparian zone, which goes hand in 
hand with the total watershed management program. Chet felt that rangelands need to rethink 
their grazing practices. One of the things that folks need to consider is, “can grazing be used 
positively?” Chet also noted that land acquisition might be a futile effort. There is a lot of land in 
this area and if agencies think that buying small chunks will protect it, they have to realize that 
there are already capable landowners who can do the projects themselves. Although, these 
landowners do need direction, planning assistance, and help to understand what they are trying 
to do and how their current practices are adversely affecting the land. Chet believes that the 
private/public partnerships can be very significant rather than well-intended acquisitions that are 
not managed well. The private sector will manage the land, but the guidelines and financial 
incentives need to be in place so that the improvements are going in a direction that everyone 
wants. There are many common goals with private landowners and agencies, but there is a big 
communication gap between the two.  
 
The next speaker, Leah Wills, worked for ten years as the coordinator of the Feather River 
CRMP. Leah wanted to talk about the CRMP’s process in the Feather River watershed for two 
basic needs: 1) scale; and 2) investment/reinvestment. On the scale issue, the watershed 
contains roughly nine people per square mile. Seventy-one percent of this vast watershed is 
federally owned while this is also the headwaters of the State Water Project. The dilemma has 
always been how do you take care of local issues while engaging in big, statewide issues. 
Because the beneficiaries of the watershed are on the state level and most of the decisions are 
made downstream, folks in this area have a hard time getting to the table. Roughly five years 
ago, the CRMP split its duties. One half works on issues inside the watershed and the other 
works on issues outside the watershed. The CRMP is attempting to put a working group 
together that can provide assistance to both the public and private landowners in the watershed 
and forges the alliances with the other partners in the state to affect policy. To that end, the 
CRMP works with the Southern California Watershed Alliance and many of the community 
groups to form an alliance between urban and rural parties. One of the issues to bridge in the 
near future is to identify those relationships and move them from antagonistic or colonial to 
synergistic and building common solutions. Another issue of scale is economic. In the social 
realm, economics is a mechanism of value and what we think is important. If you are in the rural 
landscapes and the upper watersheds, you realize that people all across the landscapes want 
the same thing. They want the asset of the social, economic, and ecological world to be 
maintained over time. They want mechanisms whereby we sustain ourselves but we don’t raid 
the asset in the long-term for future generations just to make money right now. This ties people 
across every landscape.  
 
Before opening the panel up for discussion, moderator Burt Bundy made a few comments. 
There were some common threads that all the panelists mentioned and emphasized: 



• Developing partners and making sure that all the partners are a part of the process 
• Local buy-in 
• Technical support in science 
• Funding and financial incentives 

 
Burt then congratulated the Council on recognizing these issues and seeing the need a long 
time ago.  
 
Secretary Nichols commented on the issues discussed by the panel. We have seen a 
progression with the way that this day has been organized. We saw the physical aspects and 
some of the organizational aspects of the restoration and management of watersheds. The 
discussion then turned to the local perspective on how these programs and are implemented 
and how they work in an extremely diverse area.   
 
Panel: Regulatory Coordination 
Bob Neale (Sustainable Conservation) moderated this panel focusing on 
 
 
 
   
 
 
 
 


