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RCRC is a thirty-five county strong member 

services organization that champions policies 

on behalf of California’s rural communities. 

The RCRC Board of Directors is comprised of 

elected members of the Board of Supervisors 

from our thirty-five member counties.  RCRC 

staff work in partnership with the Board of 

Directors to deliver a rural perspective when 

legislation and regulations are being formu-

lated in Sacramento and Washington, D.C.

The Rural County Representatives of California (RCRC) is dedicated to representing 

the collective unique interests of its membership, providing legislative and regulatory 

representation at the state and federal levels, and providing responsible services to its 

members which will enhance and protect the quality of life in rural California counties.



Greg Norton - President & CEO
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President’s Message
The Rural County Representatives of California (RCRC) 
collectively champions policies at the state and federal 
levels on behalf of California’s rural counties and their 
residents.  The greater distances, lower population  
densities, and geographic diversity of RCRC’s member counties 
create unique obstacles.  For those reasons, “one-size-fits-all” 
policies don’t work.  

Counties are on the front lines in providing a full range 
of services that are the “nuts and bolts” of representative 
democracy and service delivery including conducting 
elections, maintaining roads, operating jails, managing   solid 
and hazardous waste, and administering health and human 
service programs.  California’s rural counties, in particular, 
must provide these services despite facing   tighter budgets, 
increased responsibilities, and additional State mandates.

This year proved no different.  Through the direction of the 
Board of Directors, the RCRC governmental affairs staff tackled 
a myriad of difficult and complex issues including medical 
marijuana regulatory implementation, tree mortality and 
wildfire funding, State and Federal Payment in Lieu of Taxes 
(PILT) and Secure Rural Schools, a number of water-related 
projects, and the protection of local landline telephone 
services, just to name a few.  This report highlights some of 
these achievements and initiatives, while many others are 
outlined in much greater detail on our website.

In addition to the day-to-day advocacy efforts at the state 
and federal levels, RCRC builds and executes an Annual 
Meeting from the ground up each year.  This year, attendees 
heard from experts on topics including the current political 
landscape, the impacts of the internet on California’s rural 
economy, an insider’s perspective on the U.S. Supreme Court, 
the regulation of the medical marijuana industry, balancing 
the benefits and challenges of drone technology, navigating 
life post foster care, criminal justice reform in California, and 
the changing focus of housing needs.  

RCRC’s Annual Meeting is capped off by the Basket Raffle 
Dinner, which raised more than $40,000 for Glenn County 
charities this year. 

RCRC is proud of the services it provides on behalf of its 
member counties, and we hope that this annual report 
provides you with a summary of some – but certainly 
not all – of the issues addressed by RCRC throughout 
this year.  There is no doubt that many challenges still 
lie ahead, and we thank you for the opportunity to serve 
you in protecting and improving the quality of life in  
California’s rural counties.
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STATE BUDGET
RCRC continued its long-standing advocacy work associated 
with the adoption of the annual State Budget.  As such, 
RCRC helped secure a number of budget priorities in the 
2016-17 State Budget Package including: $644,000 for the 
State’s Payment in Lieu of Taxes (PILT) program; providing 
funds for tree mortality mitigation activities including grants 
to counties and other local entities; a continued modest 
amount of funding for state fairs; $270 million for local jail 
construction; the “No Place Like Home” homeless housing 
initiative; and monies to commence a variety of medical 
marijuana regulatory functions.  Despite these victories, 
a number of other budget priorities remain unresolved 
pertaining to natural resources, Cap-and-Trade proceeds, 
transportation, and a ‘fix’ to our State’s beverage container 
recycling program.  

The 2016-17 State Budget Package continued to have water 
related issues as a top priority due to the ongoing drought.  
The budget committed over $320 million for emergency 
response, water conservation efforts and the protection 
of water supplies, much of which impacts California’s rural 
counties.  Measures included local assistance for small 
communities, emergency drinking water, drought food 
assistance, farmworker assistance and enhanced firefighting 
suppression efforts. RCRC’s summary of the 2016-17 State 
Budget Package, The Rural Rundown, can be accessed on 
the RCRC Materials webpage.

FEDERAL PILT
Full funding for the Federal Payments in Lieu of Taxes (PILT) 
program remains a top priority for RCRC.  Federal PILT 
funding is vital for many of the nation’s rural counties to 
continue providing critical programs and services to rural 
communities.  In February and September, key members 
of the RCRC Board of Directors joined RCRC staff, as well 
as Supervisors and Commissioners from around the U.S., 
walking the halls of Congress advocating for full funding 
of Federal PILT.  Congress authorized discretionary funding 
of $452 million for 2016 Federal PILT, and for 2017 the U.S. 
Department of the Interior has estimated $480 million will 
be necessary to fund the federal government’s obliga-
tion to counties.  In conjunction with full funding, RCRC 
continues to advocate for a long-term reauthorization of 

the Federal PILT program – which would minimize the 
need to persuade Congress to fund the program on a 
year-to-year basis. 

STATE PILT 
The State Budget Package provided $6.3 million for the 
management of Department of Fish and Wildlife Lands 
and Facilities, which includes $644,000 in funding to pay 
State Payment in Lieu of Taxes (PILT) to local governments.  
In 2016, RCRC sponsored Senate Bill 1188 by Senator 
Mike McGuire (D-Healdsburg) and others to reverse the 
language that makes State PILT payments permissive.  
While the legislation received overwhelming support in 
the Legislature, Governor Brown ultimately vetoed SB 1188, 
allowing continued annual risk of State PILT to California 
counties.  RCRC will continue to advocate in both the 
legislative and budget processes for the arrears in State 
PILT funding owed to counties, as well as continue efforts 
to reverse the language that currently makes State PILT 
payments permissive.  

Fighting for Local Funding

RCRC’s summary of the 2016-17 

State Budget Package, The Rural 

Rundown, can be accessed on 

the RCRC Materials webpage.



R U R A L  C O U N T Y  R E P R E S E N T A T I V E S  O F  C A L I F O R N I A  |  5

TRANSPORTATION
RCRC continues to engage in efforts to provide additional 
funding and programmatic reforms to our state’s transporta-
tion system.  A number of proposals were put forth in 2016 
to address the need to improve the existing, and rapidly 
deteriorating, state highways and local roads and streets 
network.  These proposals included raising/imposing new 
revenues from a variety of sources as well as reforming 
the process for completing a transportation project.  RCRC 
remains vigilant in protecting funding formulas to ensure 
that rural counties receive a fair share of the revenue streams.  
At the time of this writing, the Legislature has been unable 
to garner the needed 2/3rds votes to enact a comprehensive 
transportation funding package.  The RCRC Board of Directors 
has supported revenue-raising proposals for transportation 
programs as long as those funding streams are protected 
and not subject to diversion to other State programs. 

STATE FAIRS
RCRC continues to make funding of local fairs and fairgrounds 
a priority.  This year’s efforts included a two-pronged approach: 
1) secure the on-going $2.2 million in operations monies 
for small and medium sized fairs and obtain additional 
budget monies for capital improvements; and, 2) support 
Assembly Bill 2678 (Gray) which would have dedicated 
the State portion of the sales and use tax collected from 
transactions at fairgrounds to support the network of fairs.  
RCRC was successful in working with our partners in the 
fairs industry to secure ongoing monies for operations as 
well as $4 million for capital improvements to address fire, 
life and safety, and other deferred maintenance projects 
for fairs across the network.  Unfortunately, AB 2678 did 
not secure passage.  RCRC expects a similar effort will be 
put forth in the 2017 Legislative Session whereby RCRC will 
continue to lend its full support.  
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Preserving the Quality of 
Life in Rural California

NO PLACE LIKE HOME
In January, Senate President Pro Tempore Kevin de Leon 
announced the Senate’s ambitious “No Place Like Home” 
(NPLH) housing bond initiative to construct roughly $2 
billion in permanent supportive housing for chroni-
cally homeless individuals living with mental illness.  
RCRC worked collaboratively with several key local 
government organizations and participated in multiple 
meetings with Senate and Assembly leadership, the 
California Department of Finance, and the Governor’s 
Office, among others, over several months to negotiate 
key provisions of the NPLH initiative.  Ultimately, RCRC 
and our local government partners were successful at 
securing critical amendments to provide rural counties 
the ability to compete and have access to these funds 
through a rural set-aside, minimum funding levels, and 
opportunities to influence the development of guidelines 
through county participation on the NPLH Advisory 
Committee and county consultation requirements.  

While Governor Brown signed the measure into 
law in July, RCRC continues to work in consulta-
tion with our local government partners and 

the California Department of Housing and Community 
Development to continue to shape the programmatic 
details.  To support these efforts, RCRC established a 
broad working group of rural county staff representing 
both the mental health and housing perspectives, 
and will actively participate on a joint county working 
group to further develop program details and guide 
implementation. 

DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES
As California becomes increasingly urban-focused, 
disadvantaged populations in rural areas of the state 
are being overlooked for vital funding opportunities 
that could not only help revitalize those communities, 
but also greatly aid in the State’s overall environmental 
goals.  RCRC has continued to oppose methods of 
defining disadvantaged communities that leave out 
some of the most disadvantaged areas in the state, and 
will continue to seek alternate definitions that provide 
a truly equitable means of disseminating Cap-and-
Trade revenues and other funding sources throughout 

The core of RCRC’s mission is to improve the ability of small, rural 

California county governments to provide services by reducing the 

burden of state and federal mandates.
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California.  RCRC is also developing a strategic plan that 
highlights the flaws in the Environmental Protection 
Agency’s CalEnviroScreen tool, which eliminates 30 
counties from access to Greenhouse Gas Reduction 
Fund monies earmarked for disadvantaged communi-
ties right out of the gate.

RELINQUISHMENT OF LANDLINE SERVICES 
One of RCRC’s top priorities in 2016 was the defeat of 
Assembly Bill 2395 (Low), which would have created a 
process for large telephone carriers to relinquish their 
decades-old obligations to provide landline telephone 
service.  

The process outlined in AB 2395 jeopardized rural 
communities’ ability to allow legacy phone carriers to 
exit from obligations to provide affordable, reliable, 
and viable communication services without a carefully 
crafted regulatory scheme that guarantees basic 
consumer protections.  

In addition to a lobbying campaign inside the State 
Capitol, RCRC worked with member counties to adopt 
letters of opposition up and down the state, sharing 
them with key legislators.  RCRC utilized these advocacy 
efforts in a statewide media campaign as well, securing 
editorial placements, opinion piece placements, and news 
clips in publications throughout the state.  Ultimately, 
AB 2395 failed passage in the Assembly.
 

Nearly 1 in 12 

Californians 

reside in RCRC’s 

rural counties.
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Stewarding California’s 
Natural Resources

With more than 3.4 million residents and comprising over 52 percent 

of the state’s land mass, the highly diverse geography of RCRC’s 

member counties range from forested and mountainous landscapes, 

to coastal areas, desert regions, farmlands, and vineyards. 

The health of California’s forests continues to be of vital 
importance to RCRC and its member counties, particularly as 
extended periods of drought and lax management of national 
forest lands within the state have led to unprecedented tree 
mortality and increasingly severe wildfire seasons.  RCRC 
continued to be at the advocacy forefront for the health of 
California’s forests and forested watersheds this year, fighting 
for a change in the way wildfires are funded, serving as the 
local government voice for tree mortality mitigation efforts, 
and leading an urban-rural coalition of organizations aimed 
at identifying solutions to proactively restore and improve 
California’s forests and watersheds. 

TREE MORTALITY
California’s forests are experiencing unprecedented levels of 
tree die-off due to pest infestation caused by several years of 
extreme drought conditions.  Since Governor Brown issued 
an Emergency Proclamation in October 2015, RCRC has been 

a leading force in the efforts to quickly address 
the public health and safety risks posed by the 
growing numbers of dying trees.  RCRC not only 
serves as a liaison between its member counties 

and State and federal agencies, but has also been instrumental 
in the work of the California Tree Mortality Task Force and in 
advocating the State Legislature for tree mortality mitigation 
efforts.  

WILDFIRE SUPPRESSION FUNDING 
Congress continued to debate a change in how wildfire 
suppression is funded on USDA Forest Service (USFS) lands 
this year.  RCRC continued to actively support legislation to 
end “fire borrowing,” the practice of moving funds from forest 
management and restoration programs to wildfire suppression 
activities, and will continue to work to help ensure funding to 
increase the pace and scale of forest management and restora-
tion on USFS lands. 

BIOMASS UTILIZATION 
Many of California’s woody biomass facilities are near closure 
due to expiring procurement contracts and insufficient infra-
structure to transport materials.  Biomass facilities are critical 
to the State’s efforts in removing dead and dying trees from 
high hazard tree mortality zones due to the sheer volume of 
material being generated during the removal process.  RCRC 
supported legislation throughout the year to help extend 
contracts for existing biomass facilities and increase woody 
biomass utilization, including 2016-17 State Budget trailer 
Senate Bill 859, which requires utilities to procure power from 
biomass facilities utilizing materials from high hazard tree 
mortality areas.  

CAFWA 
The California Forest Watershed Alliance (CAFWA) is a collabora-
tive alliance of urban and rural organizations formed in 2014 
dedicated to the restoration and improvement of California’s 
forests and watersheds.  Throughout 2016, CAFWA continued 
to advocate for thoughtful policies and solutions to the issues 
facing California’s forested watersheds, and launched several 
media efforts to bring statewide attention to the need for 
better management and restoration efforts of the state’s water-
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sheds.  RCRC lead CAFWA’s advocacy and 
media efforts, which this year included 
the launch of an official website (www.
caforestsandwatersheds.org) and the 
development of a collaborative video 
featuring the alliance’s partners outlining 
the severity of the situation in California’s 
forested watersheds, and discussing 
proactive solutions. 

WETLANDS MITIGATION POLICY
RCRC continues to work with a coalition of 
interested parties in providing comments 
and feedback to an ongoing effort by the 
State Water Resources Control Board to 
address “improved protection of state waters 
left vulnerable under the federal Clean 
Water Act (CWA)”.  The current proposed 
procedures would affect a wide range 
of flood protection and transportation-
related projects and activities that are 
critical to ensure public safety, economic 
vitality, and quality of life at the county 
level. The overarching concern is that 
many of the proposed requirements 
are unnecessarily duplicative, or largely 
overlap existing permitting requirements, 
including the federal CWA section 404 
program and the California Fish and 
Wildlife Lake and Streambed Alteration 
program.  Furthermore, the proposed 
procedures will result in substantial 
uncertainty for local lead agencies and 
impose significant costs with no decrease 
in timeline for approval.

CALIFORNIA WATERFIX PROJECT
The Bay Delta Conservation Plan (BDCP) 
was originally developed to support the 

CAFWA  Website

issuance of long-term (50 year) incidental 
take permits for the Central Valley Project 
(CVP) and State Water Project (SWP) that 
met the requirements of the Federal 
Endangered Species Act (FESA) and 
the California Endangered Species Act 
(CESA).  This was to be accomplished 
through development of a Federal Habitat 
Conservation Plan (HCP) and State Natural 
Communities Conservation Plan (NCCP).  
The proposed BDCP has now been 
recast as two separate efforts – water 
conveyance under California WaterFix, 
and habitat restoration under California 
EcoRestore – and the effort to secure 
Federal Habitat Conservation Plan and 
State Natural Community Conservation 
Plan designations has been abandoned. 

Key changes in California WaterFix include 
the reduction in power requirements by 
the elimination of the three pumping 
facilities and the increased use of State-
owned property as opposed to private 
property.  The north Delta intakes are 
proposed to operate with the existing 
south Delta pumping facilities as a dual 
conveyance system.
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RCRC’s 35 counties represent more 

than half of the state’s total number 

of counties (58) and more than half 

(55 percent) of California’s 155,779.21 

square miles.
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Providing the 
Rural Perspective 

on Statewide 
Regulations

The greater distances, lower population 

densities, and geographic diversity of 

RCRC’s member counties create unique 

obstacles, and “one-size-fits-all” policies and 

regualtions don’t work.

MEDICAL MARIJUANA REGULATORY IMPLEMENTATION
In 2015, the Legislature adopted a regulatory framework for the medical 
marijuana industry.  However, the day-to-day rules have yet to be crafted 
as a myriad of State agencies are in the process of developing guidelines 
for growing, manufacturing, transporting, testing and selling medical 
marijuana.  

Throughout the year, RCRC met with key regulators from the Department 
of Food and Agriculture (the licensing entity for cultivation), the Bureau 
of Medical Cannabis (the primary regulatory agency and the issuer of 
licenses for selling, testing and distribution), and the Department of Public 
Heath (the licensing entity for manufacturing) to ensure the rural county 
perspective was considered in crafting regulations.  In each meeting, RCRC 
outlined a willingness to partner with State agencies to ensure that local 
government protections secured in the framework are fully retained.  

In addition, RCRC engaged in a number of ‘clean-up’ legislative items that 
were introduced in the 2016 Legislative Session.  These included efforts to 
put in place statutory rules for manufacturing cannabis products, creating 
an amnesty program for those that are delinquent in their tax obligations, 
allowing for state tax collectors to accept large cash payments, and the 
levying of excise taxes on medical cannabis.

CLIMATE RELATED LEGISLATION AND REGULATIONS
Climate change and the State’s greenhouse gas emissions reduction goals 
continued to drive many legislative, regulatory and policy discussions in 
2016.  RCRC remained actively involved in California’s climate change activi-
ties, advocating for sound policy for the benefit of RCRC’s member counties.
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SHORT-LIVED CLIMATE POLLUTANTS
The California Air Resources Board (ARB) produced a Draft 
Short-Lived Climate Pollutant Strategy (SLCP) to reduce 
emissions from black carbon, methane, and fluorinated 
gases, which have much stronger climate change impacts 
over the short-term than the longer-lived pollutants, such 
as carbon dioxide (CO2).  This draft strategy proposed, 
among other things, accelerating the goal from reducing 
organics from landfills in 2020, as required in Assembly Bill 
1826 (Chesbro, 2014), to ultimately eliminating organics 
from landfills by 2025.  

The SLCP also neglected to adequately address black 
carbon emissions from wildfires, failing to set wildfire 
emissions reduction goals – deferring the discussion 
to the Forest Carbon Plan.  RCRC advocated for reason-
able expectations given the infrastructure needs and 
challenges to process organics, and requested that ARB 
properly address black carbon emissions from all sources, 
including wildfires.  The Legislature subsequently passed 
Senate Bill 1383 (Lara, 2016) to address organics diversion, 
which sets the ARB’s proposed higher goal to 2025.  ARB 
anticipates a Final SLCP Strategy by the end of the year.   

MINING
After several attempts to overhaul the Surface Mining 
and Reclamation Act (SMARA), this year experienced the 
conclusion of a disparate group of stakeholder collabora-
tion to modernize SMARA with the enactment of Senate 
Bill 209 (Pavley, 2016) and Assembly Bill 1142 (Gray, 2016).  
RCRC staff participated in the discussions over the years 
and advocated to maintain local control in the permitting 
and inspection processes.  The amendments mostly clarify 
and improve existing law to ensure complete reclamation 
plans, appropriate financial assurances, proper inspections, 
and clear authority and processes.  These changes not 
only protect the environment and our mineral resources, 

but also protect lead agencies’ liabilities.  RCRC anticipates 
continuing participation in the development of regulatory 
and training processes in the coming years.

SOLID WASTE
While much of 2016 was spent advocating for reasonable 
goals for organics diversion from landfills with the Legislature 
and the California Air Resources Board, RCRC also focused on 
“Bottle Bill” reform.  Due to the successful rate of recycling, 
the collapse in commodity prices, and the delayed method 
for calculating processing payments, many rural communities 
experienced the closure of the take back centers for California 
Redemption Value bottles and cans.  The Administration has 
made it clear that Bottle Bill reform will be a high priority this 
coming year, along with increasing and restructuring the 
solid waste tipping fee.  RCRC and its Environmental Services 
Joint Powers Authority will be fully engaged in both issues 
to ensure rural communities are protected. 

Climate change and the State’s 

greenhouse gas emissions 

reduction goals continued to 

drive many legislative, regulatory 

and policy discussions in 2016.  
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CAP-AND-TRADE
California’s Cap-and-Trade auction saw a sharp drop in revenue in 2016, with legal challenges placing the future of the program 
in question.  However, the Legislature still allocated $2.1 billion in revenue from the auction, and RCRC advocated throughout 
the year for funds to be spent on forest health, waste diversion, and other programs that benefit RCRC member counties.  
Unfortunately, most of the funds were allotted to programs that will benefit urban areas, with rural programs like forest health 
receiving relatively small allocations.  The legal fate of the auction could be decided in 2017, but RCRC will continue to advocate 
for the fair allocation of funds across the state, including to programs in RCRC member counties.

2030 TARGET SCOPING PLAN
The California Air Resources Board (ARB) continued to develop a 2030 Target Scoping Plan (Plan) throughout the year to imple-
ment the Administration’s greenhouse gas emissions reduction goals of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030.  RCRC submitted 
comments on the initial draft of the Plan released in December, and will continue to advocate to ensure that the Plan considers 
the unique challenges facing rural counties, particularly with respect to forest and watershed health and solid waste manage-
ment.  The 2030 goals, which were originally issued via Executive Order, are now in statute via Senate Bill 32 (Pavley).
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Protecting Local Control 

WATER RIGHTS AND AREA OF ORIGIN LANGUAGE
Maintaining the integrity of California’s water right system 
remains an ongoing concern, especially considering its particular 
importance to RCRC member counties, both as watershed and/
or area-of-origin counties with some of the first water rights 
established in the state.

RCRC works to ensure that area of origin and other water 
rights are not diminished, impaired, or otherwise affected 
by the provisions of legislation, regulations or bond issues.  
Another priority area is that programs or facilities implemented 
or constructed to improve Delta conditions not result in 
redirection of unmitigated, adverse impacts to the counties 
and watershed of origin.  This concern also extends to those 
emergency drought curtailments that may be considered.

SUSTAINABLE GROUNDWATER MANAGEMENT ACT
In 2014, landmark water legislation was chaptered establishing 
the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act (SGMA), providing 

a framework for local agencies to develop plans 
and implement strategies to sustainably manage 
groundwater resources within a defined period. 

A number of deadlines affecting local agencies under 
the implementation of SGMA still remain.  By June 30, 
2017, a local agency/agencies in each high or medium 
priority groundwater basin must have officially formed 
one or more Groundwater Sustainability Agencies (GSA) 
for the entire basin.  By the following deadline, January 
31, 2020, each high or medium riority groundwater basin 
that is subject to critical conditions of overdraft must be 
managed under a GSP, and as of January 31, 2022, all 
remaining high or medium priority groundwater basins 
must be managed under a Groundwater Sustaintainability 
Plan (GSP) with a final review by the Department of Water 
Resources (DWR) by January 31, 2024.  RCRC provided 
comments during the rulemaking process; engaged with 
DWR in providing ongoing guidance; and facilitated the 
county SGMA working group. 

CONSERVANCIES
This year the Legislature considered the merits of adding 
two additional conservancies to the State’s stable: one 
for the Inner Coast Range Conservancy (ICRC) and the 
second for the American River Parkway (ARP).  Of the two, 
the ARP was codified, albeit with an interesting twist.  
Despite having strong local support and no opposition, 
the ARP only moved forward when the author agreed 
to amend the approach so it became a program within 
the umbrella of the Wildlife Conservation Board (WCB) 
and subject to the oversight of the WCB.  This approach 
seems to be the trend for those areas wishing to be 
considered for conservancy “status.”

The second measure, establishing the ICRC, did not experi-
ence legislative success, in large part due to a strong level 
of concern expressed by RCRC and its member counties.  
The proposed geographic region for the ICRC included 
12 RCRC member counties.  While not identical, the 
approach was modeled after the implementing legislation 
(Assembly Bill 2600) for the Sierra Nevada Conservancy 
(SNC) in 2004.  RCRC recommended an amendment that 
would add two additional local members to the Board, 
consistent with the make-up of the SNC Board, as well as 
an amendment providing clarifying language that any 
future proposed water infrastructure project would not 
be negatively impacted.  RCRC’s amendments were not 
accepted and ultimately the proposed measure failed 
to pass the Legislature.
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RCRC’s public affairs program was  
established to supplement the advocacy 
efforts of the Governmental Affairs team. 
The three main objectives of RCRC’s 
public affairs strategy are: 

- To increase RCRC’s visibility, profile, 
and awareness with the California  
Legislature, state and local media 
representatives, and RCRC member 
counties; 

- To position RCRC as the rural county 
thought leader, and “voice” for rural 
county issues in California; and, 

- To educate urban-focused media 
regarding the efforts and contri-
butions of rural counties, in turn, 
becoming the media “go-to” organiza-
tion for rural county-related issues. 

RCRC leverages both traditional and social 
media channels to maximize the impact 
of advocacy messaging. Traditional media 
efforts include development and use 
of one-on-one relationships with local 
media representatives, Editorial Board  
briefings, press releases, and the  
placement of opinion editorials and 
letters to the editor. Social media is used 
as a secondary method and platform for 
disseminating external communication.  

This year, RCRC developed issue-specific 
public affairs strategies that involved 
and incorporated the advocacy efforts 
of member counties, leading to several 
successful outcomes for California’s 
rural counties.

EARNED MEDIA 
RCRC’s media efforts have resulted in 
hundreds of placements in print, online, 
and broadcast publications and outlets 
throughout the state, and helped to 
raise the profile of RCRC members and 
issues.  From press releases and opinion 
editorials, to letters to the editor and 
Barbed Wire articles, RCRC’s earned 

media efforts help amplify the rural 
county perspective in both Sacramento 
and Washington, D.C. 

THE BARBED WIRE
Distributed weekly, The Barbed Wire 
highlights the latest state and federal 
legislative and regulatory news   impacting 
California’s rural counties.  The Barbed 
Wire has secome a trusted source for rural 
media outlets, as well as a clearinghouse 
for resources and opportunities avail-
able to California counties. The Barbed 
Wire, RCRC issued press releases, opinion 
editorials, letters to the editor, and all 
earned media can be found on the 
“News” page of the website. 

SOCIAL MEDIA
RCRC maintains Facebook and Twitter 
social media platforms, and regularly 
interacts and engages with legislators and 
staff, local government, media representa-
tives, stakeholders, and organizational 
partners.  With a combined reach of 
nearly 7,000 followers and subscribers 
(an increase of 2,500 in 2016), RCRC’s 
advocacy efforts are supported by a 
network of secondary platforms and 
deputized messengers. 

WEBSITE
RCRC’s website serves as an up-to-date 
resource for members, media, legislators 
and staff, housing RCRC’s   advocacy 
letters, Board-adopted Policy Princi-
ples, reports, The Barbed Wire, press 
releases and news clips, and descriptions 
and positions on the myriad of issues 
impacting California’s rural counties.  
The website also serves as a portal for 
resources and opportunities related to 
current events and hot topics, such as 
marijuana/cannabis, wildfires, water, 
and tree mortality issues.

RCRC Facebook Page

The Barbed Wire 

RCRC Twitter Page

Be In The Know...
Follow us on Twitter, like us on Facebook and 
check out our online newsletter, The Barbed 
Wire, all designed to help you stay informed 
of what’s happening in and around California’s 
Rural Counties.
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