
 
 

 
 

 

 

November 21, 2025 

 

Secretary Karen Ross 

California Department of Food and Agriculture  

1220 N Street, 4th Floor 

Sacramento, California, 95814 
 

RE: Public Comment - CDFA Draft Climate Resilience Strategy for California Agriculture 
 

Dear Secretary Ross,  

 

The Office of Kat Taylor is writing to respectfully provide our comments on the California Department of Agriculture’s 

October 2025 Draft of the Climate Resilience Strategy for California Agriculture (RSA). As always, we applaud CDFA’s 

endeavors to seek and incorporate direct feedback from agricultural stakeholders and other members of the public. 

 

We appreciate that CDFA acknowledges that the Climate Resilience Strategy for California agriculture must be centered 

around providing all farmers and ranchers with opportunities for the financial and technical resources they need to 

de-risk efforts to improve soil health, increase biodiversity, adopt sustainable conservation practices, and innovate their 

operations to make them more resilient to the impacts of climate change.  

 

Achieving the goals of mitigating climate change and transitioning to sustainable agriculture will require implementing 

climate-smart agricultural practices across a substantial portion of California’s over 20 million agricultural acres. 

Broadening access to technical assistance and appropriate economic incentives can guide farmers and ranchers toward 

production changes that provide better livelihoods and ultimately create an agricultural system that enables everyone 

along the supply chain to prosper. 

 

The proliferation of climate-smart practices can be a climate resilience solution for California. The co-benefits include 

improving soil health, restoring biodiversity above and below ground, re-sequestering atmospheric carbon, ensuring 

long-term land productivity, increasing water infiltration and holding capacity, mitigating wildfires and floods, supporting 

rural economies, and improving human and animal welfare. 

 

Below are the Office of Kat Taylor’s comments on the October 2025 Draft Climate Resilience Strategy for California 

Agriculture:  
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● We recognize and applaud the inclusion of related programs and initiatives across multiple California agencies 

that have a hand in agriculture, water, and land use policies. It is critical that efforts across agencies are 

collaborative and mutually informed in order to achieve cross-cutting goals.  
 

● We appreciate that the draft RSA encourages greater participation in state-level programs that provide support 

for agricultural producers implementing climate-smart practices. 

 

● We appreciate that the RSA holds the goal of increasing and expanding technical assistance programs to provide 

expert support to ranchers and farmers adopting climate-smart practices and developing conservation 

management plans.  
 

● We are supportive of the content in the table on Page 64 in regards to section 1.4.1 Strengthen local and regional 

food systems to build resilience. These are critical to the future of California agriculture.  
 

● There is a specific reference (Page 205) to the establishment of seven Regional Carbon Farming Hubs, established 

in 2023 by partnerships between Resource Conservation Districts (RCDs) and philanthropic organizations. We 

believe these hubs can play a critical role in facilitating the adoption of climate-smart and soil health practices 

into the future. We respectfully request that CDFA advocate for increases to baseline funding for RCDs to scale 

similar partnerships.   

 

● Consistent with the RSA’s stated commitment to diversity and equity, we respectfully request that CDFA prioritize 

getting grants and technical assistance to more producers who operate smaller farms with fewer resources. 

According to a 2024 evaluation of CDFA climate-smart agricultural programs, larger more economically sound 

operations with administrative capacity dominated the receipt of CDFA’s CSA program grants. Larger farms likely 

have staff who dedicate time to grant applications, and this advantage was amplified by the 

first-come-first-served nature of these programs. By prioritizing program grants and incentives going to socially 

disadvantaged producers who have not previously applied, CDFA can increase the reach and impact of its efforts 

and investments in climate-resilient practices.  

 

● We appreciate the inclusion of challenging issues regarding farmland protection, as well as land access and 

securing long-term leases for new farmers. We respectfully suggest that there be additional information 

regarding specific programs (perhaps through footnote links or additional text in the Current Efforts section of 

6.3.1 on Page 141). 

 

● We agree with Goal 2 “Enhance Program Effectiveness” included in Section 1.1.1 Expand insurance options for 

specialty crops, especially to reduce risk from extreme weather-related losses (Pages 31-32). There does need to 

be better alignment (with conservation and climate-smart efforts) as well as more affordable crop insurance 

options for small specialty crop producers.   

 



 
 
Secretary Karen Ross 

November 21, 2025 

Page Three 

 

● We appreciate the inclusion of the issues contained in Chapter 7 regarding pest management. We support 

prioritizing the reduction and elimination of chemical inputs over time, while taking proactive actions to prevent, 

identify, and monitor invasive pests and species.   
 

● We support the foundational acknowledgement of the reality that slim profit margins and financial pressures on 

California producers are tantamount to the execution of the RSA in the short and long term. For small producers, 

especially, inflation, rising input costs, increased labor costs, and the cost of leasing and buying land are critical 

economic factors that cannot be ignored. Efforts associated with the RSA should consistently take this fact into 

account and aim to financially de-risk the implementation of conservation and climate-smart practices.  

 

● We appreciate the issues outlined in Chapter 11 regarding rangeland management and ranching sustainability.  

 

Regarding Section 11.1.1 Suggest facilitating grazing on public lands (Pages 225-226). We suggest opening up 

grazing on county and state parks to help manage ecosystem health and reduce fuel loads instead of using heavy 

machinery and equipment. This also helps support the small to mid-sized producers that utilize sustainable and 

regenerative principles, as well as support habitat for grassland birds, which are in decline due to overgrazing 

and urban sprawl. 

 

Regarding Section 11.1.2 Suggest increasing the adoption of climate-smart agricultural practices on rangelands 

(Page 226). To help increase the adoption of climate-smart agricultural practices, technical assistance is needed 

in the following areas for producers to be successful: 

 

- Grazing planning - utilizing conservation grazing, evaluating the duration and movement of livestock 

- Compost application - resources, when, and where to apply 

- Seeding of perennials - working with resources like RCD/NRCS on which perennials to seed 

- Brush cutting/crushing 

- Inoculants - working with soil experts 

- Prescribed burns - working with CAL FIRE 

- Thinning of conifers and other undesirable species through conservation grazing   

 

Regarding Section 11.3.1 Research and promote novel enteric methane mitigating practices for grazing livestock 

(Pages 230-233). From our perspective, methane from grazing cattle vs from feedlots or dairies should not be in 

the same category for the following reasons:  

 

- Environmental Absorption: Methane released by grazing cattle in a natural environment is digested by 

methanotrophs (soil bacteria) that are found in a natural setting, feedlot cattle don’t have a natural 

environment to help break down the methane they emit.  

 

- Manure Management: Feedlots produce concentrated methane from fermentation vats, while    

dispersed manure from grazing supports soil biology and is beneficial in a natural environment. 
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- Feed Additives: One of the proposed solutions to reducing methane in livestock is vaccinations or feed  

additives. Those are neither cost-effective nor practical for grazing livestock, especially when they are of 

questionable efficacy for animals grazing on natural feed for their guts.  

 

- Genetics: Prioritizing genetics that reduce methane is fine but must not be at the expense of health 

attributes, including how animals fit for climate and terrain where they live and their ability for 

successful natural births, instinct to nurse, and protect calves.  

 

● Since CDFA has implemented many pioneering climate-smart agricultural programs that are of interest to other 

states and countries, we respectfully suggest that references to law and/or legislation included in the RSA either 

contain a reference (for example, year of implementation) or hyperlink in the footnotes that will enable quick 

access to the information.  

 

Given California’s diversity, our strategy for climate resilience in agriculture should be flexible and adaptable across many 

varieties of systems and contexts. Successfully building resiliency hinges on the producer’s intimate understanding and 

connection to the land on which they work. Thank you for the opportunity to provide public comment. 

 

 

Sincerely,  

 

Kat Taylor  

Principal, Office of Kat Taylor 

Co-Founder, TomKat Ranch LLC 

 

 

CC:  

Virginia Jameson, Deputy Secretary, California Department of Food and Agriculture 

Dr. Tawny Mata, Director, Office of Agricultural Resilience and Sustainability 

Dr. Jeff Dlott, Chair, Environmental Farming Act Science Advisory Panel 

Shana Atherton, Environmental Farming Act Science Advisory Panel 

Vicky Dawley, Environmental Farming Act Science Advisory Panel 

Leonard Diggs, Environmental Farming Act Science Advisory Panel 

Jon Gustafson, Environmental Farming Act Science Advisory Panel 

Judith Redmond, Environmental Farming Act Science Advisory Panel 

Erik Porse, Environmental Farming Act Science Advisory Panel 
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Briana St. Pierre, Environmental Farming Act Science Advisory Panel 

Rachelle Arizmendi, California State Board of Food and Agriculture 

Jenet DeCosta, California State Board of Food and Agriculture 

Mike Gallo, California State Board of Food and Agriculture 

Hernan Hernandez, California State Board of Food and Agriculture 

Glenda Humiston, California State Board of Food and Agriculture 

Julia Jackson, California State Board of Food and Agriculture 

Bryce Lundberg, California State Board of Food and Agriculture 

David Mancera, California State Board of Food and Agriculture 

Michelle Passero, California State Board of Food and Agriculture 

Frank Salazar, California State Board of Food and Agriculture 

Ralston St. Hilare, California State Board of Food and Agriculture 

David Shabazian, California State Board of Food and Agriculture 

Joy Sterling, California State Board of Food and Agriculture 

Christopher Valadez, California State Board of Food and Agriculture 

Doria Robinson, California State Board of Food and Agriculture 

 

 

 


