GRAP Listening Session Jan 15, 2015 Morning Session Redding
There were approximately 125 stakeholders attending the morning meeting in Redding — mainly
ranchers. | hear there were about 30 in the afternoon.

There were about 10 board staff (GRAP team members) attending.

Matt St. John, Executive Office North Coast RWQCB, and Vicky Whitney, Deputy Director, Division of
Water Quality, SWRCB attended and ran the meeting.

Tam Doduc, Member, SWRC Board attended the end of the morning session and briefly addressed
everyone.

The meeting was recorded, notes were taken, and flip-charts were abundant.
Overall this meeting was better organized and run that the SLO meeting.

Ranchers and almost all other commenters were very good.

There was a 1 hour presentation from water board staff and leaders — same material as at SLO.

There was a 30 minute question and answer session following the water boards presentations — which
did not occur at SLO (see below).

Some primary (and repeated) questions focused on:
1. What is the motivation and justification of need for a statewide regulatory program such as this?

2. What science or evidence do you have — specifically — that demonstrates grazing is a widespread
problem across the state (requiring such a proposed program to resolve)?

3. Will this create more and new government and associated increased budgets?

4. How will this impact existing regional and local rangeland/ranch water quality programs and efforts?

Satisfactory — specific — answers were not really forth-coming to questions. This was frustrating and
gained the water boards no trust or credibility.



1. The motivation was stated to be internal within the water boards, not in response to new regulations,
any particular environmental pressures/conflict, etc. Regional boards (how many and who not disclosed)
asked the state board to start this project, and Lahontan Region volunteered to lead it.
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2. The justification was commonly “it is the law”, “we have the authority”, etc.

3. No specific information, data, study, or evidence was given to support the comments by water boards
that grazing is a real statewide source of water quality impairment.

4. It was stated that this program will create no new government, and there will be no new state budget
allocated. Folks really did not believe this answer, and the water boards never were clear how this
would be funded and how they would assess unintended economic consequences and insure increased
efficiency. This will clearly be a fee on regulated community funded program, but they would not come
out and state it openly.

5. It is clear that GRAP staff and water board leadership is not aware/informed enough about the
existing regional and local programs and efforts to address this question. There was a promise made
that this program would not be duplicative.

Lots of folks made comments, well over 35 | am guessing. Not all who wanted to comment were able to
be heard in the morning.

The comments pretty much fell into the primary themes | summarized for SLO below.

Overwhelming advice from participants was to Scrap the GRAP.

Matt St. John did summarize what he heard at the end, and did seem to have heard what was said.

Best, Ken.
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