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Lacey-R1:  Regional Water Board staff met with Bridgeport Ranchers 
Organization (BRO) members on March 12, 2012 to discuss this and 
other concerns.  By mutual agreement, the Water Board hearing for  the 
proposed adoption of the grazing waiver was delayed three months—from 
April 2012 to the July 2012 Water Board meeting.  After revising the 
tentative waiver in response to BRO and other commenter concerns, a 
second tentative waiver was issued May 4, 2012 with comments due June 
4, 2012.  Another meeting of Water Board staff and BRO members was 
held May 31, 2012 to arrive at a mutually agreeable approach to address 
key issues of concern in the 2

nd
 tentative waiver.  Agreed-upon changes 

to the 2
nd

 tentative waiver are reflected in the proposed grazing waiver.   

Lacey-R2:  The Water Board does not have authority to regulate land use 
and has no intention of putting ranchers out of business. The California 
Nonpoint Source Implementation and Enforcement Policy (see Finding 4 of 
the proposed waiver) requires that all sources of nonpoint source pollution 
be regulated through either Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs), or 
waivers of WDRs, or prohibitions.  Waivers are the “softest” regulatory 
approach available to the Water Board and require collaboration with the 
prospective enrollees. Water Board staff have been collaborating with 
BRO since 2006 to develop a waiver that is achievable for ranchers, and 
the timeline provided for compliance with Basin Plan water quality 
objectives is long and is intended to provide ranchers adequate time to 
budget management practice implementation in a manner that is 
affordable. Water Board staff have received no quantitative information on 
costs of management practice implementation from BRO members or any 
other organization or individual to substantiate the claim that ranchers will 
go out of business as a result of reasonable management practice 
implementation spread out over 5 years. 

Lacey-R3:  The proposed grazing waiver reflects the stated participants. 

Lacey-R4:  The season of use, number of livestock, grazing system to be 
used, etc. are determined solely by the enrollee, not by the Water Board.  
The proposed grazing waiver requires that each enrollee address how it is 
protecting or enhancing water quality with respect to managing its 
operations. Exact livestock numbers and type are not needed for the 
explanation. 
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Lacey-R5: The references to publicly-available agricultural management 
practices are either to be used directly, if appropriate, or used for 
information or guidelines for development of more appropriate site-specific 
agricultural management practices.  Listing the practices does not prohibit 
changing the application of agricultural management practices if enrollees 
determine that specific changes are needed. 

Lacey-R6:  Table 1 has been removed from the proposed waiver and has 
been replaced with text developed in collaboration with BRO members 
during a May 31, 2012 meeting with Water Board staff. 

Lacey-R7:  The proposed grazing waiver does not specify methods that 
must be used to achieve compliance. Rather, the proposed grazing 
waiver, Order 4, requires the Discharger to submit a report by March 15, 
2017, demonstrating fecal coliform concentrations downstream of 
operations is meeting the interim water quality objective of 200 fecal 
coliform/100 mL, or provide substantiation that all feasible management 
practices have been implemented and that no further improvement in 
water quality is possible.  
 
The monitoring plan in the proposed grazing waiver is designed to collect 
information useful for assessing overall improvements in water quality and 
effectiveness of agricultural management practices as they are 
implemented throughout Bridgeport Valley.   


