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              COLAB SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY 

WEEK OF MARCH 24-30, 2013  

 

COLAB 4
TH

 ANNUAL DINNER/FUNDRAISER FILLS 

MADONNA EXPO CENTER 

                   APCD TO ASK STATE TO EXEMPT SLO                                             

  FROM USELESS AG AIR REGULATIONS   

LARGE WATER STUDY AND CONSTRUCTION GRANTS 

AWARDED TO COUNTY   

             BOARD APPROVES CONFIDENTIAL MEETINGS   

 WITH STATE DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES               

                  REJECTS QUESTIONS 4-1  

 

 

COLAB 4
TH

 ANNUAL DINNER AND FUNDRAISER (Completed)     

  

                             

                        A  STUNNING AND GLOWING EVENING   
 

 

A record crowd, which filled the Madonna Inn’s Exposition  Center, supported COLAB 

SLO’s 4th Annual Dinner and Fundraiser on Thursday evening, March 21st , 2013.   The 

surging and enthusiastic assembly celebrated COLAB’s numerous achievements during 

2012 and generously contributed to our continued crusade for governmental reform and 

constitutionally based policy.  The ebullient and vocal group clearly enjoyed greeting their 

friends and expanding their networks.  The celebratory tone of the evening was enlivened by 

the rolling drums and bagpipes of the Central Coast Pipe and Drum Corps and a fabulous 

sit-down filet mignon dinner paired with local wines donated by scores of San Luis Obispo 

County’s superb vineyards.  Capping the evening, which also included a very successful 

auction, was Victor Davis Hanson’s inspiring, informative, and hope engendering address 

on turning the course of our nation and state.  Significantly, Dr. Hanson encouraged the rapt 

audience, which repeatedly filled the capacious Exposition Center with spontaneous 

applause, to take personal responsibility to weigh in on local issues by appearing before 

public bodies and advocating for the course change. All in all it was a wonderful night.  

We thank all those who generously contributed, those who worked on the event, and those 

who attended for creating a memorable and glowing evening 
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Board of Supervisors Meeting of Tuesday, March 19, 2013 (Completed) 

 

 

Item 13 - Non-Disclosure Agreement with the California Department of Water 

Resources (DWR).  The Board voted 4-1 (Arnold dissenting) to sign a non-disclosure 

agreement with the State Department of Water Resources. It’s all the public’s  water. The 

state water project is owned and operated by the public. What sensitive issues need to be 

pre-resolved before the public negotiations? 

 

Background:  This was a strange item which violates logic and open government.  The 

DWR has contacted the various entities around the State that contract for State project 

water. The contracts end in 2035 and the DWR wishes to begin long-range discussions 

about how to deal with that eventuality. There was a court decision (the Monterey Decision, 

which dealt with project water allocations) that requires, among other things, that the 

ultimate negotiations between DWR and the contracting entities take place in public. The 

DWR has requested that prior to negotiations the entities meet to discuss the issues in secret 

and sign a non-disclosure agreement promising to not tell what was discussed: 

 

The DWR has invited the District (the County) and all 28 of the other State Water Project 

(SWP) contractors to participate in informal discussions on issues pertaining to the SWP 

long-term water supply contracts, which have an expiration date of 2035. The subject 

considered in these informal discussions will include, but not be limited to, issues related to 

time extensions and financing related contract amendments. The informal discussions are 

anticipated to lead to formal negotiations between DWR and the SWP contractors, which 

are required to be public contract negotiations pursuant to the Monterey Settlement 

Agreement. As such, DWR is requiring SWP contractors to enter into the attached 

agreement to ensure discussions are not disclosed to the public prior to the open 

negotiation process.   

 

What’s the Difference?  It seems like a bureaucratic sleight of hand to avoid the ruling of 

the Court. Meet now in secret to cut the deals and then conduct the public negotiations as a 

sham?                                       
                                      
                                              

 

Board of Supervisors Meeting of Tuesday, March 26, 2013 (Scheduled) 

 

Item 14 - Children’s’ Bill of Rights.  This is one of those items which appears on Board 

agendas which might be written off as fluff but which can actually be used to compel policy 

decisions and expenditure decisions in the future. In this case the Board is being requested 

to adopt a policy which states that children are its highest priority. It is accompanied by a 

“Bill of Rights” document which states that children should have adequate shelter, food, 

medical care, education, a stable family environment, etc. 
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The Board letter lists a number of not-for-profit and government agencies which serve 

children and which support the document. Unfortunately there is nothing that links the 

laudable statements to the promotion of economic growth, reducing impediments to 

economic growth, opening up oil and gas development (the highest paying working class 

jobs around), seeking the development of world class resorts, making it easier to develop 

head of household jobs, workforce housing, etc. It’s as if the endorsers have no idea how the 

economy works to sustain and build family stability. 

 

Item 22 - Water Management and Construction Grants.  The California State 

Department of Water Resources (DWR) has awarded the County two large grants: a $10.4 

million implementation grant and a $1 million planning grant. 

 

The $10.4 million implementation grant will be applied as follows: Los Osos Sewer project, 

$5.9 million; Oceano flood remediation, $2.2 million; Nipomo supplemental water project 

$2.2 million and administration $55,000. The Los Osos grant will partially be used to offset 

costs of the project and partially to fund water saving improvements, low flow toilets, low 

flow showerheads, and similar devices for Los Osos residents.   

 

Dewatering:  A significant portion of the Los Osos allotment appears to be going for 

expenses related to dewatering operations for the project. A continuing issue in Los Osos 

will be the installation and maintenance of the new sewer lines under the ground. The 

ground contains a high water table requiring special construction and the ongoing removal 

of water. Otherwise, the pipes may “float” and break. This requires installation of pumps 

and pipes to dispose of the groundwater.  

 

Deep in one of hundreds of pages of attachments is the admission: 

 

Comprises of dewatering system design, installation, operation, and removal of dewatering 

systems inclusive of all labor, equipment, materials, and incidentals necessary to handle 

groundwater an surface water including but not limited to sinking well points, furnishing, 

installing and maintaining pumping systems including all pumps, piping, casing, and other 

appurtenances, filter sand required for pumping systems, erosion and sediment control,   

xcavation of monitoring wells, providing power, maintaining excavation free of water on a 

continuous basis, sedimentation or other means of removing suspended solids, disinfection 

and neutralization, and  and disposal of water consistent with requirements                        

as set forth in the Contract Documents and RWQCB permit(s). Note spelling and syntax is 

the County’s. 

 

It is not clear if this expense is offsetting previously budgeted items or is new. As in the 

past, the Board should request that staff walk through the budget and clarify this issue. 

Secondly, the staff should advise the Board about whether this large grant will lower the 

projected assessment and sewer rates for the residents, and if so, by how much. The detail is 

extensive and deeply embedded in attachments.  

 

The second grant, the planning grant for $1,000,000,  includes such items as $200,000 for a 

Santa Maria Groundwater basin study; $200,000 for a Paso Robles Basin Salt and Nutrition 
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Management Plan (SNMP); and $250,000 for Watershed Management Planning. 

Interestingly, the Paso SNMP will be conducted for the entire basin by the City of Paso 

Robles.  It involves measuring the intrusion of salts and nutrients (from fertilizer?) into the 

water basin. It seems strange that this issue, which is likely to impact agriculture, would be 

placed under the jurisdiction of a city.  

 

 

Item 20 - Women’s Jail Expansion Project over Budget. The project is over budget and 

behind schedule.  The project ranges in cost from $38 million to $46 million, depending on 

which version is ultimately constructed. The County has had to hire a major engineering 

firm to take over the project management and to sort things out. They are at least $2.4 

million over the base bid project and could use another $3+ million to do it right. The item 

is not clear on when they will need budget transfers or the sources.   

 

 

Planning Commission Meeting of Thursday, March 28, 2013 (Cancelled) 

 

The meeting has been cancelled. The staff is working on adjustments to the Planned 

Development Ordinance (PDO) and will return on April 11, 2013 with recommendations. A 

key concern is whether specific language will be included to the effect that the 15 

community plans (and their standards) will control (override) the PDO in their respective 

village areas - i.e. Templeton, Nipomo, Shandon, etc. 

 

 

Air Pollution Control District (APCD) Meeting of Wednesday, March 27, 2013 (9AM 

County Administration Building) 

 

Item C-3: Rules of Procedure.  The APCD is updating its rules of procedure including 

rules for public comment on specific items and general public comment. It appears that  they 

are actually making them less restrictive. It turns out that the rule for general public 

comment had been limited it to 15 minutes (although we never saw the APCD Board impose 

a 15 minute limit). This provision is now removed. The provision requiring speakers to 

provide their residence address is also removed. The full, annotated text of additions and 

deletions can be viewed at the link below: 

 

http://slocounty.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=7&event_id=29&meta_id=261158  

 

It will be interesting to see and hear the discussion on this one.  

 

Item A-2: Request to celebrate Earth Day.  The staff letter states in part: 

 

Earth Day SLO 2013 will take place on Sunday, April 21, from 10 am to 5 pm at El Chorro 

Regional Park. This event will include over 150 exhibits, live music, educational workshops 

and recognition of individuals and organizations whose actions exemplify a SLO Down 

Climate Change spirit every day! This event is free to the public, including free bus rides all 

day provided by the San Luis Obispo Regional Transit Authority.  

http://slocounty.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=7&event_id=29&meta_id=261158
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Adoption of this resolution has no identifiable financial impact on the District. As approved 

by the Board in our 2012/2013 adopted budget, APCD will contribute $1,000 in sponsorship 

funds from our outreach budget to promote the Earth Day SLO celebration.  

 

Wonder if they would allow a table presenting dissenting opinion? 

 

Item B-4: FY 2011-12 Annual Audit.  The Board letter states that everything is great and 

that the Audit meets Government Accounting Board Standards. It does not state whether the 

auditors gave an unqualified opinion (which means they found no problems). A copy of the 

Audit was not included with the electronic agenda as posted.  

 

Item C-1: Request to the State of California Air Resources Board (CARB) To Exempt 

SLO County from Useless Regulation.  In a good move the APCD will consider 

requesting CARB to refrain from requiring the County to impose unproductive and costly 

regulations related to farm equipment on our ranchers, farmers, and grape growers.  

 

In the 2007 State Implementation Plan, ARB committed to developing a control measure to 

reduce nitrogen oxides (NOx) and particulate matter (PM) emissions from mobi le 

agriculture equipment such as tractors, combines, harvesters, bailers, sprayers, & other 

specialty equipment; adoption of the regulation was planned for late 2013. This control 

measure was specifically identified as necessary for the San Joaquin Valley to help bring 

them into attainment of the federal ozone standard. ARB has held a few public workshops to 

take comments on the proposed regulation but has not yet released a draft rule; that is 

planned to occur in late spring 2013. Their initial proposal, however, would affect all 

mobile Ag equipment throughout the state. While ARB has recently indicated they may limit 

the first phase to the San Joaquin Valley, there is concern that later phases of the rule could 

apply statewide. 

 

APCD staff believes the regulation should not apply to areas where emission reductions 

from mobile Ag equipment have not been found necessary to meet air quality standards. As 

your Board is aware, only the remote eastern portion of our county is nonattainment for the 

federal ozone standard, and that is primarily the result of pollutant transport from the San 

Joaquin Valley and other areas outside our county. As such, it is appropriate that the 

proposed regulation apply only to the San Joaquin Valley, and that San Luis Obispo County  

be exempt from any in-use replacement requirements for existing Ag mobile sources. 

Regulation of such sources has not been identified as necessary to achieve attainment in 

San Luis Obispo County. 

Furthermore, the regulation would not be a cost effective method of reducing emissions in 

our area. Most of the mobile Ag equipment in our county operates only a few hundred hours 

per year, which is not enough for their replacement to meet the State’s cost effectiveness 

threshold for Carl Moyer grant funds ($17,000/ton). Thus, most local Ag businesses would 

not qualify for any incentive funding to aid compliance with the rule, and would bear the 

significant financial burden of equipment replacement with limited air quality benefits. 

Equipment here that does operate frequently and emits at high levels can qualify for 

incentive funding under Carl Moyer and other grant programs. Thus, to ensure older, high 
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emission equipment replaced in non-exempt areas does not migrate here, we also support a 

provision in the regulation requiring high use mobile Ag equipment voluntarily replaced in 

exempt areas to meet current emission standards. 

 

The provision outlined in yellow is of concern. The language is muddled. How would it 

work? A farmer in Selma gets a grant to buy a new tractor. He sells the old tractor to 

someone in Nipomo. Does the farmer in Selma promise not to sell to anyone in an 

unregulated area or what? 

 

Item C-4: Air Quality Trends In San Luis Obispo County 1991-2011.  The report says 

things are getting better and except for the dunes dust in Nipomo and some issues in the 

eastern county from pollution blowing in from the Sam Joaquin Valley, things are good. The 

full report can be viewed at the link: 

 

http://slocounty.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=7&event_id=29&meta_id=261162   

 

So far, the potential national and state decisions to declare CO2 a pollutant have not been 

adopted. When this happens, the APCD will have a new and fertile field of regulatory and 

fee exploitation. Of course the dunes dust is a naturally occurring phenomenon that results 

from the prevailing northwest winds blowing grains of sand that generates the dust. 

 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS   

 

As shown in the data presented in this report, significant improvements in air quality have 

been observed in most areas of the county over the past 20 years, despite significant 

increases in population and vehicle miles traveled during that period (see Appendix C). 

Ozone levels have fallen countywide, particularly in the areas with the highest historical 

concentrations. This has resulted from emission reductions achieved through 

implementation of control measures adopted under the District’s Clean Air Plan, as well as  

reductions achieved by areas outside the county that have reduced the level of pollutant 

transport responsible for the elevated ozone concentrations measured in the eastern portion 

of our county. Airborne particulate levels have also declined significantly in most areas of 

the county. Emission reductions achieved from District implementation of residential 

woodburning and open burning control programs have been effective in reducing 

wintertime PM levels and exceedances of health standards in the North County and at our 

inland Nipomo site. PM10 and PM2.5 levels continue to frequently exceed health standards 

in the South County and appear to be increasing at the Mesa2 site. District studies show  

dust from the Oceano Dunes State Vehicular Recreation Area to be the primary emissions 

source contributing to this problem. The District is currently working with the California 

Department of Parks and Recreation on the development of Particulate Matter Reduction 

Plan for that facility. Implementation of the dust control measures in that plan is scheduled 

to begin within the next year. 

 

Item C-2: Establishment of an Executive Committee.  The staff is proposing the 

establishment of an executive committee, which would consist of the Chair, Vice Chair, and 

past Chair. It would focus on preparing the APCD Agenda and the annual performance 

http://slocounty.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=7&event_id=29&meta_id=261162
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evaluation of the Air Pollution Control Officer (the director). Its meetings would be Brown 

Acted.  

   


