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COLAB SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY 

WEEK OF MARCH 4-10, 2012 

 

INSIDE THIS UPDATE: 

 

SAVE THURSDAY, MARCH 22, 2012 FOR COLAB SLO’S ANNUAL 

DINNER AND AUCTION                                                                                         
CALL 548-0340 FOR TICKETS 

SOLAR WORKER RV PARKS: GRAPES OF WRATH SLO STYLE 

COLAB CALLS ON BOARD OF SUPERVISORS TO PERSONALLY 

APPEAR AND OPPOSE THE ADOPTION OF THE AG. ORDER   

    

                                                        ALERT                                                             

           MAJOR ASSAULT ON FARMING, RANCHING                                             

                               AND PRIVATE PROPERTY                                                                                                                          
  

      It is IMPERATIVE That YOU Attend This Meeting!!! 

    NOTICE OF PUBLIC MEETING 

 CENTRAL COAST REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 

                            Wednesday March 14, 2012, 9:30 a.m.  

   Embassy Suites Hotel, 333 Madonna Road, San Luis Obispo, CA 93405 

Water Board Meeting Needs Direct Action: The following is Andy Caldwell’s appeal for 

Direct Action on the day of March 14, 2012: 

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is trying to divide and conquer the Central 

Coast.  They are promulgating rules for farmers, ranchers, the building industry and 

municipalities, picking us off one by one.  All of the rules they are proposing are among the 

most punitive and expensive and impossible to achieve! 
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This particular hearing concerns agriculture, the mainstay of the Central Coast economy.  

Some farmers are being lulled into complacency.  They think that if they don’t grow 

vegetables or strawberries, or if they don’t use the two chemicals the Board is focusing on 

right now, then they are off the hook!  Well, they are wrong to think that!  The Regional is 

simply starting with these two crops!  The actual list of chemicals they are going after 

consists of more than 70 in all! 

Further the Environmental Defense Center and Channel Keeper are lobbying hard for more 

regulations throughout the entire region, especially the South Coast, not just the Santa 

Maria and Salinas Valleys. 

You can spend your day on March 14 doing something else than sitt ing in this hearing and 

informing the board as to why their staff recommendation needs to be rejected.  But of 

course if you choose to do something else that day, that means you are going to have to hire 

staff, and more than likely an attorney, in order to keep farming on the Central Coast!  

In other words, one day of hearings might save you from years of hassles, frustration, agony 

and expense!!!  Please Show Up and Protest! 

Here is some more background information: 

Back in the 1960's, we came to the realization that we were killing off parts of the planet.  

We were indiscriminately polluting our air and water, and there was no doubt that we were 

having a negative impact upon public and ecological health.  Hence, the creation of our 

nation’s Clean Air Act and Clean Water Act was a welcome relief. 

These two pieces of federal legislation began with a focus on what is called point -source 

pollution.  Point source pollution is somewhat easy to regulate because you can literally 

point to the source of the pollution and more often than not, you can point to the outflow of 

the same.  Whether it is a smokestack emitting into the atmosphere, or a pipe dumping 

effluent into a river or other water body, it was easy to pinpoint the source of the pollution 

and the chemical constituency of the same.   

When pollution control regimens were first created, for the most part industry and 

municipalities didn’t have to spend very much money in order to achieve marked 

improvement in cleaning up their emissions outfall.  But, as time went on, the nature of 

bureaucracies, and the mind set of regulators and activists being what it is, the regulations 

kept getting more and more stringent, costly, and less effective in terms of pollution 

reduction per dollar spent.  

Eventually, some businesses had to quit doing business altogether, either because the 

technology didn’t exist to bring their industry into compliance with the regulations, or 

because competition in other states or nations that were not subject to the same regulations 

negated the ability of our industries to compete due to the cost of regulatory compliance.  

This phenomenon led to the loss of entire industries and tens of thousands of blue collar 

jobs across the land.  

Fast forward to 2012.  Most every point source of pollution has been regulated to the 

maximum extent possible.  So now, to justify their existence in saving the planet and human 
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health, the regulators have turned their attention to non-point sources of pollution.  Non-

point pollution sources do not exist in a vacuum.   They are nearly impossible to isolate. 

Example?  Your kid belongs to a club that wants to hold a carwash as a fundraiser behind 

the neighborhood gas station.  The Regional Water Quality Control Board wants the kids to 

get a permit that, among other things, will require them to map out just where the carwash 

wastewater will flow with respect to nearby storm drains.  The problem here is that a lot of 

other pollution sources will be entering the same storm drain system.  Trying to ferret out 

the contribution of the kids’ carwash is next to impossible and will accomplish little.  

                                               

Yet, the goal of the Water Board is that nothing will run off the site that will be detrimental 

to the waters of the State of California.  They consider the water in a storm drain, retention 

basin, or ditch to be water they are charged with protecting, regardless of whether the 

water is there due to a rainstorm, a carwash, or even a farmer irrigating his field.  It is all 

pollution to the regulators and the activists that keep ratcheting up the standards as to what 

constitutes pollution. 

We have the misfortune on the Central Coast of having the most aggressive and 

unreasonable Regional Water Board in the State.  Right now, they are going after cities, 

flood control districts, municipal sewer plants, mobile car washes, the construction 

industry, farmers and ranchers in an effort to clean up every drop of water, at tremendous 

cost, to a standard that defies common sense and which exceeds the capability of scientific 

and engineering control mechanisms.  

With respect to farmers on the Central Coast, the Regional Board is asking farmers to 

capture and treat water before it runs off their fields or percolates into the ground to human 

drinking water standards.  Further, they are trying to regulate out of existence the ability of 

our local vegetable and strawberry producers to use the best available technology in 

growing their crops. 

The water board should instead focus on areas where there truly is  a threat to groundwater 

and human health instead of hitting the entire region with punitive rules that make no sense 

in areas that don't have a real problem.  

Additionally, their main underlying goal of creating migration and spawning habitat for fish 

and human contact recreation on the Santa Maria River is not worth the effort as the goal is 

not realistic to begin with!  

The Santa Maria River is impaired, not because of "pollution" runoff, but because it HAS 

NO WATER!   

http://www.google.com/imgres?hl=en&biw=1366&bih=599&gbv=2&tbm=isch&tbnid=s61leLJ67OKJTM:&imgrefurl=http://www.isledegrande.com/highschoolpage.htm&docid=G0DDYQOgBOveaM&imgurl=http://www.isledegrande.com/giimages/carwash-8-01.jpg&w=300&h=171&ei=7VJNT7K6C9HJiQLa6YWyDw&zoom=1
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                                                View of the Santa Maria River 

 

Board of Supervisors Meeting of Tuesday, February 28, 2012 (Completed)   

There were no items of significant policy interest related to COLAB concerns on the 

February 28, 2012 agenda. 

Supervisors Called Upon to Oppose Water Board Action: COLAB publically called 

upon the Board of Supervisors to declare March 14, 2012 a Special Board Meeting (with all 

notices in accordance with the Brown Act Open Meeting Law) so that they can appear as a 

group on March 14, 2012, and oppose the Order officially. COLAB pointed out that they 

have their meeting of March 6, 2012, available to adopt the notices and set the meeting. 

Since the Regional Water Board has declared that it will receive no further written 

comment, it would be impossible for the Board of Supervisors to send a written protest. 

Their personal appearance would be a tremendous demonstration of solidarity with 

agricultural community. 

Board of Supervisors Meeting of Tuesday, March 6, 2012 (Scheduled) 

Summary:  This week’s meeting contains intermediate level matters that, in and of 

themselves, do not engender major policy concerns for COLAB. Rather, they point to 

underlying conditions and/or reveal data that will create future policy decision points. These 

include agenda items: 

Consent Item 13 - Use of Social Media.  This item sets personnel policy for employee and 

contractor use of social media such as Facebook, Twitter and all the others for County 

business and in the workplace in general. Issues about personal communications on County 

time, leaking confidential and legally protected information and circumventing the 

organizational hierarchy are all in play. With all the cell phones, desk top computers, and 

hand held devices, do most County officials and employees actually need an expensive 

hardwire telephone on their desks? 

Consent Item 18 - Budget Transfers To Service Impacts of Solar Plants.  The Board is 

requested to appropriate a new $547,000 to provide four new Sheriff’s Deputies and related 

equipment (cars etc.), hire a Resource Protection Specialist I/II in Planning and Building, 

and augment Fire Department staffing in order to deal with the increasing impacts of the 

solar plant construction projects in the Eastern County. The annualized expenditures in 

http://www.google.com/imgres?hl=en&biw=1366&bih=599&gbv=2&tbm=isch&tbnid=4_W4b55qAEfEtM:&imgrefurl=http://www.recon-us.com/betaweb/services/habitat-restoration/santa-maria-river.php&docid=1ZKfu7ObzKY0FM&imgurl=http://www.recon-us.com/betaweb/images/profile_images/habitat-restoration/santa-maria-river.jpg&w=525&h=275&ei=QkVNT9aEJ6aoiQLp_KSXDw&zoom=1
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2012-13 will be $1.3 million. On the law enforcement side, Sheriff’s calls for service and 

crime are up. Fire and medical calls are up. Zoning enforcement issues are multiplying. 

Grapes of Wrath SLO Style: Interestingly, enterprising residents are advertising their 

properties to offer construction workers spaces in ad hoc trailer/RV parks, which violates 

the zoning ordinance. Sounds like “Smart Growth” to us. After all, it reduces commuting 

and generation of greenhouse gases. Imagine, the County’s strongest housing sector is 

illegal RV parks! 

The Board letter states that these costs will be offset by an estimated $22 million in sales 

tax, expected to be received over the three-year solar plant construction period. Item 20, the 

Second Quarter Financial Report, indicates that no sales tax attributable to the project has 

been received so far in Fiscal Year 2012-13. This may be due to the fact that the State 

collects the sales tax and then sub-venes (sends down) each jurisdiction’s proportionate 

share. This process takes time, and payments lag actual activity by several months. 

Item 20 - FY 2011-12 Second Quarter Financial Report.  The FY 2011-12 Budget is 

proceeding on schedule with no major threats. Revenues are flowing as expected and, in a 

bit of good news, the Proposition 172 Sales Tax (half cent for Safety) is performing better 

than expected, which for the time being has eliminated a potential shortfall in the Sheriff’s 

Budget. 

One area of risk that has been diagnosed at this time is that In Home Health Care Services 

(IHSS), the program that provides domestic and personal care services to frail seniors and 

disabled people, is running far ahead of budget. Absent reducing service and/or placing 

other controls on the program, it could have a $500,000 overrun by June 30, 2012 -- the end 

of the fiscal year. The longer range policy concern, which this situation signals, is that 

poverty and dependency are increasing. It is yet other indicia of the need for the Board to 

change course and take real actions to promote the local economy instead of pursuing its 

hell bent for leather regulatory campaign. 

Another and longer term area of risk involves the ongoing shift of State prisoners and 

parolees to the counties. The numbers have significantly exceeded projections. The State 

has provided grants to the counties to cover costs for $2011-12. The State is broke and is 

“betting the proverbial ranch” on a November 2012 ballot measure to close its deficit. It is 

possible that the State will not be able to honor the Governor’s “commitment” to cover these 

new costs into the future ($4 million + per year.) 

Item 21 - Status Report on Labor Cost Savings Strategies.  The Human Resources 

Director will present a comprehensive report on the current and future budget savings that 

have been achieved and or projected as a result of the concessions negotiated with the 

County’s various employee unions. The Board is quite proud of this result and is likely to 

tout it in various forums in the future. There are some interesting tables and in particular a 

large spreadsheet table at the end showing how much employees are contributing to their 

pensions, versus the County contribution. Our readers who are concerned with overall 

County governance and trends should click on the link below and read the item. Things will 

not be as rosy as portrayed in short versions. 
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http://slocounty.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=104&meta_id=23

9913  

Item 22 - New Passenger Terminal Design and Development for the Airport.  The 

County will conduct a project to perform a preliminary passenger terminal design and 

development plan for the airport. It is largely funded by a Federal Aviation Agency grant. 

Direct air service to major financial center cities is critical to economic development . An 

efficient and attractive professional passenger terminal is a good support. For many, it is the 

first impression of a community. 

 

Planning Commission Meeting of Thursday February 23, 2012 (Conducted and 

Continued to Thursday March 8, 2012 at 9AM). 

Excelaron Oil Company Proposed Development of 12 Oil Wells In a Previously 

Developed Oil Field in the Huasna Valley.  The continued hearing will commence at 

9AM. There are no other matters on the Commission’s agenda .As of this writing the staff 

had not submitted additional information or recommendations. They had not yet posted any 

further public input as of this writing either. It is possible that further information and 

opinion will appear prior to the Thursday hearing and be posted incrementally as it arrives.  

Background: The key issue is that since the oil site was taken out of production, the 

Huasna Valley has attracted a number of ranchettes largely inhabited by people seeking a 

rural western lifestyle and who wish to maintain the Valley in as pristine a condition as 

possible. There are also ranching and farming families who have lived there for generations. 

At the same time, there are a number of individuals who hold the mineral rights and who 

would like to see the site developed.  The site is on a hillside above the valley floor and is 

relatively remote from all residences except one, which is reportedly 1200 feet away. The 

residents are worried about spills, truck traffic, construction noise, dust, and fugitive light 

from the site. They are also worried that if the project is successful, there could be incentive 

to seek other sites in and around the valley in the future 

One dilemma for the Commission (and ultimately the Board of Supervisors -- no matter 

what happens someone will appeal) is the mineral rights on the one hand, and the high-end 

residential/agricultural nature of the community on the other. If the project is denied, can 

mineral rights owners throughout the County expect denials in the future if their property is 

located near ranchettes and/or agriculture? Some opponents argued that the surface rights of 

owners of recent development trump the mineral rights of older owners. 

Another dilemma for the decision makers relates to the scale of the development in relation 

to the entire Huasna valley. It appears quite small. Certainly there are many examples of oil 

development in California coexisting with expensive neighborhoods. Goleta, Los Olivos, 

Carpinteria, Orcutt, Brentwood (LA), Century City (LA), Beverly Hills, Huntington Beach, 

and others contain examples. 

A further concern is that the staff recommendation for denial may have mischaracterized the 

EIR in some cases. The staff recommends denial for the reasons summarized below:  

http://slocounty.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=104&meta_id=239913
http://slocounty.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=2&event_id=104&meta_id=239913
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 It would violate the Visual Resources Goal of the Conservation and Open Space 

Element (COSE) of the General Plan, which requires that “The natural and historic 

character and identity of rural areas will be preserved.” 

 It would violate the Noise Element of the Plan: Nighttime noise (while the wells are 

being drilled) exceeding 45 decibels. 

 It would violate the Noise Ordinance because it would generate noise outside of the 

7AM-10PM window. 

 It would constitute a High Fire Hazard because of steep terrain and flammable 

vegetation. It involves flammable materials -- oil and propane.  There is reduced fire 

access when Twitchell Reservoir is flooded because one the two access roads go 

through an area subject to flooding. There is insufficient onsite water for firefighting. 

 It is not compatible with the neighborhood, which is listed as “very quiet.” The oil 

wells will emit odors, will be visible, and will have “proximity to existing 

evidences.” 

A problem is that the EIR did not characterize these conditions as unmitigatable impacts in 

each case.  Several lawyers who were supportive of denial (not necessarily representing 

opponents) argued that the Commission has broad discretion to deny or approve the project 

on the basis of the overall Plan of Development. So, on the one hand the County is doing 

everything it can to prohibit rural ranchette and estate development and thereby to restrict 

owners’ property rights. However, at the same time the staff is claiming that rural ranchette 

development is superior to existing long held mineral property rights.  

 

San Luis Obispo County Council of Governments (SLOCOG) Meeting of Wednesday 

March 7, 2012(Scheduled), 1055 Monterey St., 8:30 AM.  

2012 Proposed Legislative Program.  Our readers will recall that this item was rejected on 

a split vote by the SLOCOG Board last month because it contained too many proposed 

endorsements for new taxes and too much support for funding of “smart growth” and 

climate action programs. It returns with some of the provisions diluted and/or replaced with 

additional language about protection of local transportation revenues. The problem is that it 

still contains a number of provisions supportive of “Smart Growth” and prohibiting rural 

and suburban development: 

 Provide funding to plan and implement Sustainable Communities Strategies and 

reduce production of greenhouse gases. 

 Provide new revenue sources at the regional and local level to support additional 

planning and program required by SB 375.
1
 

 Provide funding and other incentives to local jurisdictions to implement provisions 

of SB 375 that promote the use of smart growth principles in community planning 

                                                 
1
 One of the State statutes that promulgate a variety of requirements related to greenhouse gas emissions and 

land use restrictions. 
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and increase the viability of walking, biking, public transit, van pools, Park-and-Ride 

lots and other alternatives to private vehicle travel.  

 Require that in regions where a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) has been 

adopted that projects proposed to be funded with competitive State funding are 

consistent with the adopted SCS in a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP). 

 Support Legislative efforts to simplify the CEQA review process related to infill 

development and other projects and plans that are consistent with the Sustainable 

Communities Strategy (SCS) including, but not limited to, public transit service 

changes, bicycle, and pedestrian projects.    

   


