COLAB SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY
WEEK OF AUGUST 12-18, 2012
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MEETING CANCELLED
(AUGUST 14, 2012)

EXCELARON OIL APPEAL SCHEDULED FOR AUGUST 21, 2012
(COULD BE CONTINUED)

PC SUSTAINS APPEAL FOR AG. WINDMILL IN
SANTA MARGARITA
(BUT NOW THE APPLICANT MUST OBTAIN MINOR CUP)
FARM STAND REGULATIONS AT PC ON AUGUST 23, 2012
REVISED ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT “PLAN” ON PC
AUGUST 23, 2012
ALERT
SAVE THURSDAY AUGUST 30, 2012: PC TAKES UP REVISED
AGRICULTURAL CLUSTER SUBDIVISION RULES

Board of Supervisors Meeting of Tuesday, August 7, 2012 (Completed)
Seismic Studies/Diablo Relicensing. The Board conducted a long hearing on the potential
harmful impacts to marine life and the fishing industry of a portion of the Diablo relicensing
seismic studies. Their dilemma is that they support the studies but also do not want to harm
whales, sea lions, and fish. They do not want to disrupt the fishing industry during the
actual operation (which lasts around 30 days, night and day, if weather or other problems do
not interfere). Apparently, the research vessel uses long towed arrays that detect the
reflected waves from the explosions which in turn allow scientists to map the geology.
The State of California Lands Commission has the final say about the study logistics and
operation as it impacts the marine life and fishing. The Commission will be conducting a
public hearing in Sacramento on August 14, 2012 at 9AM. The Commission has arranged to
provide local access by conducting a live broadcast of the proceedings and will take remote
public comment. They have rented the Morro Bay Room at the Inn at Morro Bay for this
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purpose. Now we know the real reason why the Board of supervisors meeting of August 14,
2012 was cancelled.
Policy Duck: In the end, the Board took kind of a policy duck and agreed unanimously to
send a letter to State Lands Commission requesting that the study be conducted but that
everything that can be done to protect marine life should be done. Additionally, they want
PG&E to provide compensation for any economic damage resulting to the fishing industry.
The pontificating about reasoned deliberation, balancing various concerns, etc. , was
nauseating. All this will end up in your electric bill.
Dead Duck: All this may be window dressing. It turns out that the US District Court of
Appeals in the District of Columbia ruled against the Nuclear Regulatory Commission’s
(NRC) practice of relicensing existing nuclear plants even though there is not a permanent
national waste storage facility. Evidently, Federal environmental rules require that there be
a permanent facility if existing licenses are to be renewed or new plants licensed. President
Obama has cancelled development of the proposed Nevada national storage facility.
Theoretically, an alternative solution will have to be developed and approved if the plant is
ultimately to be relicensed. There is still time, especially since the seismic studies will
require several more years and PG&E started early. The danger is that, over time, the a ntinuclear luddites will try to invoke as many barriers as possible. Fish, earthquake faults, no
nuclear waste storage facility, and whatever else they can think of will be used to slow
down the process. Welcome to the enviro-socialist New Stone Age.
Background: In connection with Diablo Nuclear Power Plant relicensing, Pacific Gas and
Electric has been required to conduct extensive seismic studies of earthquake faults and
other geologic structures under the ocean that have the potential to impact the plant. One set
of studies requires setting off underwater charges that allow scientists to make electronic
pictures of the underlying geology. The County, of course, has been a very strong advocate
for the geologic studies.

Board of Supervisors Meeting of August 14, 2012 Cancelled
The Board cancelled the August 14th meeting due to a lack of sufficient items for the
agenda. This means that Supervisor Gibson and the gang are free to attend the State Lands
Commission Hearing on the Diablo seismic studies. The next scheduled meeting is August
21, 2012.
Appeal of the Planning Commission’s Denial of a Permit to Drill 12 Oil Wells on a
Previously Developed Oil Site In the Huasna Valley. This matter is scheduled for August
21, 2012. There has been some discussion that the item may be continued. A request from
the applicant (Excelaron Oil) or a recommendation from the staff to continue the item may
appear on the August 21, 2012 agenda, which is likely to be posted around August 15, 2012.
The actual decision of whether to continue the item will have to be voted on by the Board
during the August 21 st meeting itself. See page 3 of COLAB’S August Newsletter on our
website (www.colabslo.org) on or after Monday, August 13, 2012 for some perspective on
this issue. Scroll to the top.
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Planning Commission Meeting of Thursday, August 9, 2012 (Scheduled)
Zoning Appeal - Windmill and Water Tank. The Planning Commission overruled (4-1,
Topping opposed) its staff, and sustained (approved) an appeal for a permit to construct a
windmill and water tank on a lot in the commercial retail zone in Santa Margarita. Seven
people spoke. All were in favor except for former Supervisor Blakeley, who opposed the
project.
The most disturbing aspect of the hearing was that as it became clear that the Commission
was going to sustain the appeal and reject the denial, the Planning staff , led by Deputy
Director Griffin, fought back with increasing vigor. As we have reported previously, the
Planning Department staff wants to be in control. They interrupt the Commission, cite rules
that support their position, and are generally a pain. The bottom line is that they disrespect
democracy, disdain the rights of the public to appeal, and demonstrate their arrogant
mandarin ethos.
A general housecleaning at the top is necessary.
Background: The owner has a vacant lot on which he grows pomegranates. The staff said
that even though the lot is used for agriculture, Ag. Accessory uses, such as the windmill,
are not permitted in the commercial retail zone.

Transfer of Development Credits (TDC’s). The Commisssion on a 3/2 vote (Irving and
Murphy opposed) voted some language changes (from its last update in 2011).
Commissioner Murphy did a great job in exposing the problems of the ordinance, including
costs to applicants, control of the credit lots by a private not-for-profit conservation
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organizaton, and the fact that it is not truly voluntary. Murphy did a great job of pressing his
points. The revised ordinance will now be forwarded to the Board of Supervisors for f ormal
adoption. When it appears, we will issue an alert. It will be a perfect opportunity for the
community to rally to defend private property rights.
Background: A portion of the ordinance is quoted from the staff report below:

There have been no “volunteers” in recent years. The ordinance and staff write up
emphasized that the use of this “tool” is voluntary. We suspect that it becomes less
“voluntary” in practical application. For example, a particular applicant might want to
subdivide a part of a ranch to add a few houses . Staff discovers that there are environmenal
constraints (too close to the creek, too many foxes, or whatever) that make the project
unfeasible. But, the owner can “mitigate” (buy) his or her way out of the problem by
extinguishing some existing lots which he or she owns elsewhere. The density represented
by these lots can then be added to the permitted density inside some of the urban reserve
line areas (URLs).
On the receiving side, the County promises to allow higher densities in the designated
URL’s in line with its doctrine of “smart growth densification.” We wonder if the neighbors
on the receiving end will happily accept the higher densities.
Imagine, your tax dollars are being used to pay bureuacrats to create, update, and
administer this convoluted attack on private property and existing neighborhoods.
Shameful!
Cold Canyon Landfill. The Commission appproved the permit for a life extension and
expansion of the landfill. Neighbors have objected to the continuation of this industrial land
use in an area which has become increasingly high-end residential over recent decades. The
residents believe that the County approval of the existing permit to operate the landfill
would sunset its use at the end of the current life cycle. The residents are concerned with
truck traffic, noise, odors, blowing trash, and the potential devaluation of their properties
when it is realized that the industrial use will continue for decades.
An Interesting Consistency Issue/What’s Good For the Goose? The Planning
Commission rejected the application (now on appeal to the Board of Supervisors) of
Excelaron Oil to drill 12 oil wells in the Huasna Valley on the grounds that the industial
use, including truck traffic, odors, noise, and visual impairments, is incompatible with the
residential/agricultural valley. Similar to the Cold Canyon situation, Huasna has evolved
over the years into a high end rural residential area that also retains considerable agriculture.
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Also similar to the Cold Canyon (an existing landfill) situation, the site proposed for the oil
wells in Huasna is a previously developed oil field. Of course, the landfill provides a public
service for which the politicians are ultimately responsible. Does this mean that the landfill
will get a pass, while the private sector oil company will be rejected by the Board of
Supervisors?

Planning Commission of Thursday August 23, 2012 (Scheduled)
New Olive Oil Farm and Farm Stand Regulations. Apparently and as a result of the
growth of olive orchards and related tasting and ag. tourism activites, the County
determined to strengthen provisions related to the manufacture, storing, and sale of the oil.
Even more disturbingly, they have revised the provisions pertaining to all farm stands (that
is, those selling any product). The purpose is quoted below:

Some of the language pertinent to farm stands in general is also quoted below:

The design standards and permitting language is indicative of the overregulation and
intrusive costly regimen being placed on agricluture in this instance:
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Economic Element of the General Plan. The Commission will conduct a hearing on
whether to recommend an updated version of the Economic Element of the General Plan to
the Board of Supervisors for adoption. Under State law, cities and counties must adopt land
use plans. These contain sections called “elements,” such as land use, transportation and
circulation, open space, housing, etc. One element (which is discretionary) is the Economic
Element, which provides overall goals and policy guidance for land use matters relating to
the siting, attraction, retention, and growth of private sector firms and supporting
government activities. The goals and policies in the Economic Element will be used to
justify subordinate policy documents such as zoning ordinances and regulations. They will
also be used to help justfy the approval or denial of specific projects which are proposed
over time.
The proposed document is a vacuous propoganda piece designed to trick the public and the
business community into believing that the Board of Supervisors supports private sector
economic development, including industrial, commercial, and agricultural enterprises. In
fact the staff report almost admits this in the quote below:
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“Retaining the Economic Element as part of the County General Plan demonstrates that
economic factors are just as important to the County as environmenal and social factors ,
which is consistent with the County mission statement.”
Of course, other recently developed polices include the Strategic Growth Plan (“ Smart
Growth”), the Energy Wise Plan (Climate Action Plan), the Conservation and Open Space
Plan, Events Ordinance, Vacation Rental Ordinance, and others, all calculated to make it
much harder to do eonomic development. Derivative agencies such as the Air Pollution
Control District and Waste Management Authority (on which all 5 supervisors sit) are
busily adopting greenhouse gas thresholds, plastic grocery bag bans, and bans on riding allterrain vehicles in the Oceano Dunes. If you believe that they actually think and act as if
“economic factors are just as important…” , we have several bridges in which you would be
interested.
A few (there are pages) of the many policies in the Plan are displayed on the sample page
below and are emblematic of the fact that the document is not a “plan,” but simply a
recitation of platitudes to be used in the future by staff, the Planning Commission, and the
Board of Supervisors to arbitrarily and subjectively justify their decisions. You would
think that they would at least have a map indicating where factories, oil drilling, resorts, big
box malls, office parks, etc., could be located. You would think they would have some
tables showing how much acreage is allocated for these industries (built and unbuilt).
(Continued on next page)
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Related to the box on the lower right of the chart above, on property rights: You would have
to wonder if the actual property owner has any primacy of rights whatsoever.
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State Water Resources Board Hearing of Thursday August 30, 2012, (9:30 AM)
Sacramento
Hearing on the Requests to Stay (hold off on) the Implementation of the Central Coast
Regional Water Quality Control (CCRWQC) Agricultural Order. This is an
administrative appeal by agricultural organizations and individuals to stop the oppressive
Agricultural Water Order imposed by the zealots at the CCRWQC. As our readers will
recall, this order would require row crop farmers and ultimately grain and hay growers,
orchard owners, wine growers, and ranchers to treat water used for irrigation that runs off
their fields or percolates back into the ground to the quality of drinking water. It is
estimated that it would cost farmers in Monterey, San Luis Obispo, and Santa Barbara
counties $250 million to implement.
We have heard that Sacramento officials are not happy with the CCRWQC and the tumult
caused by the order and the process leading to its adoption. The Executive Director of the
CCRWQC “retired”. There is speculation that insiders are not being considered as a
replacement. A special August 9, 2012 CCRWQC Board meeting to consider replacements
was suddenly cancelled.
The appeal hearing will be webcast at: http://www.calepa.ca.gov/broadcast/

COLAB Weekly Update : The Weekly Update will not be published for the weeks of
August 19-25 or August 26-31, 2012. Its writer will be deep in remote areas and out of
reach of electronic communications. A team of voluntary watchdogs will remain on alert.
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