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Lead agencies may include 15 hardcopies of this document when submitting electronic copies of Environmental Impact
Reports, Negative Declarations, Mitigated Negative Declarations, or Notices of Preparation to the State Clearinghouse
(SCH). The SCH also accepts other summaries, such as EIR Executive Summaries prepared pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15123. Please include one copy of the Notice of Completion Form (NOC) with your submission and attach the
summary to each electronic copy of the document.

SCH #: 2018021050

Project Title: Draft General Waste Discharge Requirements for Discharges from Irrigated Lands (Agricultural Order)

Lead Agency: California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Coast Region

Contact Name; Shanta Keeling

Shanta.Keeling@waterboards.ca.gov 805-549-3464

Email: Phone Number:

Central coast region, multiple counties.
City County

Project Location:

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Coast Region (CCWB) is responsible for the protection of
water quality in the central coast region. This region includes approximately 538,940 acres of irrigated farmland in nine
counties, representing one of the most productive agricultural regions in the state and the country. CCWB currently
regulates discharges from irrigated agriculture under its Irrigated Lands Regulatory Program, using a permit called a
Conditional Waiver of Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) that applies to owners and operators of irrigated land
throughout the region used for commercial crop production.

The Proposed Project would include the issuance of a permit regulating discharges from irrigated lands and the activities
that would result from compliance with such a permit. The Proposed Project would replace the existing permit regulating
agricultural discharges that are established under Agricultural Order 3.0. The Proposed Project would establish
Agricultural Order 4.0. [See also "Project Description" in DEIR for more information.]

Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.

Potentially significant effects include:

Impact AG-1: Convert prime farmland, unique farmland, or farmland of statewide importance (Farmland), as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant to the FMMP of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use.

Impact AG-2: Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract.

These impacts are significant and unavoidable. No feasible mitigation is available.
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continued

If applicable, describe any of the project's areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

*Inclusion of setbacks, numeric limits, and time schedules in Agricultural Order 4.0.

*Interpretation of the Nonpoint Source Policy, including as it relates to lawsuits filed by Coastkeeper et al. against

Agricultural Order 2.0 and 3.0 (see Chapter 2 for further discussion) and the current lawsuits on the Eastern San Joaquin
Agricultural Order.

*Potential conversion of agricultural land as a result of the proposed setback requirements.
*Increased costs of compliance for growers from Agricultural Order 4.0.

*Potential reductions in flow in adjacent streams and other waterbodies that could occur as a result of the Proposed
Project (e.g., from growers implementing efficient irrigation systems thereby resulting in reduced runoff).

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.

Trustee Agencies

« California Department of Fish and Wildlife

« California Department of Pesticide Regulation

« California Department of Water Resources

« California State Office of Historic Preservation

« California State Water Resources Control Board

« California State Lands Commission

« California Department of Parks and Recreation, with regards to State Parks System

No Responsible Agencies for this project.
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