
Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-760 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

Letter CA: Lisa Hunt, American Rivers (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CA 
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Response to Comment CA-1 

The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and interests. 

Response to Comment CA-2 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.1. 

Response to Comment CA-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.2. 

Response to Comment CA-4 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.10. 

Response to Comment CA-5 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.3.2 and 
2.3.4. 

Response to Comment CA-6 through CA-7 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.3. 

Response to Comment CA-8 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.3.3; 2.1.8; 
and 2.4.6. 

Response to Comment CA-9 through CA-10 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.5. 

Response to Comment CA-11 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CA-12 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CA-13 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.6.4 and 
2.6.3. 

Response to Comment CA-14 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.6.4. 

Response to Comment CA-15 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.6.3 and 
2.5.1. 
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Response to Comment CA-16 through CA-18 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.6.3. 

Response to Comment CA-19 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.5.1. 

Response to Comment CA-20 through CA-22 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CA-23 

Thank you for your comment. 

Response to Comment CA-24 

Thank you for your comment. 

Response to Comment CA-25 

The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and interests. 

Response to Comment CA-26 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.1. 

Response to Comment CA-27 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CA-28 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.5.1. 

Response to Comment CA-29 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.5.1. 

Response to Comment CA-30 through CA-38 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CA-39 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.6. 

Response to Comment CA-40 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.5. 

Response to Comment CA-41 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.6. 
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Response to Comment CA-42 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.9.1; 2.9.2; 
and 2.9.3. 

In response to comments related to the DEIR’s analysis of economic impacts, including CEQA 
Guidelines compliance requirements and the adequacy of the DEIR’s approach for impact 
analysis, please refer to Master Response 2.10. 

Response to Comment CA-43 

Thank you for your comment. 
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Letter CB: Eric Lauritzen, California Strawberry Commission (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CB 
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Response to Comment CB-1 

Thank you for your comment. 

Response to Comment CB-2 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CB-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.1. 

Response to Comment CB-4 through CB-6 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.3. 

Response to Comment CB-7 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.8. 

Response to Comment CB-8 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.8 and 
2.3.4. 

Response to Comment CB-9 through CB-10 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.3.4 and 
2.3.10. 

Response to Comment CB-11 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.10. 

Response to Comment CB1-2 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.3. 

Response to Comment CB-13 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.7.5. 

Response to Comment CB-14 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.7.8. 

Response to Comment CB-15 through CB-16 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.7.5. 

Response to Comment CB-17 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 
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Response to Comment CB-18 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CB-19 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 
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Letter CC: Allison Jordan, California Sustainable Winegrowing Alliance (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CC 
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Response to Comment CC-1 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.2. 

Response to Comment CC-2 

The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and interests. 

Response to Comment CC-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.2. 

Response to Comment CC-4 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.2. 
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Letter CD: Kevin Merrill and Sarah Lopez, Central Coast Water Quality Preservation, Inc. (June 
22, 2020) 

 

Letter CD 
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Response to Comment CD-1 

The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and interests. 

Response to Comment CD-2 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CD-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.5; 2.1.8; 
and 2.4.3. 

Response to Comment CD-4 through CD-6 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.3. 

Response to Comment CD-7 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.13 and 
2.4.3. 

Response to Comment CD-8 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.7. 

Response to Comment CD-9 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.5. 

Response to Comment CD-10 through CD-12 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.2. 

Response to Comment CD-13 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CD-14 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.2. 

Response to Comment CD-15 through CD-20 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.3. 

Response to Comment CD-21 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.4. 

Response to Comment CD-22 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.2. 
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Response to Comment CD-23 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.4.2 and 
2.4.4. 

Response to Comment CD-24 through CD-25 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.4. 

Response to Comment CD-26 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.4.2 and 
2.4.4. 

Response to Comment CD-27 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.2.3 and 
2.4.1. 

Response to Comment CD-28 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.5.3. 

Response to Comment CD-29 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.3.3; 2.4.2; 
2.5.5; and 2.5.3. 

Response to Comment CD-30 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.2.5 and 
2.2.1. 

Response to Comment CD-31 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CD-32 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CD-33 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CD-34 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.3. 

Response to Comment CD-35 

This comment is noted.  



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-827 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

Response to Comment CD-36 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.5.5 and 
2.5.3. 

Response to Comment CD-37 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.5.3. 

Response to Comment CD-38 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.6.5. 

Response to Comment CD-39 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.6.3. 

Response to Comment CD-40 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CD-41 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CD-42 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.8.8; 2.1.5; 
and 2.1.4. 

Response to Comment CD-43 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CD-44 through CD-50 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.5. 

Response to Comment CD-51 through CD-53 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CD-54 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.5. 
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Letter CE: Kevin O'Connor, Central Coast Wetlands Group, Moss Landing Marine Labs (June 
22, 2020) 

 

Letter CE 
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Response to Comment CE-1 

Thank you for your comment.  

Response to Comment CE-2 

Thank you for your comment. 

Response to Comment CE-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.3. 

Response to Comment CE-4 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.8.  

Response to Comment CE-5 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.8; 2.2.2; 
2.3.3; and 2.3.7. 

Response to Comment CE-6 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CE-7 through CE-8 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.10. 

Response to Comment CE-9 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.5.5 and 
2.1.11. 

Response to Comment CE-10 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.1. 

Response to Comment CE-11 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.1. 

Response to Comment CE-12 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CE-13 through CE-14 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.10. 

Response to Comment CE-15 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.10 and 
2.3.1. 
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Response to Comment CE-16 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.10. 

Response to Comment CE-17 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.3.1 and 
2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CE-18 through CE-20 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CE-21 

Thank you for your comment. 
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Letter CF: Jeffrey Odefey, Clean Water Supply Program, American Rivers (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CF 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-836 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-837 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-838 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-839 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-840 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-841 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-842 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-843 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-844 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-845 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-846 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-847 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-848 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-849 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-850 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-851 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-852 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-853 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

Response to Comment CF-1 

Thank you for your comment. 

Response to Comment CF-2 

Thank you for your comment. The CCWB acknowledges the underlying purpose behind the 
submittal of comments by American Rivers; more generally understood to express the 
organization’s concerns related to the adequacy of the CEQA review of DAO 4.0, including 
potential adverse economic impacts, and indirect social implications that could result from 
implementation of RAO 4.0. In response to comments related to the DEIR’s analysis of economic 
impacts, including CEQA Guidelines compliance requirements and the adequacy of the DEIR’s 
approach for impact analysis, please refer to Master Response 2.10. 

Response to Comment CF-3 

The comment discusses the need to evaluate economic and social implications of a project 
under CEQA. The comment cites CEQA language, which states:  

In describing and evaluating a project in an environmental review document […] 
the lead agency may consider specific economic, legal, social, technological, or 
other benefits, including regionwide or statewide environmental benefits, of a 
proposed project and the negative impacts of denying the project.  Any benefits 
or negative impacts considered pursuant to this section shall be based on 
substantial evidence in light of the whole record. 

(CEQA, § 21083.) In response to comments related to the DEIR’s analysis of economic impacts, 
including CEQA Guidelines compliance requirements and the adequacy of the DEIR’s approach 
for impact analysis, please refer to Master Response 2.10. 

Response to Comment CF-4 

The comment requests that the FEIR be more inclusive of social and environmental factors.  
Please see Response to Comment CF-3.  

Response to Comment CF-5 

The comment expresses concern that the environmental effects of urban and agricultural uses 
create economic impacts in the form of lost recreational opportunities, increased health costs, 
increased drinking water treatment costs, deprivation of critical ecosystem function and species, 
and elimination of economically important fisheries. The comment is noted. It does not address 
environmental issues evaluated in the DEIR, and no further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment CF-6 

The comment requests that the CCWB include an analysis of ecosystem services and public 
health as part of its CEQA analysis. The DEIR includes an analysis of “Costs of Adverse Effects on 
the Environment from Irrigated Agriculture.” (DEIR, pp. 3.5-33 to 3.5-34.) The analysis 
acknowledges the benefits to tourism, recreation, wildlife, and public health that may be 
conferred by clean water. In addition, the DEIR provides analysis and estimates regarding the 
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potential negative impacts of sediment, nutrients, and pesticides in drinking water. (DEIR, pp. 
3.5-32 to 3.5-33.) 

Response to Comment CF-7 

The comment suggests that a CEQA analysis that considers the benefits of the project on factors 
such as the environment and public health would provide additional support for waste discharge 
requirement (WDR) requirements. The comment is noted. It does not address environmental 
issues evaluated in the DEIR, and no further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment CF-8 

The comment cites provisions of CEQA pertaining to a lead agency’s authority to consider 
economic, technical, social, and legal factors in a CEQA analysis. The comment is noted. It does 
not address environmental issues evaluated in the DEIR, and no further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment CF-9 

The comment states that the DEIR “incorrectly states that no federal or state laws, regulations 
or policies ‘relate specifically to economics and the Proposed Project.’” However, the comment 
does not cite any specific federal or state laws, regulations, or policies that should have been 
incorporated into the DEIR’s analysis. The comment also expresses concern that the DEIR limits 
its analysis of economic impacts to only an analysis of compliance costs borne by agricultural 
dischargers. Please see Response to Comment CF-6. 

Response to Comment CF-10 

The comment cites CEQA Guidelines section 15064(e) and requests that the CCWB consider 
whether the project affects economic or social impacts on people by reducing existing adverse 
effects. The CCWB has considered this comment and concluded that the approach used in the 
DEIR is appropriate.  

Response to Comment CF-11 

The comment expresses concern that the economic analysis is incomplete because it does not 
explicitly include a discussion of the negative economic impacts that might result from denying 
the project.  The comment suggests that a CEQA analysis that considers the benefits of the 
project on factors such as the environment and public health would provide additional support 
for the CCWB’s less than significant findings for economic impacts. In response to comments 
related to the DEIR’s analysis of economic impacts, including CEQA Guidelines compliance 
requirements and the adequacy of the DEIR’s approach for impact analysis, please refer to 
Master Response 2.10. 

Response to Comment CF-12 

The comment expresses concern that the economic analysis in the DEIR does not include all 
available data, including information from a previous letter sent by the commenter. As stated in 
the CEQA Guidelines, “CEQA does not require a lead agency to conduct every test or perform all 
research, study, and experimentation recommended or demanded by commenters.” (CEQA 
Guidelines § 15204(a).) In response to comments related to the DEIR’s analysis of economic 
impacts, including CEQA Guidelines compliance requirements and the adequacy of the DEIR’s 
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approach for impact analysis, please refer to Master Response 2.10. In addition, please refer to 
Response to Comment CF-6. 

Response to Comment CF-13 through CF-16 

Please refer to Response to Comment CF-12. 

Response to Comment CF-17 

The comment suggests that a more comprehensive CEQA analysis of economic and social effects 
of the project would provide additional support for DAO 4.0. In response to comments related 
to the DEIR’s analysis of economic impacts, including CEQA Guidelines compliance requirements 
and the adequacy of the DEIR’s approach for impact analysis, please refer to Master Response 
2.10. 

Response to Comment CF-18 

The comment requests that the FEIR “make efforts to identify and systematically describe all 
benefits” of the project. Please refer to Response to Comment CF-6. 

Response to Comment CF-19 

The comment requests that the FEIR include economic valuation of the project “where methods 
and data allow, and where the magnitude of the benefit suggests.” In response to comments 
related to the DEIR’s analysis of economic impacts, including CEQA Guidelines compliance 
requirements and the adequacy of the DEIR’s approach for impact analysis, please refer to 
Master Response 2.10. In addition, please refer to Response to Comment CF-6. 

Response to Comment CF-20 

The comment requests that the FEIR “rely upon existing federal and state guidelines for 
methods.” Please refer to Response to Comment CF-9.  

Response to Comment CF-21 

The comment requests that the FEIR “include distributional analysis of the benefits and costs, 
with consideration of environmental and social justice implications including water rate 
affordability.” Please refer to Response to Comment CF-12. 

Response to Comment CF-22 

The comment requests that the FEIR “utilize comprehensible metrics for performance that have 
ranges and benchmarks of consequence to the public.” Please refer to Response to Comment 
CF-12. 

Response to Comment CF-23 

The comment suggests that a more complete discussion and analysis of the economic value and 
benefits of reduced pollutant discharges would “allow for more informed decision making and 
socially efficient outcomes for the communities of the Central Coast Region.” In response to 
comments related to the DEIR’s analysis of economic impacts, including CEQA Guidelines 
compliance requirements and the adequacy of the DEIR’s approach for impact analysis, please 
refer to Master Response 2.10. 
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Response to Comment CF-24 

The comment indicates the intent of the comment letter.  The comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CF-25 

The comment provides background on the commenter and a summary of the contents of the 
comment letter. The comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CF-26 

The comment expresses concern that the DEIR does not contain more information regarding the 
economic benefits of the Proposed Project. Please refer to Response to Comment CF-12. 

Response to Comment CF-27 

The comment cites guidance from the federal Office of Management and Budget for federal 
agencies in developing regulatory economic analyses. The comment is noted. It does not 
address environmental issues evaluated in the DEIR, and no further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment CF-28 

The comment cites guidance from the federal Office of Management and Budget for federal 
agencies in developing regulatory economic analyses. The comment is noted. It does not 
address environmental issues evaluated in the DEIR, and no further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment CF-29 

The comment cites guidance from the federal Office of Management and Budget for federal 
agencies in developing regulatory economic analyses. The comment is noted. It does not 
address environmental issues evaluated in the DEIR, and no further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment CF-30 

The comment describes the commenter’s experience using cost benefit analysis on another 
project. The comment is noted. It does not address environmental issues evaluated in the DEIR, 
and no further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment CF-31 

The comment cites provisions of CEQA pertaining to a lead agency’s authority to consider 
qualitative factors as well as economic and technical factors and long-term benefits and costs in 
a CEQA analysis. The comment is noted. It does not address environmental issues evaluated in 
the DEIR, and no further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment CF-32 

The comment cites provisions of CEQA pertaining to a lead agency’s authority to consider 
economic or social effects to determine the significance of physical changes of a project. The 
comment is noted. It does not address environmental issues evaluated in the DEIR, and no 
further response is necessary. 
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Response to Comment CF-33 

The comment suggests generally that economic analysis should be included for decision making 
under CEQA. The comment is noted. It does not address environmental issues evaluated in the 
DEIR, and no further response is necessary. 

Response to Comment CF-34 

The comment describes different types or categories of economic value.  The comment is noted. 
It does not address environmental issues evaluated in the DEIR, and no further response is 
necessary. 

Response to Comment CF-35 

The comment describes a model for evaluating how DAO 4.0 may result in various benefits, 
costs, and market impacts. In response to comments related to the DEIR’s analysis of economic 
impacts, including CEQA Guidelines compliance requirements and the adequacy of the DEIR’s 
approach for impact analysis, please refer to Master Response 2.10. 

Response to Comment CF-36 

The comment describes a method of quantifying the economic values of implementing DAO 4.0.  
In response to comments related to the DEIR’s analysis of economic impacts, including CEQA 
Guidelines compliance requirements and the adequacy of the DEIR’s approach for impact 
analysis, please refer to Master Response 2.10. 

Response to Comment CF-37 

The comment describes the need to consider specific regional demands and scarcities when 
creating a cost-benefit analysis of DAO 4.0.  The comment also describes some issues related to 
water affordability and the costs of water supply in the Central Coast region. In response to 
comments related to the DEIR’s analysis of economic impacts, including CEQA Guidelines 
compliance requirements and the adequacy of the DEIR’s approach for impact analysis, please 
refer to Master Response 2.10. 

Response to Comment CF-38 

The comment describes some of the benefits that could result from improved water quality.  
The comment is noted. In response to comments related to the DEIR’s analysis of economic 
impacts, including CEQA Guidelines compliance requirements and the adequacy of the DEIR’s 
approach for impact analysis, please refer to Master Response 2.10. 

Response to Comment CF-39 

The comment describes the demographics of the central coast region and suggests that 
improved water quality would have benefits to people within the region. The comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CF-40 

The comment expresses concern that DAO 4.0 does not include metrics that describe the 
benefits of improved water quality to the regional community. The comment is noted. 
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In response to comments related to the DEIR’s analysis of economic impacts, including CEQA 
Guidelines compliance requirements and the adequacy of the DEIR’s approach for impact 
analysis, please refer to Master Response 2.10. 

Response to Comment CF-41 

The comment requests that the FEIR “make efforts to identify and systematically describe all 
benefits” of the project. Please refer to Response to Comment CF-6. 

Response to Comment CF-42 

The comment requests that the FEIR include economic valuation of the project “where methods 
and data allow, and where the magnitude of the benefit suggests.” Please refer to Response to 
Comment CF-6. 

Response to Comment CF-43 

The comment requests that the FEIR “rely upon existing federal and state guidelines for 
methods.” Please refer to Response to Comment CF-9. 

Response to Comment CF-44 

The comment requests that the FEIR “include distributional analysis of the benefits and costs, 
with consideration of environmental and social justice implications including water rate 
affordability.” Please refer to Response to Comment CF-12. 

Response to Comment CF-45 

The comment requests that the FEIR “utilize comprehensible metrics for performance that have 
ranges and benchmarks of consequence to the public.” Please refer to Response to Comment 
CF-12. 
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Letter CG: Debi Ores, Community Water Center (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CG 
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Response to Comment CG-1 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.1; 2.3.2; 
and 2.4.6. 

Response to Comment CG-2 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CG-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.3. 

Response to Comment CG-4 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.13. 

Response to Comment CG-5 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.10. 

Response to Comment CG-6 through CG-7 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.10. 

Response to Comment CG-8 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.2. 

Response to Comment CG-9 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.3.10 and 
2.3.4. 

Response to Comment CG-10 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.2. 

Response to Comment CG-11 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.3.1 and 
2.4.6. 

Response to Comment CG-12 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.4. 

Response to Comment CG-13 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CG-14 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.3. 
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Response to Comment CG-15 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.6. 

Response to Comment CG-16 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.3. 

Response to Comment CG-17 through CG-20 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.6. 

Response to Comment CG-21 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CG-22 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CG-23 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.1. 

Response to Comment CG-24 

The comment states that the timeline for meeting water quality objectives allows for continued 
pollution until 2050 and that the DAO 4.0 provides no justification as why the compliance 
timeline cannot be shortened. The comment also states that the fertilizer application limits do 
not have a strong correlation with the applicable water quality goal and will not address excess 
nitrate loading. The comment asserts that the crop-specific limits are set far beyond crop needs, 
the remaining 72 percent of crops are subject to a proposed limit of which over 98 percent of 
growers are already meeting, and the proposed limits are not subject to a time schedule for 
reducing the allowable application rates, thus failing to address nitrate loading now or into the 
future. The nitrogen discharge limits are phased in over 30 years to allow sufficient time for 
Dischargers to adapt (RAO 4.0, page 50, Table C.1-3) and for development of new and improved 
management practices and tools. The Order’s Findings explain the connection between 
overapplication of fertilizer and exceedances of the nitrogen water quality objectives in 
groundwater, as well as the use of the outlier approach to establish the fertilizer nitrogen 
application target and limits. (See RAO 4.0, Attachment A, Findings, at pages 96-101, paragraphs 
C.12¬ C.24.) Timelines established for the crop-specific application limits begin with the 90th 
percentile at the end of 2023 and move to the 85th percentile at the end of 2025. 

Response to Comment CG-25 

See Response to Comment CG-24. 

Response to Comment CG-26 

The comment expresses general concern with the antidegradation findings of DAO 4.0. The 
antidegradation findings in RAO 4.0 were revised to add clarity to the findings and respond to 
comments raised. See RAO 4.0, Attachment A, pages 37-56, paragraphs 103-177.  
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The comment states that every basin has higher levels of nitrate than what the best quality of 
water since 1968, with the vast majority over current water quality objectives, and that all the 
basins are thus subject to and in violation of the antidegradation policy. The CCWB 
acknowledges in its antidegradation findings that many of the basins have high levels of 
pollutants that exceed the objectives. The Antidegradation Policy requires the CCWB to make 
findings consistent with the Antidegradation Policy when adopting an order permitting 
discharges to these basins. Consistent with the policy, the draft findings justify degradation of 
water bodies that are or were high quality at some point since 1968 – i.e. of higher quality than 
the quality required to protect beneficial uses – because the degradation is to the maximum 
benefit of the people of the state and the permit imposes best practicable treatment control 
(BPTC). Consistent with the policy, the findings state any degradation of high-quality waters 
must not result in water quality less than water quality objectives. For basins where degradation 
below water quality objectives has already occurred, the Antidegradation Policy does not 
require immediate cessation of discharges. Rather, the conditions imposed on these basins must 
be consistent with the requirements of the Water Code to restore the water quality to the 
objectives in accordance with a time schedule. (Wat. Code §13263.) 

Response to Comment CG-27 

See Response to Comment CG-26. 

Response to Comment CG-28 

The comment expresses general concern with the antidegradation findings of DAO 4.0. The 
antidegradation findings in RAO 4.0 were revised to add clarity to the findings and respond to 
comments raised. See RAO 4.0, Attachment A, pages 37-56, paragraphs 103-177.  

The comment takes issue with the finding that “[n]one of the previous agricultural orders 
authorized degradation of high-quality waters,” arguing that, by failing to prohibit the discharge 
of nitrate to high quality waters, the orders did in fact authorize degradation of high-quality 
waters. Commenters misconstrue the meaning of the identified statement in the findings. The 
CCWB is not asserting that the prior orders prevented degradation, but rather that the prior 
orders did not contain antidegradation findings authorizing the degradation that may have 
occurred while the orders were in effect. This is an element of the baseline analysis to 
determine whether the antidegradation findings in a prior order may have reset the baseline for 
purposes of the antidegradation analysis supporting the current order. 

The comment states that, since every basin on the Central Coast has at least some portion of it 
exceeding the water quality objective for nitrate, that any additional nitrate loading is no longer 
considered “degradation” but “pollution.” The CCWB agrees that antidegradation findings may 
not authorize degradation below water quality objectives. The appropriate regulatory 
framework through which to address exceedances of water quality objectives is not the 
Antidegradation Policy but the Water Code. (See ESJ Order, p. 76.) The Order addresses 
exceedances through receiving water limitations, discharge targets and limits, and TMDL 
requirements imposed in accordance with a compliance schedule.  
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Response to Comment CG-29 

The comment expresses general concern with the antidegradation findings of DAO 4.0. The 
antidegradation findings in RAO 4.0 were revised to add clarity to the findings and respond to 
comments raised. See RAO 4.0, Attachment A, pages 37-56, paragraphs 103-177.  

The comment states that, contrary to the findings, degradation will not be “short-term, limited, 
and reversible” because over 30 years of continued degradation is not “short-term” nor 
“limited” and there is no discussion as to how the harm is in fact reversible. The antidegradation 
findings have been revised in response to this comment. Please also refer to RAO 4.0 (April 
2021), Master Response to Comments 10. 

Response to Comment CG-30 

The comment expresses general concern with the antidegradation findings of DAO 4.0. The 
antidegradation findings in RAO 4.0 were revised to add clarity to the findings and respond to 
comments raised. See RAO 4.0, Attachment A, pages 37-56, paragraphs 103-177.  

The comment asserts that there is no justification provided for how it can be claimed that 
allowing continued degradation will not “unreasonably affect present and future beneficial uses 
and will not result in water quality less than prescribed objectives.” The comment further states 
that allowing for continued degradation means that drinking water sources will continue to 
worsen, oftentimes to levels “less than prescribed objectives,” with significant costs to users of 
the water. The extensive social and economic costs to users of water are primarily associated 
with historic degradation of water bodies below applicable objectives, which is prohibited by the 
antidegradation policy. These costs are addressed by the Order’s requirement for dischargers to 
meet receiving water limitations – the floor of the Antidegradation Policy – in accordance with 
time schedules that support restoration of impaired water bodies to objectives over time. The 
CCWB recognizes that users of groundwater for drinking water may continue to bear the cost of 
the historic degradation of high-quality waters for the duration of the time schedules, but such 
costs are being addressed through other authorities requiring replacement water. Further, the 
permit does not allow further degradation of such impaired water bodies, but instead requires 
the establishment of quantifiable interim milestones tied to improved water quality results in 
agricultural discharges. A finding has been added to RAO 4.0 to clarify this point. 

Response to Comment CG-31 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.6. 

Response to Comment CG-32 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.2. 

Response to Comment CG-33 through CG-34 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.5. 

Response to Comment CG-35 

Thank you for your comment. 

https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralcoast/water_issues/programs/ag_waivers/ag_order4_renewal.html
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralcoast/water_issues/programs/ag_waivers/ag_order4_renewal.html
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Letter CH: Ryan R. Waterman, Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP, on behalf of Costa Farms 
Inc., Costa Family Farms, and Anthony Costa & Sons (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CH 
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Attachments 

Attachment A. Aerial and Terrestrial Photographs of Binsacca Ranch 

Attachment B. Costa Comment Letter on the Salinas River Stream 
Maintenance Program Draft Environmental Impact 
Report 

Attachment C. Food Safety, Farmer’s Perspective (September 2019) 

Attachment D. Costa Photographs Showing Crop Damage by Birds 

Note to Readers: 

The materials provided in Attachments A through D have been omitted 
from this section of the document because they do not contain specific 
comments on the DEIR or DAO 4.0. 

These materials are available for review in Section 3.3. 
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Response to Comment CH-1 

The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and interests. 

Response to Comment CH-2 

The comment generally expresses concern regarding the riparian and operational setback 
components of DAO 4.0.  Please note that RAO 4.0 does not include the riparian and operational 
setback components. For more information related to riparian and operational setbacks, please 
refer to Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CH-3 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CH-4 through CH-51 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CH-52 

The comment expresses concern that DAO 4.0 and the Findings are inconsistent with regard to 
the application of irrigation water within a riparian setback. Please note that RAO 4.0 does not 
include the riparian and operational setback components. For more information related to 
riparian and operational setbacks, please refer to Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CH-53 

The comment expresses concern that DAO 4.0 and the DEIR do not analyze the impact of 
additional vegetation that would be part of the proposed riparian setbacks. Please refer to 
Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-54 

The comment describes the risk of plant material in riparian setbacks causing congestion in 
waterways and existing flood control infrastructure. Please refer to Response to Comment CH-
52. 

Response to Comment CH-55 through CH-56 

The comment expresses concern that DAO 4.0 and the DEIR do not analyze the water quality 
impacts of dying and decaying plant material as part of riparian setbacks. Please refer to 
Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-57 

The comment expresses concern that DAO 4.0 and the DEIR do not provide sufficient detail 
regarding sedimentation and erosion control within operational setbacks.  Please refer to 
Response to Comment CH-52. 
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Response to Comment CH-58 

The comment expresses concern that the vegetative setback requirements in DAO 4.0 are 
inconsistent with Federal best management practices associated with earthen levees and other 
critical flood infrastructure. Please refer to Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-59 

The comment requests that DAO 4.0 and the FEIR analyze potential adverse impacts that may 
result from increased vegetation associated with the proposed riparian setbacks. Please refer to 
Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-60 

The comment expresses concern that DAO 4.0 and the DEIR do not analyze the impact of 
additional vegetation that would be part of the proposed riparian setbacks. Please refer to 
Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-61 

The comment cites a State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) Resolution stating that 
Regional Water Boards are encouraged to work with relevant federal and state agencies to 
maintain healthy watersheds, reduce vulnerability to catastrophic fires, and support resilience in 
recovery efforts.  The comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CH-62 

The comment expresses concern that the exemptions for manmade barriers and existing 
permanent structures in the riparian setback provisions of DAO 4.0 do not adequately address 
conflicts between vegetative setback requirements and levee infrastructure. Please refer to 
Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-63 through CH-64 

The comment expresses concern that DAO 4.0 and the DEIR do not adequately analyze impacts 
related to wildfire risks as a result of the proposed riparian setback requirement. Please refer to 
Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-65 

The comment expresses concern that creation of new riparian habitat will result in additional 
habitat for mosquitos, invasive species and other pests that impact both irrigated agriculture 
and Central Coast communities. Please refer to Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-66 

The comment expresses concern that DAO 4.0 and the DEIR do not address the risks of 
mosquito and insect-based disease transmission as a result of creation of new riparian habitat. 
Please refer to Response to Comment CH-52. 
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Response to Comment CH-67 

The comment expresses concern that DAO 4.0 and the DEIR do not address potential impacts of 
proliferation of invasive species associated with riparian setbacks. Please refer to Response to 
Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-68 

The comment expresses concern that DAO 4.0 and the DEIR do not evaluate potential impacts of 
mosquitos, invasive species, and other pests associated with riparian setbacks. Please refer to 
Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-69 

The comment expresses concern that DAO 4.0 and the DEIR do not evaluate potential impacts of 
riparian setbacks on climate change adaptation strategies. Please refer to Response to Comment 
CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-70 

The comment cites a SWRCB Resolution relating to the need to implement climate adaptation 
measures.  The comment also cites a SWRCB Resolution relating to impacts of climate change on 
agriculture. The comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CH-71 

The comment expresses concern that DAO 4.0 and the DEIR do not evaluate potential impacts of 
climate change on riparian setbacks and agriculture on the Central Coast. Please refer to 
Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-72 

The comment expresses concern that state mandates to reduce farmland and rangeland 
conversion conflict with the conversion of agricultural lands to riparian habitat. Please refer to 
Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-73 

The comment expresses concern that DAO 4.0 and the DEIR do not evaluate impacts related to 
fallowing of agricultural land as a result of implementing food safety buffers on riparian 
setbacks. Please refer to Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-74 

The comment cites presentations and correspondence related to required food safety buffers 
from riparian areas and suggests that this information should be included in DAO 4.0 and the 
DEIR. Please refer to Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-75 

The comment references photographs related to habitat adjacent to crops and requests that 
DAO 4.0 and the DEIR analyze impacts of riparian setbacks and adjacent food safety buffers. 
Please refer to Response to Comment CH-52. 
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Response to Comment CH-76 

The comment suggests that information provided in the comment letter is sufficient to calculate 
and analyze impacts related to food safety buffers adjacent to riparian setbacks. Please refer to 
Response to Comment CH-52.  

Response to Comment CH-77 

The comment expresses concern that while the DAO 4.0 Findings considers the impacts of 
native vegetation removal for riparian setbacks, it does not evaluate impacts related to removal 
of agricultural land for food safety buffers. Please refer to Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-78 

The comment expresses concern that the DEIR does not evaluate food safety buffers as an 
indirect impact related to the proposed riparian setbacks. Please refer to Response to Comment 
CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-79 

The comment suggests riparian setbacks would trigger a food safety buffer requirement. Please 
refer to Response to Comment CH-52.  

Response to Comment CH-80 

The comment expresses concern that DAO 4.0 mischaracterizes the ability of farmers to use 
existing bare ground food safety barriers as vegetated riparian setbacks. Please refer to 
Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-81 

The comment asserts that the combined food safety barriers and riparian setbacks would 
remove “several hundred additional acres of land” from cultivation. Please refer to Response to 
Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-82 

The comment requests that DAO 4.0 and the DEIR evaluate combined impacts of food safety 
buffers and riparian setbacks on agricultural operations. Please refer to Response to Comment 
CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-83 

The comment expresses concern that riparian and operational setback requirements in DAO 4.0 
may conflict with the Williamson Act and the United States Farm Land Protection Policy Act 
(FPPA). Please refer to Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-84 

The comment describes some key provisions of the Williamson Act.  The comment is noted.  



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-901 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

Response to Comment CH-85 

The comment expresses concern that riparian setback requirements in DAO 4.0 may conflict 
with Williamson Act contracts. Please refer to Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-86 

The comment states that approximately one-third of the commenter’s operations are on lands 
covered by Williamson Act contracts, and expresses concern about whether these contracts may 
need to be breached, modified, or rescinded. Please refer to Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-87 

The comment cites provisions from the Williamson Act.  The comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CH-88 

The comment expresses concern that agricultural operations that lease ranches may not be able 
to implement riparian setbacks on Williamson Act lands. Please refer to Response to Comment 
CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-89 

The comment requests that DAO 4.0 and the DEIR evaluate whether the proposed riparian and 
operational setback requirements would conflict with the Williamson Act. Please refer to 
Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-90 

The comment describes some key provisions of the FPPA.  The comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CH-91 

The comment describes some key provisions of the FPPA and some Federal assistance 
programs. The comment expresses concern that growers may qualify for less grant funding if 
agricultural land is removed from production due to riparian and operational setbacks. Please 
refer to Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-92 

The comment expresses concern that growers may not be eligible to use federal assistance to 
maintain riparian and operational setbacks. Please refer to Response to Comment CH-52.  

Response to Comment CH-93 

The comment requests that DAO 4.0 and the DEIR evaluate whether the proposed riparian and 
operational setback requirements would conflict with FPPA and Federal farmland policy. Please 
refer to Response to Comment CH-52. 

Response to Comment CH-94 through CH-96 

Please refer to Response to Comment CH-52. 
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Response to Comment CH-97 

This comment expresses concern related to the Interactive Map, and the adequacy for noticing 
the commenter about potential riparian and operational setback requirements that would be 
necessary for compliance by ranches adjacent to various water bodies. For more information 
related to riparian and operational setbacks, please refer to Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CH-98 through CH-105 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CH-106 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CH-107 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CH-108 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CH-109 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CH-100 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CH-111 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CH-112 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CH-113 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CH-114 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CH-115 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CH-116 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 
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Response to Comment CH-117 

Thank you for your comment. 

Response to Comment CH-118 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.14. 
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Letter CI: Don Chartrand, Creek Lands Conservation (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CI 
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Response to Comment CI-1 

Thank you for your comment. 

Response to Comment CI-2 through CI-11 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CI-12 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.8.8 and 
2.2.5. 

Response to Comment CI-13 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CI-14 

Thank you for your comment. 
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Letter CJ: Darlene Din (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CJ 
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Response to Comment CJ-1 

The comment expresses concern that the economic impact analysis in the DEIR does not take 
into account the effects of the COVID-19 pandemic. In response to comments related to the 
DEIR’s analysis of economic impacts, including CEQA Guidelines compliance requirements and 
the adequacy of the DEIR’s approach for impact analysis, please refer to Master Response 2.10.  

Response to Comment CJ-2 

The comment expresses concern that regulatory compliance costs for agricultural operations 
are increasing over time. The comment is noted. Please refer to Master Response 2.9.1. 

Response to Comment CJ-3 

The comment describes some economic impacts to agricultural operations resulting from the 
COVID-19 pandemic. The comment is noted. Please refer to Master Response 2.9.1. 

Response to Comment CJ-4 

The comment describes potential impacts to strawberry growers resulting from the COVID-19 
pandemic. The comment is noted. Please refer to Master Response 2.9.3. 

Response to Comment CJ-5 

The comment requests that the DEIR analyze the overall economic impact of DAO 4.0. Please 
see Response to Comment CJ-1 and Master Response 2.9.3. 

Response to Comment CJ-6 

The comment cites a Salinas Californian article from the describing economic impacts of the 
COVID-19 pandemic on agricultural operations. The comment is noted. Please refer to Master 
Response 2.9.3. 

Response to Comment CJ-7 

The comment requests that the DEIR analyze the economic and regulatory costs and impacts of 
DAO 4.0. Please refer to Response to Comment CJ-1. 
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Letter CK: David Goldfarb, Clos de la Tech Vineyards and Winery (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CK 
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Response to Comment CK-1 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.5; 2.1.7; 
2.1.4; and 2.2.2. 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-916 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

Letter CL: David Lafond, Lafond Vineyard (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CL 
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Response to Comment CL-1 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.7. 

Response to Comment CL-2 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.8.8; 2.1.5; 
2.1.7; 2.2.2; and 2.5.4. 

Response to Comment CL-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.2. 
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Letter CM: David Marihart, Marihart Family LLC (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CM 
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Response to Comment CM-1 

The comment states that the commenter agrees to a set of “talking points” regarding the 
economic impacts of DAO 4.0.  These comments are summarized and responded to in Master 
Response 2.10. 

Response to Comment CM-2 through CM-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.1. 

Response to Comment CM-4 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.8. 
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Letter CN: Dennis Lebow, Reiter Affiliated Companies (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CN 
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Response to Comment CN-1 

Thank you for your comment. The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and 
interests. 

Response to Comment CN-2 

Thank you for your comment.  

Response to Comment CN-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.3. 

Response to Comment CN-4 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.5; 2.2.2; 
2.2.3; and 2.2.4. 

Response to Comment CN-5 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.5. 

Response to Comment CN-6 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.8; 2.1.11; 
2.2.4; 2.4.1; 2.5.5; and 2.7.5. 

Response to Comment CN-7 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.6; 2.3.10; 
2.3.3; 2.4.7; 2.4.3; 2.4.4; 2.5.2; 2.5.4; and 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CN-8 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CN-9 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CN-10 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.1. 

Response to Comment CN-11 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.4. 

Response to Comment CN-12 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.5 and 
2.4.7. 
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Response to Comment CN-13 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.4.2 and 
2.4.4. 

Response to Comment CN-14 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.2. 

Response to Comment CN-15 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.3. 

Response to Comment CN-16 through CN-18 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.4. 

Response to Comment CN-19 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.2. 

Response to Comment CN-20 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.4.1; 2.4.2; 
2.5.5; 2.5.11; and 2.5.3. 

Response to Comment CN-21 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.3.9; 2.3.3; 
and 2.4.2. 

Response to Comment CN-22 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CN-23 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CN-24 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CN-25 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CN-26 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.3. 

Response to Comment CN-27 

This comment is noted.  
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Response to Comment CN-28 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.5.5; 2.5.11; 
2.5.2; 2.5.3; 2.6.6; and 2.7.3. 

Response to Comment CN-29 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.5.3; 2.6.5; 
and 2.6.3. 

Response to Comment CN-30 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CN-31 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CN-32 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.8.8; 2.1.5; 
and 2.1.4. 

Response to Comment CN-33 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CN-34 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CN-35 through CN-38 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.5. 

Response to Comment CN-39 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CN-40 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.5. 

Response to Comment CN-41 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.8.8; 2.1.8; 
2.1.11; 2.3.4; and 2.7.5. 

Response to Comment CN-42 through CN-44 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.8. 

Response to Comment CN-45 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.8 and 2.3.4. 
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Response to Comment CN-46 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.7.5. 

Response to Comment CN-47 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CN-48 

Thank you for your comment. 
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Letter CO: Dirk Giannini, Christensen & Giannini, LLC (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CO 
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Response to Comment CO-1 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.1. 

Response to Comment CO-2 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.9.1 and 
2.1.5. 

Response to Comment CO-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.8; 2.3.10; 
and 2.3.4. In response to comments related to the DEIR’s analysis of economic impacts, 
including CEQA Guidelines compliance requirements and the adequacy of the DEIR’s approach 
for impact analysis, please refer to Master Response 2.10. 

Response to Comment CO-4 through CO-5 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CO-6 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.2. 
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Letter CP: Danilu Ramirez, DRAM Agricultural Consulting (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CP 
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Response to Comment CP-1 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.1. 

Response to Comment CP-2 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.6; 2.1.10; 
2.1.13; 2.1.4; 2.4.1; and 2.7.1. 

Response to Comment CP-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.8 and 
2.1.15. 

Response to Comment CP-4 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CP-5 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.10. 
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Letter CQ: Dustin Hauge (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CQ 
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Response to Comment CQ-1 

The comment expresses concern regarding the costs and restrictions that may result from the 
implementation of DAO 4.0. Thank you for your comment. The CCWB acknowledges the 
commenter’s opposition to the implementation of Agricultural Order 4.0. In addition, please 
refer to Master Responses 2.9.1 and 2.1.7. 

Response to Comment CQ-2 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CQ-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.1. 

Response to Comment CQ-4 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.6.4.  

Response to Comment CQ-5 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.2. 

Response to Comment CQ-6 

The comment expresses concern that the riparian area management plan, water quality 
education and CEQA mitigation measure implementation will be costly. Please refer to Master 
Response 2.8.8. 

The comment does not identify specific CEQA mitigation measures that would result in 
additional costs to agricultural operations. The DEIR contains the following mitigation measures: 

 Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Avoid and Minimize Impacts on Sensitive Biological 
Resources.  

 Mitigation Measure CUL-1: Cultural Resources Inventory, Evaluation of Resources for 
Significance, and Implementation of Avoidance and/or Minimization Measures.  

 Mitigation Measure CUL-2: Comply with State Laws Pertaining to the Discovery of 
Paleontological Resources.  

 Mitigation Measure CUL-3: Comply with State Laws Pertaining to the Discovery of 
Human Remains.  

 Mitigation Measure HAZ-1: Hazardous Materials Spill Prevention, Control, and Counter-
Measures for Land Disturbance Activities.  

 Mitigation Measure HAZ-2: Review Proximity to Existing Known Hazardous Materials 
Cleanup Sites and Conduct an Environmental Site Assessment if Proposed Activity is 
Located on or in Close Proximity to an Area of Hazardous Materials Contamination.  
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 Mitigation Measure HWQ-1: Implement Construction Best Management Practices for 
Erosion Control.  

 Mitigation Measure HWQ-2: Place Management Practices that Involve Retention 
and/or Treatment of Surface Runoff Outside of 100-Year Floodplains or Tsunami or 
Seiche Inundation Zones.  

 Mitigation Measure NOI-1: Reduce Noise Generated by Pumps or Other Stationary and 
Permanent Noise-Generating Equipment. 

Almost all of the mitigation measures (BIO-1, CUL-1, CUL-2, CUL-3, HAZ-1, HWQ-1, and HWQ-2) 
would apply to agricultural operations only in the event that the operation elects to install 
certain management practices such as sediment basins, vegetated filter strips, or bioreactors as 
part of a compliance plan. These mitigation measures would be incorporated as part of the 
construction process and would be a one-time cost. Also, many of these measures are not 
additional requirements, but rather reiterations of the general requirement that all agricultural 
operations in the state must follow all state and federal laws that would apply to any 
construction project. Without specific details describing any particular mitigation measure, 
including its size, location, and the potential for sensitive species at the project site, it would be 
impossible to quantify the costs of any such project, including any incremental cost of mitigation 
measures.  

Mitigation Measure NOI-1 requires that if “well or irrigation system pumps or other stationary 
and permanent noise-generating equipment is proposed to be installed, enrollees or third-party 
members must ensure that such facilities are enclosed or located behind barriers such that noise 
does not exceed applicable local noise standards or limits specified in the applicable county 
ordinances and general plan noise elements.” Again, this mitigation measure does not impose any 
additional cost-generating requirements; rather, it requires that any equipment that is installed 
by agricultural operations must comply with existing local noise limits or standards.  

Response to Comment CQ-7 

The commenter expresses support for water quality protection but expresses concern that DAO 
4.0 will make it difficult to farm in the future. The comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CQ-8 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.12. 

Response to Comment CQ-9 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.2. 
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Letter CR: Frank Arciero Jr., Arciero Farms (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CR 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-955 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

Response to Comment CR-1 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.9.1 and 
2.1.7. 
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Letter CS: Fred Holloway, JUSTIN Vineyards & Winery LLC (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CS 
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Response to Comment CS-1 

Thank you for your comment. 

Response to Comment CS-2 

The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and interests. 

Response to Comment CS-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.9.1; 2.1.7; 
2.1.2; and 2.2.2. 

Response to Comment CS-4 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.3. 

Response to Comment CS-5 through CS-6 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CS-7 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.3.9; 2.3.3; 
2.4.2; 2.5.5; 2.5.11; 2.5.2; 2.5.3; 2.6.6; and 2.7.3.  

Response to Comment CS-8 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.5. 

Response to Comment CS-9 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.5.5. 

Response to Comment CS-10 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.7.5 and 
2.7.1. 

Response to Comment CS-11 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.12. 

Response to Comment CS-12 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.2. 
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Letter CT: Benjamin Waddell, Fruit Growers Laboratory, Inc. / FGL Environmental (June 22, 
2020) 

 

Letter CT 
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Response to Comment CT-1 through CT-2 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.7. 
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Letter CU: George Adam (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CU 
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Response to Comment CU-1 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CU-2 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CU-3 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CU-4 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CU-5 

This comment is noted. 
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Letter CV: Greg Gonzalez, Scheid Family Wines (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CV 
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Response to Comment CV-1 

Thank you for your comment. The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and 
interests.  

Response to Comment CV-2 

The comment requests that DAO 4.0 recognize sustainability certifications as an alternative 
pathway to compliance.  In response to comments related to Sustainability in Practice (SIP) 
Certifications, refer to Master Response 2.2.2. 

Response to Comment CV-3 

Thank you for your comment. The CCWB acknowledges the importance of CEQA compliance and 
the individual interests of the Salinas Valley community. The CCWB asserts that the DEIR, as 
presently drafted, meets the applicable regulatory requirements for CEQA compliance. No 
changes have been made in response to this comment.    

Response to Comment CV-4 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.4 and 2.1.11. 

Response to Comment CV-5 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.8; 2.1.15; 
2.2.1; 2.3.1; and 2.3.3. 

Response to Comment CV-6 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CV-7 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses 2.1.7; 2.2.2; 
and 2.3.5. 

Response to Comment CV-8 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.3. 

Response to Comment CV-9 

The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and interests. In addition, please refer to 
Master Response 2.2.2. 

Response to Comment CV-10 

The comment requests that the CCWB study the magnitude and agroecological impacts of 
regulation on the economic, social, and cultural wellbeing of the Salinas Valley Community as 
part of the CEQA process for DAO 4.0.  

CEQA provides a mechanism to identify, evaluate and disclose to the public whether a 
government project will result in significant effects on the physical environment, to identify 
alternatives to the project, and to indicate whether any significant effects to the environment 
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can be mitigated or avoided. As required by CEQA, the DEIR provides an analysis of the 
economic impacts of DAO 4.0, insofar as those impacts may create a significant impact on the 
environment. Please refer to Master Response 2.10.  In addition, while CEQA requires an 
analysis of whether a project may have impacts on cultural resources, the analysis is limited by 
CEQA to impacts on physical resources, such as historical buildings or objects, archaeological 
resources, or paleontological resources. (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5.) The DEIR provides an 
analysis of the impacts of DAO 4.0 as it relates to these types of physical cultural resources. 
CEQA does not provide a mechanism for or a mandate to evaluate social impacts of projects. 

Response to Comment CV-11 

The comment expresses concern that the DAO 4.0 is too long, complicated, and confusing, and 
discourages innovation and solutions. The comment is noted. Please also see Master Response 
2.1.11 and 2.1.4. 

Response to Comment CV-12 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.8.8 and 
2.2.2. 

Response to Comment CV-13 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.2.2 and 
2.3.5. 

Response to Comment CV-14 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.8; 2.1.15; 
2.2.2; 2.2.3; 2.3.7; 2.3.10; 2.3.3; and 2.5.8. 

Response to Comment CV-15 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.10. 

Response to Comment CV-16 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.9.1; 2.9.3; 
2.1.5; 2.1.13; 2.1.15; 2.1.2; 2.1.4; 2.2.1; 2.3.1; 2.5.1; and 2.5.2. 

Response to Comment CV-17 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.4. 

Response to Comment CV-18 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.2. 

Response to Comment CV-19 

Thank you for your comment. The CCWB acknowledges the importance of CEQA compliance and 
the individual interests of the Salinas Valley community. The CCWB asserts that the DEIR, as 
presently drafted, meets the applicable regulatory requirements for CEQA compliance. No 
changes have been made in response to this comment.    
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Response to Comment CV-20 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.4. 

Response to Comment CV-21 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.8; 2.1.11; 
and 2.1.13. 

Response to Comment CV-22 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.11 and 
2.1.15. 

Response to Comment CV-23 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CV-24 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.7. 

Response to Comment CV-25 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.2.2 and 
2.3.5. 

Response to Comment CV-26 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.9.1; 2.9.3; 
and 2.1.13. 

Response to Comment CV-27 

Thank you for your comment. 
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Letter CW: Abby Taylor-Silva, Grower-Shipper Association of Central California (June 22, 
2020) 

 

Letter CW 
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Attachments 

Attachment A. Investigation Report: Factors Potentially Contributing 
to the Contamination of Romaine Lettuce Implicated 
in the Three Outbreaks of E. Coli O157:H5 During the 
Fall of 2019 

Note to Readers: 

The materials provided in Attachment A have been omitted from this 
section because they do not contain specific comments on the DEIR or 
DAO 4.0. 

These materials are available for review in Section 3.3. 
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Response to Comment CW-1 

Thank you for your comment. The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and 
interests. 

Response to Comment CW-2 

Thank you for your comment.  

Response to Comment CW-3 

Thank you for your comment.  

Response to Comment CW-4 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CW-5 

The comment states that the Nitrogen Fertilizer Application Limits proposed in the DAO are void 
of legal justification and directly contravene the State Water Board’s direction in the ESJ Order. 
The comment further states that the State Water Board’s focus was on outlier and target values, 
for the purpose of making progress toward reducing nitrogen waste discharges. The underlying 
water quality order addressed in the State Water Board ESJ Order does not include application 
limits, and therefore, the ESJ Order does not provide specific direction. Please also refer to 
Response to Comment BN-19 discussing the legal justification for establishing nitrogen fertilizer 
application limits. The Order’s Findings explain the connection between overapplication of 
fertilizer and exceedances of the nitrogen water quality objectives in groundwater, as well as 
the use of the outlier approach to establish the fertilizer nitrogen application limits. (See 
Attachment A, Findings, pages 96-101, paragraphs 12-24.) By establishing crop-specific fertilizer 
application limits at the 90th and 85th percentile of data received from 2014 to 2019 TNA 
reporting information during, RAO 4.0 takes an outlier approach as the vast majority of 
dischargers are expected to meet the crop-specific application limits. Similarly, the application 
limit for all other crops is set at a “per acre, per crop” level that 98 percent of those crops are 
currently achieving.  Please also refer to Master Response 2.3.10 (Fertilizer Application Limits). 

Response to Comment CW-6 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment CW-7 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.5.3. 

Response to Comment CW-8 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.8. 

Response to Comment CW-9 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.3. 
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Response to Comment CW-10 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.8 and 
2.2.3. 

Response to Comment CW-11 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.5.5. 

Response to Comment CW-12 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.5.5; 2.5.3; 
and 2.5.4. 

Response to Comment CW-13 through CW-16 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CW-17 

The comment expresses concern that the DEIR does not adequately detail the project. The 
comment does not indicate any specific instances where the DEIR lacks detail; however, the 
comment indicates that the “Ag Partner Submittal” comments include a comprehensive review 
of the DEIR. Please refer to the CCWB’s response to the Ag Partner Submittal [Comments BN-01 
through BN-566]. 

In addition, the comment expresses concern that CCWB’s estimate of hourly costs for in-house 
staff for completion of compliance reporting is too low. Please refer to Master Response 2.9.1. 

Response to Comment CW-18 

The comment expresses concern that the DEIR improperly concluded that DAO 4.0 would have 
less than significant impacts on agricultural land conversion due to economic impacts. The 
comment refers to a study published by Hamilton and McCullough, A Decade of Change: A Case 
Study of Regulatory Compliance Costs in the Produce Industry (Hamilton and McCullough 2018). 
The study documents the rising costs of regulatory compliance for a lettuce farm in the Salinas 
Valley. The study examines the cost of all regulatory compliance costs, including education and 
training, air quality, pesticide regulation, food safety, workers compensation, worker health and 
safety, and wage requirements. The study concludes that the cost of all regulatory compliance 
for this farm rose from $109.16 per acre in 2006 to $977.30 per acre in 2017.  However, the 
study does not examine or make conclusions about whether these costs would have any impact 
on a farm’s ability to do business, make profits, or result in a conversion of agricultural land. 

In addition, the comment cites a January 21, 2019 letter to CCWB from Mark Mason of 
Huntington Farms, describing a rise in compliance costs as a result of compliance with previous 
Agricultural Waiver requirements. A copy of the referenced letter is not included with the 
comment. Without a specific review of the referenced letter, CCWB is not prepared to comment 
on its contents. CCWB recognizes that RAO 4.0 will result in increased compliance costs for some 
agricultural operations. However, the comment does not provide substantial evidence that the 
increased cost of compliance would result in a significant impact related to the conversion of 
agricultural land. Please refer to Master Response 2.10. 
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Response to Comment CW-19 

The comment states that the Ag Partners retained ERA Economics to review compliance costs 
for iceberg lettuce and that review is included in the “Ag Partner Submittal.” Please refer to the 
CCWB’s response to the Ag Partner Submittal [Comments BN-01 through BN-566]. In addition, 
please refer to Master Response 2.9.1. 

Response to Comment CW-20 through CW-30 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.1. 

Response to Comment CW-31 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.9.1; 2.2.5; 
2.2.3; and 2.5.7. 

Response to Comment CW-32 

The comment requests that the CCWB give significant consideration to trade secret claims 
related to the nitrogen removed data reported to the CCWB, as this data being reported now is 
unique and has, for decades, been confidentially held by agricultural businesses. The comment 
also states that allowing ILRP information, specifically the electronic Notice of Intent (eNOI) 
form, on the internet through the GeoTracker database eliminates any level of accountability 
and allows for this data to be obtained by anyone, anywhere, anonymously, whereas 
information sought through a Public Records Act request provides for some level of 
accountability and acts as a barrier to nefarious activity because it requires the requesting 
person to share some personal information as well.  

The concern that nitrogen removed data may be a trade secret is noted. As appropriate, the 
CCWB will update its trade secrets guide for Dischargers (Resources for Growers, Protection of 
Trade Secrets and Secret Processes, available at https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralcoast/ 
water_issues/programs/ag_waivers/docs/resources4growers/trade_secrets_guide.pdf), which is 
consistent with the process described in the Monterey County Superior Court’s Statement of 
Decision in Rava Ranches, Inc., et al. v. California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central 
Coast Region, et al., (Case No. 16CV000255): 

1.  If no [California Public Records Act (CPRA)] request has been made, then Water Code 
section 13267 (b)(2) imposes a mandatory duty on Respondent to refrain from making 
portions of a report available for public inspection when (1) requested by the person 
furnishing a report, and (2) the portions of the report might disclose trade secrets.  

2.  If a CPRA request for the records has been made, then Water Code section 13267(b)(2) 
imposes a mandatory duty on Respondent to refrain from releasing portions of a report 
to the public when  

a.  requested by the person furnishing a report,  

b.  the report contains trade secrets as defined by [the California Uniform Trade 
Secrets Act]; and  

https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralcoast/water_issues/programs/ag_waivers/docs/resources4growers/trade_secrets_guide.pdf
https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/centralcoast/water_issues/programs/ag_waivers/docs/resources4growers/trade_secrets_guide.pdf
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c.  the interest in maintaining the confidentiality of the trade secrets outweighs the 
public interest in disclosure. (See Wat. Code, § 13267, subd. (b)(2); see also Gov. 
Code, § 6254, subd. (k); see also Evid. Code, §§ 1060 & 1061, subd. (a)(l); see 
also Uribe, supra, at p. 206.) 

In providing access to eNOI information on GeoTracker, the CCWB’s practice is consistent with 
the Public Records Act and mindful of individual privacy rights. The publicly-available 
information on GeoTracker does not include phone numbers or email addresses of operators, 
landowner, or the ranch/farm point of contact, nor the mailing addresses of the landowner or 
ranch/farm point of contact. Although most requesters of information under the Public Records 
Act do provide agencies with a name and contact information to facilitate the exchange of 
information, nothing in the Public Records Act precludes an anonymous request except in 
limited circumstances not relevant to the RAO 4.0. The CCWB cannot require requesters to 
identify themselves to obtain disclosable information. Finally, an agency may not require the 
requester provide the purpose for which the records are being requested. Due to the frequency 
with which certain types of information are sought through Public Records Act requests and the 
deadlines in which a State agency must respond, the CCWB has chosen to make some 
information, such as portions of eNOIs for the Agricultural Order, available to the public online. 

Response to Comment CW-33 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment CW-34 

The comment states a concern that all submitted materials directly to GeoTracker will be 
publicly available, with no Public Records Act (PRA) requirement attached and requests a public 
process associated with any decision by the Regional Board to post this information publicly. 
Prior to making a category of information available to the public through GeoTracker, the CCWB 
considers whether such information is disclosable under the Public Records Act. The CCWB does 
not believe that the process described in the comment is necessary. 
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Letter CX: Claire Wineman, Grower-Shipper Association of Santa Barbara and San Luis Obispo 
Counties (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CX 
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Response to Comment CX-1 

The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and interests. 

Response to Comment CX-2 

This comment is noted.  Please refer also to Master Response 2.1.14. 

Response to Comment CX-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.8.8.; 2.9.1; 
2.1.11; 2.1.2; and 2.3.3. 

Response to Comment CX-4 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.9. 

Response to Comment CX-5 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.5; 2.3.7; 
2.3.1; 2.3.10; 2.3.3; and 2.3.4. 

Response to Comment CX-6 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.7.5 and 
2.7.1. 

Response to Comment CX-7 

The comment expresses concern that the CEQA analysis does not respond to the commenter’s 
concerns raised in the April 30, 2018 joint comment letter regarding CEQA scoping. The 
comment does not describe these concerns but indicates that they are detailed in the “Ag 
Partner Submittal.” Please refer to the CCWB’s response to the Ag Partner Submittal [Comments 
BN-01 through BN-566]. 

Response to Comment CX-8 

Thank you for your comment.  
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Letter CY: Jynel Gularte, Rincon Farms, Inc. (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CY 
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Response to Comment CY-1 

Thank you for your comment.  

Response to Comment CY-2 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.2. 

Response to Comment CY-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.11. 

Response to Comment CY-4 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.2. 

Response to Comment CY-5 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.1. 

Response to Comment CY-6 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.7 and 
2.1.4. 

Response to Comment CY-7 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.11 and 
2.3.3. 

Response to Comment CY-8 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.3. 

Response to Comment CY-9 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.7; 2.1.8; 
2.2.2; and 2.2.3. 

Response to Comment CY-10 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.9. 

Response to Comment CY-11 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.7.5; 2.7.6; 
and 2.7.1. 

Response to Comment CY-12 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.3. 
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Response to Comment CY-13 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.8 and 
2.3.9. 

Response to Comment CY-14 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.4.2 and 
2.4.4. 

Response to Comment CY-15 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.2.2 and 
2.5.5. 

Response to Comment CY-16 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.6.6. 

Response to Comment CY-17 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.8; 2.2.2; 
and 2.3.5. 

Response to Comment CY-18 through CY-19 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment CY-20 

The comment expresses concern that the DEIR did not evaluate certain economic impacts, 
including land values, property taxes, and lease rates. Please refer to Master Response 2.10. In 
addition, please refer to Master Response 2.9.1. 

Response to Comment CY-21 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.1.  

Response to Comment CY-22 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.2. 

Response to Comment CY-23 

The comment expresses concern that the economic analysis in the DEIR does not examine 
impacts to growers, linked industries (e.g., processing and shipping), communities, and the 
region. In response to the comment, please refer to Master Response 2.10. 

Response to Comment CY-24 

The comment states that the economic impacts on farmers as a result of DAO 4.0 will be 
complicated and speculative. The comment is noted. It does not address environmental issues 
evaluated in the DEIR, and no further response is necessary. 
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Response to Comment CY-25 through CY-26 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.1. 

Response to Comment CY-27 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.2. 

Response to Comment CY-28 through CY-33 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.1. 

Response to Comment CY-34 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.14. 
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Letter CZ: Karl F. Wittstrom, Margarita Vineyards (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter CZ 
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Response to Comment CZ-1 

Thank you for your comment. The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and 
interests. Please refer also to Master Response 2.3.10. 

Response to Comment CZ-2 

The CCWB appreciates that the comment that webinars have been helpful to the commenter. 
Please refer also to Master Response 2.1.4 

Response to Comment CZ-3 

This comment asserts deficiencies in the economic analysis, including deficiencies related to 
land fallowing, cost for professional support, loss of production, and the market. For comments 
related to adverse economic impacts resulting from implementation of DAO 4.0, refer to Master 
Response 2.9.1. In response to comments related to the adequacy of the economic impact 
analysis in the DEIR and the requirements for CEQA compliance, refer to Master Response 2.10.  

Response to Comment CZ-4 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.2. 
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