
MINUTES 
 

SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY AGRICULTURAL LIAISON 
ADVISORY BOARD (ALAB) 

 
MONDAY,  SEPTEMBER 8, 2008 

7:00PM 
Farm Bureau Conference Room 
651 Tank Farm Road 
San Luis Obispo, CA 
 
Members/Alternates Present: Lisen Bonnier, Joy Fitzhugh, Tom Ikeda, Bob Lilley, Anne 
McMahon, Eric Michielssen, Dick Nock, Mark Pearce, Chuck Pritchard, David Pruitt, 
Richard Quandt, Neil Roberts,  Bill Struble, Don Warden, Dan Westigard, Jean-Pierre 
Wolff 
 
County Staff Present: Brenda Ouwerkerk, Co. Ag. Dept., Jim Orton, Co. Counsel, Paavo 
Ogren, Mark Hutchinson, Co. Public Works Dept., Vince Morici, Co. Administrative 
Office 
 
Also Present: Supervisor Jim Patterson, Karen Mansfield, David Broadwater 
 
1.  Call To Order, Self Introductions:  7:05pm by Chairman Warden 
 
2.  Open Comment:   Broadwater provided  handout and copy of the draft  Ordinance to 
Establish Regulations for the Land Application of Biosolids/Treated Sewage Sledge.  
Broadwater reported comments can be submitted to the Environmental Health Dept. 
through December, 2008.   Second draft is expected next year with another opportunity 
for comments. Ouwerkerk informed members staff from the Co. Environmental Health 
Dept.will make a presentation of the draft ordinance at either the October or November 
ALAB meeting. 
 
3.  Reports from Members/Guests:   

• Fitzhugh reported: a proposal to authorize a consultant to develop the ballot 
measure for creating a Countywide Vector Control District will be presented to 
the Board of Supervisors on October 7, 2008.  A graduated fee assessment 
formula is under discussion.  Farm Bureau continues to support program, but is 
following the fee issues closely. 

• Lilley reported: August 26 the Board of Supervisors voted to keep the Ag 
Element a separate/stand alone element from the Conservation Element, which is 
currently under review; review of 34 existing Ag Element policies may take place 
as the Ag Element will need to be formally re-adopted as a stand-alone document; 
Board of Supervisors asked Co. staff to make recommendations to prioritize 
which policies, if any, need to be reviewed or amended.  Co.Ag Dept. 
recommended the two ag cluster policies be authorized for amendments, and 



leave the rest of the Ag Policies as they currently stand.  Lilley provided copy of 
letter to Board of Supervisors dated August 28, 2008 making this 
recommendation.  October 14, 2008 the Board of Supervisors may discuss this 
request and may prioritize policy review. 

• Ouwerkerk reported: Co. Ag Dept. has filed a request for emergency declaration 
with the Calif. Office of Emergency Services due to rangeland losses from 
continuing local drought conditions. USDA programs may become available if 
declaration is granted.  “Events” Draft Ordinance is being modified by a 
subcommittee of members from the Co. Planning Commission, Co. Planning and 
Building Dept. and the Co. Ag. Dept.   Report will be presented at the October 23 
Planning Commission meeting. 

• Pearce reported as ALAB Representative to the Transfer of Development Credits 
(TDC) committee:  committee members are reviewing a draft document which 
should be released soon. Draft contains many good ideas. 

• Fitzhugh requested order of agenda be changed: switch agenda items # 6 and #5. 
Request granted. 

 
4.  Review and Approval of July 7, 2008 minutes:  Motion by Ikeda, seconded by 
Bonnier to approve minutes.  Motion carried, (12-0). 
 
6.  Los Osos Wastewater Project update and implications to agriculture: 
Orgren and Hutchinson provided a detailed update of the project.  EIR is under 
development and will be released for public comment possibly November, 2008.  Co. Ag 
Dept. has been included in discussions of impacts to ag resources.  Hutchinson provided 
map of several potential sites for project.  Site(s) have not been selected yet.  All sites are 
in the Coastal Zone, some are AG zoned and some under Williamson/Ag Preserve 
contract. Ag easements could help mitigate impacts to ag resources. Examples of 
requirements for several types of project designs: 20.0 acres for treatment plant, 8-10.0 
acres for wet weather storage of treated effluent, 175.0 acres for treated effluent spray 
field.  
 
Questions, comments and concerns from members and some responses are summarized 
as follows:  

• neighboring vegetable crops  potentially affected by project, especially in regards 
to food safety issues and meeting Leafy Greens Act requirements.  Concern was 
acknowledged as important.  Discussions continue with Co. Ag Dept. regarding 
potential impacts to on and neighboring off site ag production 

• recharge of ground water. Explanation of several types of projects was provided. 
• alternative technologies and possible use of treated water for ag. Coastal RCD has 

informed the Co. Board of Supervisors they have technical expertise to develop 
ag land mitigation measures and habitat conservation planning 

• consistency with current Ag and Open Space Element Policies 2, 18, 24 and the 
determination as to whether a feasible alternative to a chosen site exists or not will 
be critical to this evaluation. Policy 17 also requires buffering to protect 
neighboring farming and Williamson/Ag Preserve contracts will need to be 
acquired. 



• status of Mid Town site as this site does not present issues of significance to 
agriculture and how to control expansion of growth towards out of town sites.   

• concern for future water needs in state and county and if treatment plant design 
and technology will allow future re-use of water for ag and others.  Explanation of 
potential future expansion of treatment procedures was provided. 

 
Hutchinson requested ALAB members send any questions to him. Warden stated  this –
project could be added to a future ALAB meeting agenda, if needed. 
 
Warden asked Orton about requirements or limitations of ALAB for discussion of 
individual projects such as the Los Osos Wastewater Project.  ALAB historically has 
discussed policies in general. Orton responded that ALAB has more flexibility than the 
Ag Preserve Review Committee, for example, because ALAB is an advisory body and 
does not make findings or determinations that directly affect individual projects. 
Patterson stated ALAB is advisory to the Co. Board of Supervisors like many other 
advisory bodies, and should give feedback not only on policies but individual projects 
and issues that impact their area of expertise and ALAB is looked to for advice on 
agriculture related issues and Patterson appreciated hearing concerns.  Warden stressed 
he wishes to have fair and accurate presentations of issues.  
 
5.  Review and Possible Action on Agricultural Policy 16:  Agricultural Land 
Conservation Programs: (Brian Rianda could not attend meeting).  
Lilley reintroduced policy.  Orton explained he administers contracts for Ag/Open Space 
Easements for Ag Cluster projects.  Easements governed by the Open Space Easement 
Act in Gov. Code for preserving land.  Use of land under easement is enforceably 
restricted and owner is entitled to tax relief.  Orton reviewed handout provided titled 
Draft Agricultural Lands Clustering Open-Space Agreement.  
 
Questions, comments and concerns from members and some responses are summarized 
as follows:  

• allowable uses such as ag processing, homes as estate properties on  Open Space 
Easements.   Varies according to type of cluster project 

• level of County’s monitoring of compliance of conditions of  Ag Easements.  
Could be strengthened. 

• restrictions of advertising and signage of ag activities such as U-Pick operations – 
fall under development plan and conditions of easement can be amended. 

• how open space easements are valued – deferred to Co. Assessor 
• protection of eminent domain provided with easements – ability to abandon if 

needed 
McMahan provided handouts and requested a future discussion on Open Space 
Districts as another tool to protect ag land and as an option for someone other than 
SLO County holding easements. McMahan volunteered to contact a representative 
from Sonoma County to make presentation. 
Patterson mentioned Districts could be a way to raise funds to purchase conservation 
easements.   

 



7. Review and Possible Action: Proposal to change SLO County Boundary to move a 
portion of Suey Ranch from SLO County to Santa Barbara County  
Warden again reported his concerns about ALAB discussion of an individual property 
owner’s project and the fair presentation of information.  Warden stated direction of 
discussion could be about county boundary changes in general. 
Lilley explained this request is a unique situation and the Co. Administrative Office is in 
the lead with the Co. Ag. Dept. providing comments on potential impacts to local ag 
resources. Lilley provided copy of letter submitted to Morici, dated  July 22, 2008, from 
the Co. Ag. Dept. outlining the Dept’s concerns relative to ag resources created by 
changing the SLO County boundary lines. 
Morici presented the process to allow minor boundary changes and the requirements as 
stated in the Gov. Code. 
August 26, 2008 the Board of Supervisors held a hearing and did not file a notice to 
protest the request.  Hearing will be continued September 16, 2008. If Board takes no 
action, request is granted.  
 
Questions, comments and concerns from members and some responses are summarized 
as follows:  

• other property owners in area can make the same request, sets precedent for 
potential future land transfers along entire border of SLO Co.  

•  Process is available to any property owner that meets criteria established in Gov. 
Code 

• property owner can file for future additional boundary changes 
• losses and gains to SLO Co. were discussed, including lost revenue  
• SLO Co. may possibly not allow property to be developed, why not allow to go to 

Santa Barbara Co. if property owner wants to ultimately develop  
• how to ensure property can remain in agriculture production. SLO Co. does not 

authority to dictate how property may be used in future 
• stauts of current land conservation contract.  Must be transferred to Santa Barbara 

Co. 
• SLO Co. Sheriff Dept. given an opportunity to respond to this request.  Sheriff 

submitted a letter to Board of Supervisors to address this point 
• land exchange or loss of ag land in general a problem 
• historical act – has not happened since 1990 and 1866 

 
Motion by McMahan: ALAB recommend to Board of Sup. to not support request to 
move boundary line. Seconded by Bonnier. 
 
Motion carried, (12-1).  Letter to be written before September 16, 2008 to Board of 
Supervisors. 
 
Quandt reported reasons why property exchange should take: prime ag land, some of 
most valuable ag land in state, is on east and west side of city of Santa Maria, which has a 
greenbelt agreement to preserve this land, by not expanding to east and west.  Expansion 
of city to the northern foothills is an alternative for growth. From a land use planning 



perspective, this could provide room for urban expansion while protecting important ag 
land.   
McMahan questioned the appropriateness of SLO Co. assisting Santa Barbara Co. with 
their land use practices, at the detriment of SLO Co., due to loss of ag land and revenue. 
 
 
8.  Future Agenda Items/Meetings:  October 6, 2008 next meeting: agenda ideas included 
wrap-up of  AGP 16 by inviting Brian Rianda from the Monterey Land Trust to discuss 
preservation of intensely cultivated land; presentation about  Sonoma County’s 
Agricultural District Programs; presentation from staff from County Environmental 
Health Department  on draft Ordinance to Establish Regulations for the Land Application 
of Biosolids/Treated Sewage Sledge; revisions to the ALAB Organizational Structure and 
Operating Guidelines. 
 
Quandt requested ALAB review several initiatives such as Strategic Growth and 
Inclusionary Housing Ordinance review, to provide direction to the Board of Supervisors 
for their October 14, 2008 meeting where they are to determine priorities regarding land 
use planning work.  Patterson reminded members that Co. Planning Dept. staff should 
return to ALAB for input and issues of this nature should be agendized at appropriate 
time.  Quandt reported the Co.Health Commission will discuss pesticide use and ground 
water protection on November 17, 2008.  Ouwerkerk reported staff from the Co. Ag. 
Dept. could present information on the Health Commission’s information request. 
 
Meeting Adjourned: 9:40pm. 


