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X. RESPONSE TO COMMENTS: 2008 DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT REPORT 

The letters of comment for the 2008 Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) are given in the 
order listed below, with the responses following the individual letters. Letters of comment are 
reproduced in total, and numerical annotation has been added as appropriate to delineate and 
reference the responses to those comments. 
 
A. FEDERAL, STATE, AND LOCAL AGENCIES 

Commenter and Address Code Letter Date Page 

Native American Heritage Commission 
915 Capitol Mall, Room 364 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Contact: Katy Sanchez, Program Analyst 

NAHC October 3, 2008 X.A.-3 

County of San Luis Obispo  
Department of Public Works 
County Government Center, Room 207 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93408 
Contact: Glenn Marshall, Development Services Engineer 

SLOPW October 6, 2008 
Rev. October 16, 2008 X.A.-7 

State of California  
State Water Resources Control Board 
Division of Water Rights 
1001 I Street, 14th Floor 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
Contact: Matthew J. McCarthy, Chief Watershed 1 

SWRCB October 7, 2008 X.A.-10 

State of California  
Regional Water Quality Control Board [a] 
Central Coast Region 
895 Aerovista Place, Suite 101 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 
Contact: Roger W. Briggs, Executive Officer 

RWQCB[a] October 16, 2008 X.A.-12 

State of California  
Department of Water Resources 
1416 Ninth Street 
Sacramento, CA 94236 
Contact: Mike Zumot, Acting Chief Division of Safety of 

Dams 

DWR October 29, 2008 X.A.-18 

County of San Luis Obispo  
Department of Public Works Utilities Division 
County Government Center, Room 207 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93408 
Contact: Nola Engelskirger 

SLOPWU November 6, 2008 X.A.-21 
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Commenter and Address Code Letter Date Page 

State of California  
Department of Transportation 
50 Higuera Street 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 
Contact: James Kilmer 

CALTRANS November 7, 2008 X.A.-24 

San Luis Obispo Council of Governments 
1150 Osos Street, Suite 202 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 
Contact: James Worthley, Transportation Planner 

SLOCOG November 8, 2008 X.A.-28 

City of Arroyo Grande  
Community Development 
214 East Branch Street 
Arroyo Grande, CA 93421 
Contact: Teresa McClish, AICP, Acting Community 
Development Director 

AGCD November 10, 2008 X.A.-33 

State of California  
Department of Fish and Game 
Central Region 
1234 East Shaw Avenue 
Fresno, CA 93710 
Contact: William Loudermilk, Regional Manager 

CDFG November 18, 2008 X.A.-38 

County of San Luis Obispo  
Department of Agriculture/ Measurement Standards 
2156 Sierra Way, Suite A 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 
Contact: Lynda Auchinachie, Agriculture Department 

SLOAG November 21, 2008 X.A.-52 

United States Department of the Interior 
Fish and Wildlife Service 
2493 Portola Road, Suite B 
Ventura, CA 93003 

USFWS December 1, 2008 X.A.-55 

County of San Luis Obispo  
Air Pollution Control District 
3433 Roberto Court 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 

APCD December 2, 2008 X.A.-63 

State of California  
Regional Water Quality Control Board [b] 
Central Coast Region 
895 Aerovista Place, Suite 101 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 
Contact: Roger W. Briggs, Executive Officer 

RWQCB[b] December 2, 2008 X.A.-69 
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NAHC-1 

NAHC-2 

NAHC-3 

NAHC-4 

NAHC-5 
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Responses to Native American Heritage Commission’s Comments 
 

Comment 
No. Comment 

NAHC-1 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

NAHC-2 The archaeological technical studies included a records search, which is documented in the 
confidential reports on file at the County of San Luis Obispo. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

NAHC-3 
As noted in the EIR, Final EIR Section V.D. Archaeological Resources, Phase One surface surveys 
and an extended Phase One/Phase Two subsurface investigation was conducted for the site. The 
reports were submitted to the University of California Santa Barbara Information Center. No changes 
to the EIR are necessary. 

NAHC-4 An archival records search was conducted as part of the technical studies. Native American 
representatives were onsite during subsurface testing. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

NAHC-5 Please refer to AR/mm-1 through AR/mm-11, which address the noted recommendations for 
mitigation. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 
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SLOPW-1 

SLOPW-3 

SLOPW-4 

SLOPW-5 

SLOPW-6 

SLOPW-7 

SLOPW-8 

SLOPW-9 

SLOPW-2 
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SLOPW-10 

SLOPW-11 
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Responses to County of San Luis Obispo Department of Public Works’ Comments 
 

Comment 
No. Comment 

SLOPW-1 Comment noted; Mitigation measure TR/mm-11 has been modified to include the California 
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) as requested. 

SLOPW-2 
Please refer to revised mitigation measure TR/mm-11 and HM/mm-2 in Chapter II Table II-1, 
Chapter VIII Table VIII-1, Final EIR Section V.N. Transportation and Circulation, and Final EIR 
Section V.G. Hazards and Hazardous Materials, which have been amended to address your 
comment and clarify the mitigation requirements. 

SLOPW-3 
Please refer to revised mitigation measures TR/mm-1 and TR/mm-2 in Chapter II Table II-1, 
Chapter VIII Table VIII-1, and Final EIR Section V.N. Transportation and Circulation, which have 
been amended to address your comment and clarify the mitigation requirements. 

SLOPW-4 Please refer to TR Impact 14 in Chapter II Table II-1 for corrected text. 

SLOPW-5 
Please refer to revised mitigation measure WAT/mm-10, which incorporates reference to the 
County Storm Water Pollution Control and Drainage Ordinance, in Chapter II Table II-1, Chapter 
VIII Table VIII-1, and Section V.P. Water Resources. 

SLOPW-6 

As noted in Chapter III Project Description, the applicant originally proposed a crash gate or 
removable bollards at the secondary access road. Based on consultation with CAL FIRE, this 
method is not acceptable; therefore, alternative methods are recommended as mitigation measures 
to address CAL FIRE’s identification of a potentially significant impact due to inadequate secondary 
access. The applicant’s proposed Mitigated Project Alternative identifies a manned guard gate. A 
Knox Box would be installed as required by CAL FIRE. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

SLOPW-7 Please refer to Section III.D.3, which has been revised to reflect the updated road width standard. 

SLOPW-8 
Although retention of stormwater is not proposed by the applicant, compliance with the County Land 
Use Ordinance (Sections 22.10.155 and 22.52.110) will likely require construction of a basin to 
ensure runoff does not exceed the estimated pre-development rate (refer to mitigation measure 
WAT/mm-9). 

SLOPW-9 Please refer to Final EIR Section V.N.6.b.2(a), which has been revised to correct the reference as 
noted. 

SLOPW-10 
Please refer to mitigation measures TR/mm-1 and TR/mm-2, which have been revised to include 
the recommended language, in Chapter II Table II-1, Chapter VIII Table VIII-1, and Section V.H. 
Transportation and Circulation. 

SLOPW-11 
Please refer to Final EIR Section V.N.6.h.2, which states that “Road improvements would require 
the removal and/or impact of approximately 94 coast live oak trees and 16 sycamores.” No changes 
to the EIR are necessary. 
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SWRCB-1 

SWRCB-2 

SWRCB-3 
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Responses to State of California State Water Resources Control Board’s Comments 
 

Comment 
No. Comment 

SWRCB-1 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

SWRCB-2 

As described in Final Section V.P. Water Resources of the EIR, Wells 10, 11, 14, and 15 are 
proposed to serve the project. These wells are located within fractured bedrock. No domestic wells 
would extract water from the underflow of Los Berros Creek. Section V.P. provides additional 
information regarding these wells; please also refer to the Review of Well Testing and Sustainable 
Yield Assessment (Geosyntec 2011) located in Appendix H of the Final EIR. 

SWRCB-3 

As described in Section I Introduction, and Section V.P. Water Resources of the Final EIR, 
additional analysis of water resources was conducted to address agency and public concerns 
regarding water resources, and the project’s potential effect on water resources. Due to this 
additional analysis, a response was not prepared and submitted to your agency within 60 days; 
however, the Water Resources section of the EIR was amended and recirculated for public review. 
While the project would not divert water from Los Berros Creek, the applicant is aware of the 
permitting authority of your agency. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 
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RWQCB[a]-1 

RWQCB[a]-3 

RWQCB[a]-2 
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RWQCB[a]-4 

RWQCB[a]-5 

RWQCB[a]-6 

RWQCB-3[a] (cont’d) 
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RWQCB[a]-7 

RWQCB[a]-8 

RWQCB[a]-9 

RWQCB[a]-10 

RWQCB[a]-11 

RWQCB[a]-12 
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RWQCB[a]-12 (cont’d) 
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Responses to State of California Regional Water Quality Control Board’s Comments [a] 
 

Comment 
No. Comment 

RWQCB[a]-1 

The referenced February 18, 2004 letter includes comments related to the applicant’s original 
proposal to use on-site septic systems for wastewater treatment and disposal. Based 
identification of potentially significant impacts related to the use of on-site systems, the applicant 
revised the project to include a wastewater treatment facility and storage and re-use of recycled 
effluent on the project site. The applicant is required to comply with state and local regulations 
related to stormwater and water quality, and obtain required regulatory permits and 
authorizations prior to the County’s issuance of grading and construction permits. 

RWQCB[a]-2 

As discussed in Final Section V.O. Wastewater, the applicant proposes a community 
wastewater treatment system similar to the facilities noted in your agency’s comment letter. As 
noted in the EIR, in addition to compliance with the Basin Plan and federal, state, and local 
regulations specific to the treatment and disposal of wastewater, the applicant will be required to 
prepare detailed construction plans. We recognize your agency’s concerns regarding 
compliance and cost issues; therefore, mitigation measure WW/mm-1 has been amended to 
supplement existing regulations by requiring review and approval by the County Environmental 
Health Division and your agency prior to issuance of construction permits by the County. 
Ongoing compliance, and the cost of operation and maintenance, will be the responsibility of the 
applicant and subsequent HOA, consistent with existing regulations. 

RWQCB[a]-3 
Final EIR Section V.O.2.a. Wastewater, Regulatory Setting, Federal Policies and Regulations 
has been revised to include the correct reference (Section V.P. Water and Section V.E. 
Biological Resources). 

RWQCB[a]-4 

As noted on Section V.O.4 Wastewater, Impact Assessment and Methodology, the applicant 
proposes to use two basins, 4 acre-feet each, to store treated effluent prior to recycling during 
agricultural irrigation. Storage ponds and all associated equipment and facilities would be 
designed in compliance with existing federal, state, and local regulations, and compliance would 
be demonstrated prior to issuance of permits to construct the facility. No discharge to surface 
waters is proposed. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

RWQCB[a]-5 The commenter’s preference regarding government agency oversight, ownership, and operation 
are noted.  No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

RWQCB[a]-6 

Please refer to Recirculated Draft EIR (and Final EIR) Section V.P.5.a.2 Water Resources, 
Project-specific Impacts and Mitigation Measures, Project-wide, Drainage and Flooding. This 
section includes additional analysis and information regarding County regulations specific to 
drainage and stormwater runoff. In addition, mitigation measures WAT/mm-9 and WAT/mm-10 
has been added and expanded to ensure compliance with County Stormwater and LID 
Standards. 

RWQCB[a]-7 
Comment noted; please refer to the Recirculated EIR (2013) and Final EIR.  The applicant 
revised the proposed project to include a private wastewater treatment facility, collection system, 
storage ponds, and effluent disposal areas within the vineyards. 

RWQCB[a]-8 Please refer to Final EIR Section V.O., which assesses the project’s proposed wastewater 
treatment facility and associated improvements. 

RWQCB[a]-9 
Please refer to Final EIR Section V.O., which assesses the project’s proposed wastewater 
treatment facility and associated improvements.  The applicant is required to comply with 
RWQCB and SWRCB requirements for wastewater treatment and disposal. 

RWQCB[a]-10 
Comment noted; please refer to the Recirculated EIR (2013) and Final EIR.  The applicant 
revised the proposed project to include a private wastewater treatment facility, collection system, 
storage ponds, and effluent disposal areas within the vineyards. 

RWQCB[a]-11 Please refer to Recirculated EIR (2013) and Final EIR Section V.P. Water Resources, 
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Comment 
No. Comment 

specifically mitigation measures WAT/mm-12 which requires preparation of a SWPPP and 
Notice of Intent. 

RWQCB[a]-12 
Please refer to Recirculated EIR (2013) and Final EIR Section V.E. Biological Resources, 
specifically mitigation measure BIO/mm-1, which identifies RWQCB and Army Corps of 
Engineers permits, authorizations, and approvals that will be required prior to implementation of 
the project. 
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DWR-1 



Laetitia Agricultural Cluster Tract Map and CUP  X. Response to Comments – 2008 DEIR 

Final EIR  X.A.-19 

 

DWR-1 (cont’d) 
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Responses to State of California Department of Water Resources’ Comments 
 

Comment 
No. Comment 

DWR-1 
Based on review of your agency’s response to the Draft EIR (2008) and review of the applicant’s 
proposal, it appears that Pond Three and the northern agricultural reservoir are not subject to your 
jurisdiction for dam safety. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 
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SLOPWU-1 
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SLOPWU-2 

SLOPWU-4 

SLOPWU-3 
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Responses to County of San Luis Obispo Department of Public Works Utilities 
Division’s Comments 

 
Comment 

No. Comment 

SLOPWU-1 

Please refer to Final EIR Section V.P. Water Resources, 5. Project-specific Impacts and Mitigation 
Measures, a. Project-wide, 3) Drainage and Flooding, which includes additional information 
regarding flooding in Arroyo Grande Creek.  Mitigation measure WAT/mm-9 has been revised to 
specifically require analysis of 2-year, 5-year, and 10-year storm events using the recommended 
model.  The mitigation measure requires no increase in stormwater discharge flow rates from the 
project site.  

SLOPWU-2 

Please refer to Final EIR Section V.P. Water Resources, 5. Project-specific Impacts and Mitigation 
Measures, a. Project-wide, 3) Drainage and Flooding, which includes additional information 
regarding Arroyo Grande Creek and mitigation measures WAT/mm-14 incorporates recommended 
BMPs from the Arroyo Grande Creek Erosion, Sedimentation and Flooding Alternatives Study 
(Swanson Hydrology + Geomorphology 2006). 

SLOPWU-3 

Please refer to Recirculated Draft EIR (and Final EIR) Section V.P.5.a.3 Water Resources, 
Project-specific Impacts and Mitigation Measures, Project-wide, Drainage and Flooding. This 
section includes additional analysis and information regarding County regulations specific to 
drainage and stormwater runoff. In addition, mitigation measures WAT/mm-10 has been added to 
ensure compliance with County LID Standards. 

SLOPWU-4 The applicant would be required to submit revised drainage calculations based on the final tract 
map configuration and grading plans (refer to mitigation measures WAT/mm-9 and WAT/mm-10).  

 



Laetitia Agricultural Cluster Tract Map and CUP  X. Response to Comments – 2008 DEIR 

Final EIR  X.A.-24 

 

CALTRANS-1 
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CALTRANS-2 

CALTRANS-1 
(cont’d) 

CALTRANS-3 

CALTRANS-5 

CALTRANS-4 
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CALTRANS-7 

CALTRANS-6 

CALTRANS-8 
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Response to State of California Department of Transportation’s Comments 
 

Comment 
No. Comment 

CALTRANS-1 
The project does not include use of Laetitia Vineyard Drive and the intersection with Highway 101 
as primary access. The EIR acknowledges that compliance with the secondary access gate may 
be compromised and identifies a significant and unavoidable impact based on Caltrans’ noted 
limitations related to the existing encroachment permit. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

CALTRANS-2 
Thank you for your comment. As noted in the EIR, installation of a “crash gate” is not consistent 
with Cal Fire requirements for secondary access, and the applicant’s current proposal to install a 
guarded gate would not ensure compliance with access limitations.  

CALTRANS-3 

Further consultation with CAL FIRE, including an agency meeting with the County, your agency, 
and CAL FIRE was conducted on February 22, 2011 and additional consultation occurred in 
2013. Based on these meetings, CAL FIRE verified that a “crash gate” is not acceptable, 
pursuant to Section 503.6 of the 2010 California Fire Code. While the applicant’s proposed 
guarded gate is considered acceptable by CAL FIRE, the Final EIR notes that this proposal does 
not address Caltrans concerns that the Laetitia Vineyard Drive/U.S. 101 intersection may be used 
by future residents in non-emergency situations. 

CALTRANS-4 Comment noted. 

CALTRANS-5 
Please refer to mitigation measure TR/mm-1, which states that the improvements would be 
constructed and implemented under a Caltrans encroachment permit or Project Study Report. No 
changes to the EIR are necessary. 

CALTRANS-6 
Please refer to mitigation measure TR/mm-2, which states that the improvements would be 
constructed and implemented under a Caltrans encroachment permit or Project Study Report. No 
changes to the EIR are necessary. 

CALTRANS-7 
Please refer to mitigation measure TR/mm-5, which states that the improvements would be 
constructed and implemented under a Caltrans encroachment permit or Project Study Report. No 
changes to the EIR are necessary. 

CALTRANS-8 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 
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SLOCOG-4 

SLOCOG-3 

SLOCOG-2 

SLOCOG-1 
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SLOCOG-9 

SLOCOG-8 

SLOCOG-7 

SLOCOG-6 

SLOCOG-5 
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SLOCOG-11 

SLOCOG-10 

SLOCOG-9 
(cont’d) 
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Responses to San Luis Obispo Council of Government’s Comments 
 

Comment 
No. Comment 

SLOCOG-1 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

SLOCOG-2 

The intent of TR/mm-11 is to restrict secondary access to emergency vehicles only; however, as 
noted in the EIR, CAL FIRE requires secondary access be automatically accessible in the event 
of an emergency. The EIR notes this conflict between the two agencies, and the potentially 
significant and unavoidable impact that would occur in the event person(s) use the secondary 
access road in a non-emergency situation. TR/mm-11 and HM/mm-2 have been revised to 
include additional language, including use of a gate that prevents non-emergency ingress on the 
secondary access road, and installation of a “KNOX” box to allow ingress by emergency vehicles. 
Refer to Final EIR Chapter II Table II-1, Chapter VIII Table VIII-1, Section V.N. Transportation 
and Circulation, and Section V.G. Hazards and Hazardous Materials for the revised mitigation 
measures. 

SLOCOG-3 

As part of the transportation and circulation analysis for the EIR, road segments were observed 
and compared to County road standards (i.e., road width, striping, shoulders, etc.) based on 
existing and estimated traffic average daily trips. No road shoulder improvements were warranted 
along Thompson Road. San Luis Obispo County Bikeways Plan (2010 Update), Appendix B, 
Figure 3: South County shows a proposed Class II Bikeway on North Thompson Road between 
U.S. Highway 101 and Sheehy Road (project transportation route identified in the EIR); however, 
this is not identified in the plan as a Class II Bikeways Priorities project in the 2010 Plan.  Based 
on review by County Public Works and the County Parks Division, bike lanes were not identified 
as a required off-site road improvement for this project. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

SLOCOG-4 

As noted in your comment letter, the terrain on the northern property is varied, and steeply 
sloping in portions. These northern properties are currently accessed via unimproved roads, 
which take direct access on Highway 101. The applicant does not propose to connect to these 
northern properties. It is beyond the scope of the EIR to consider how adjacent properties (not 
included in the project) would be accessed. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

SLOCOG-5 

The EIR assessed the potential demand for transit services, and did not identify any significant 
transit demands, due to the rural location of the proposed, private and gated development, rural 
development standards for Upper Los Berros Road, and distance between the main entry gate 
and U.S. 101. Therefore, no transit improvements are included as mitigation. No changes to the 
EIR are necessary. 

SLOCOG-6 

Based on subsequent consultation with Caltrans (February 22, 2011), the agency is not pursuing 
median barriers at the Laetitia Vineyard Drive and Highway 101 intersection; however, this 
planning effort may be re-initiated in the future. Regardless of the median project, Caltrans 
objects to use of the Laetitia Vineyard Drive/Highway 101 at-grade intersection for residential use. 
No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

SLOCOG-7 

Final EIR Section V.N.6.b.4(a) and Section V.N.7.b have been clarified to note the current and 
future anticipated lack of funding for the Highway 101 widening project. TR Impact 4 notes: “The 
proposed project would add traffic to southbound Highway 101 during the p.m. peak hour and 
exacerbate an existing deficient condition according to Caltrans standards.” TR Impact 15 notes 
that “The proposed project would exacerbate projected deficient operations along Highway 101 
during the a.m. and p.m. peak hours under Cumulative Conditions.” These impacts are identified 
as a Class I, significant and unavoidable. Regarding transit, the EIR analysis did not identify a 
significant impact or anticipated demand for transit services; therefore, related mitigation is not 
included. 

SLOCOG-8 The applicant did not include a trail plan as part of the proposed project. No changes to the EIR 
are necessary. 
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Comment 
No. Comment 

SLOCOG-9 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 
SLOCOG-10 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

SLOCOG-11 
Comment noted. We concur that the proposed project is not consistent with the identified land 
use policies (refer to Final EIR Chapter IV Environmental Setting, Table IV-4 Consistency with 
Agriculture and Open Space Element). No changes to the EIR are necessary. 
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AGCD-1 
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AGCD-5 

AGCD-4 

AGCD-3 

AGCD-2 
(cont’d) 
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AGCD-9 

AGCD-8 

AGCD-7 

AGCD-6 

AGCD-5 (cont’d) 
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AGCD-14 

AGCD-13 

AGCD-12 

AGCD-11 

AGCD-10 
(cont’d) 

AGCD-15 
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Responses to City of Arroyo Grande Community Development Department’s 
Comments 

 
Comment 

No. Comment 

AGCD-1 
Please note additional alternatives included in the EIR (Recirculated Draft EIR and Final EIR), 
including the Mitigated Project: Applicant Proposed Alternative (refer to Chapter VI Alternatives 
Analysis). 

AGCD-2 

As noted in the Recirculated Draft EIR and Final EIR (refer to Section V.P. Water Resources), 
mitigation is identified that would require restricted use of wells that may be influenced by the creek 
(refer to WAT/mm-1).  Identified mitigation also requires monitoring of streamflow within Los Berros 
Creek (refer to WAT/mm-7). This recirculated section also included modified mitigation measures to 
incorporate additional requirements for drainage management and erosion control, consistent with 
existing County Ordinance regulations (refer to WAT/mm-9 and WAT/mm-10). 

AGCD-3 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 
AGCD-4 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

AGCD-5 
The project study area was identified based on consultation with the County and California 
Department of Transportation, and the EIR analysis identifies the significant impacts resulting from 
the project, including cumulatively considerable effects. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

AGCD-6 Alternatives include reduced density projects, which would reduce traffic loads on directly and 
indirectly affected roadways. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

AGCD-7 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 
AGCD-8 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 
AGCD-9 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

AGCD-10 Please refer to Recirculated Draft EIR and Final EIR Section V.P. Water Resources. 

AGCD-11 Please refer to Recirculated Draft EIR and Final EIR Section V.P. Water Resources, and appended 
Review of Well Testing and Sustainable Yield Assessment (Geosyntec 2011). 

AGCD-12 Please refer to Recirculated Draft EIR and Final EIR Section V.P. Water Resources, and appended 
Review of Well Testing and Sustainable Yield Assessment (Geosyntec 2011).  

AGCD-13 
Please refer to Final EIR Section V.L. Public Services and Utilities, and Chapter VII Environmental 
Analysis, Growth Inducing Impacts. The EIR identified significant, but mitigable, impacts to public 
(community) services. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

AGCD-14 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary.  
AGCD-15 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 
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CDFG-5 

CDFG-4 

CDFG-3 

CDFG-2 

CDFG-1 
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CDFG-10 

CDFG-9 

CDFG-8 

CDFG-7 

CDFG-6 

CDFG-5 (cont’d) 

CDFG-11 
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CDFG-18 

CDFG-17 

CDFG-16 

CDFG-15 

CDFG-14 

CDFG-13 

CDFG-12 

CDFG-11 (cont’d) 
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CDFG-24 

CDFG-23 

CDFG-22 

CDFG-21 

CDFG-20 

CDFG-19 

CDFG-25 
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CDFG-30 

CDFG-29 

CDFG-28 

CDFG-27 

CDFG-26 

CDFG-25 (cont’d) 

CDFG-32 

CDFG-31 
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CDFG-33 

CDFG-34 

CDFG-35 

CDFG-36 

CDFG-37 

CDFG-38 

CDFG-39 

CDFG-40 
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CDFG-46 

CDFG-45 

CDFG-44 

CDFG-43 

CDFG-42 

CDFG-41 

CDFG-40 (cont’d) 

CDFG-50 

CDFG-48 

CDFG-47 

CDFG-49 



Laetitia Agricultural Cluster Tract Map and CUP  X. Response to Comments – 2008 DEIR 

Final EIR  X.A.-45 

 



Laetitia Agricultural Cluster Tract Map and CUP  X. Response to Comments – 2008 DEIR 

Final EIR  X.A.-46 

 



Laetitia Agricultural Cluster Tract Map and CUP  X. Response to Comments – 2008 DEIR 

Final EIR  X.A.-47 

Responses to State of California Department of Fish and Game’s Comments 
 

Comment 
No. Comment 

CDFG-1 Your agency’s comments have been considered during preparation of the Recirculated Draft EIR 
Biological Resources section and Final EIR. 

CDFG-2 
The alternatives analysis looks at cluster areas where development (including roads, lots, and 
accessory development) could be accommodated while avoiding or minimizing identified significant 
impacts. Additional alternatives are identified in the Recirculated Draft and Final EIR, which would 
minimize significant impacts to oak woodland and other sensitive biological resources.  

CDFG-3 

Please refer to BIO/mm-6 and BIO/mm-16 in the 2013 Recirculated Draft EIR, and Final EIR, which 
clarify performance standards for mitigation measures related to the recommended Habitat 
Revegetation and Restoration Plan and Special-status Plant Mitigation Plan. The applicant is 
required to demonstrate compliance with identified mitigation measures (including a detailed 
restoration plan) prior to issuance of grading and construction permits. Based on the size of the 
project area, and presence of several onsite drainages, adequate areas are present onsite to 
implement restoration efforts. 

CDFG-4 
Please note the applicant is no longer proposing the use of domestic wells that may directly result in 
reduced stream flow in Los Berros Creek, and additional mitigation is necessary to avoid influential 
effects to the creek flow through use of Well 11 (refer to mitigation measure WAT/mm-1) and 
streamflow monitoring within Los Berros Creek (refer to mitigation measure WAT/mm-7). 

CDFG-5 

As noted in Final Section V.O.4 Wastewater, Impact Assessment and Methodology, storage ponds 
and all associated equipment and facilities would be designed in compliance with existing federal, 
state, and local regulations, and compliance would be demonstrated prior to issuance of permits to 
construct the facility. Mitigation measure WW/mm-1 requires preparation of an emergency 
contingency plan and maintenance measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects to surface waters 
and biological resources. Treated effluent would be stored in irrigation ponds, similar to other 
agricultural irrigation ponds within the vineyards.  

CDFG-6 
Proposed improvements to Upper Los Berros Road will be conducted consistent with County and 
Cal Fire road standards. Mitigation is identified to minimize impacts to the maximum extent feasible; 
however, additional constraints including vineyards, slope stability, oak woodland, and road right-of-
way affect final design of the improved roadway. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

CDFG-7 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 
CDFG-8 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

CDFG-9 Please refer to mitigation measure BIO/mm-9, which has been supplemented by incorporation of 
CDFG’s recommendations regarding erosion control materials. 

CDFG-10 
Please note the applicant is no longer proposing the use of domestic wells that may directly result in 
reduced stream flow in Los Berros Creek, and additional mitigation is necessary to avoid influential 
effects to the creek flow through use of Well 11 (refer to mitigation measure WAT/mm-1 in the 2013 
Recirculated Draft EIR and Final EIR), including limitations on yield. 

CDFG-11 

Based on the applicant’s use of domestic wells that would not directly adversely affect base stream 
flow in Los Berros Creek, including implementation of mitigation measures (WAT/mm-1) that would 
regulate use of wells that are influenced by creek flow, potential impacts to aquatic species would be 
avoided. Please refer to Recirculated Section V.E.5.a.6 Biological Resources, Project-specific 
Impacts and Mitigation Measures, Project-wide, Impacts to South-central California Coast 
Steelhead. 

CDFG-12 Refer to response to comment CDFG-11 above. 

CDFG-13 The 2013 Recirculated Draft EIR and Final Section V.E.5.b.1.d clarify potential impacts to California 
red-legged frog and southwestern pond turtle as a result of removal of the existing reservoir:  
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Comment 
No. Comment 

“Section V.E.5.a.(1) includes mitigation measures to address these impacts (refer to BIO/mm-17 
and BIO/mm-19).  As discussed below, three water storage reservoirs would be constructed onsite, 
which could potentially serve a similar habitat function as the existing agricultural reservoir to be 
removed.  In addition, the applicant is required to implement a Habitat Revegetation and Restoration 
Plan to mitigate for the loss of riparian and wetland habitat (refer to BIO/mm-6), which would create 
or improve habitat conditions for special-status species.”  Please refer to BIO/mm-6 in the 2013 
Recirculated Draft EIR, and Final EIR, which clarifies performance standards for mitigation 
measures related to the recommended Habitat Revegetation and Restoration Plan.  These 
standards include a minimum replacement ratio of 2:1 for permanently impacted riparian understory 
and wetland habitat (area), and a minimum replacement ratio of 1:1 for temporarily impacted 
riparian understory and wetland habitat (area).  The applicant is required to demonstrate compliance 
with identified mitigation measures (including a detailed restoration plan) prior to issuance of grading 
and construction permits. Based on the size of the project area, and presence of several onsite 
drainages, adequate areas are present onsite to implement restoration efforts and mitigate for the 
loss of habitat for California red-legged frog and southwestern pond turtle.   

CDFG-14 
Please refer to response to comment CDFG-13, above.  In addition, the applicant is required to 
comply with existing regulations, including the Endangered Species Act and USFWS permitting 
requirements. 

CDFG-15 

Please refer to mitigation measure BIO/mm-19, which includes a comprehensive list of mitigation 
measures and standards applicable to USFWS requirements.  The County recognizes that USFWS 
may require additional standards based on further consultation with the applicant; however, the 
identified mitigation is consistent with standard requirements to avoid adverse impacts to California 
red-legged frog to the maximum extent feasible. 

CDFG-16 

Please refer to BIO/mm-6, BIO/mm-7, and BIO/mm-8 in the 2013 Recirculated Draft EIR, and Final 
EIR, which clarify performance standards, monitoring, and verification for mitigation measures 
related to the recommended Habitat Revegetation and Restoration Plan. The applicant is required to 
demonstrate compliance with identified mitigation measures (including a detailed restoration plan) 
prior to issuance of grading and construction permits, retain a biologist to conduct five-year 
monitoring to ensure success of the approved Plan, and post a bond with the County to ensure the 
Plan is completed, monitored, and meets success criteria.  

CDFG-17 
Comment noted.  Please refer to response to comments CDFG-13 and CDFG-16.  The County may 
adopt a mitigation measure requiring preparation of a restoration or mitigation plan, provided 
performance standards are included in order to verify successful implementation of the required plan 
and mitigation of the identified impact to a level of significance identified in the certified Final EIR.   

CDFG-18 Comment noted.  Please refer to response to comments CDFG-13, CDFG-14, and CDFG-16. 

CDFG-19 

Please refer to 2013 Recirculated Draft EIR and Final EIR Section V.E.5.f. Secondary Impacts, 
which includes an expanded discussion of potential impacts resulting from off-site road 
improvements to Upper Los Berros Road.  No plans are currently provided; however, the EIR 
analysis assumes a worst case scenario that would require improving the road to meet County 
standards.  Based on surveys conducted as part of the EIR, identified road improvements would 
require the removal of, or would impact, up to 1.8 acres of Central Coast sycamore / coast live oak 
riparian forest habitat.  Please refer to Final EIR Figure V.N.-9 Transportation and Circulation 
Secondary Impacts, which identifies affected habitat.  

CDFG-20 Comment noted.  No changes to the EIR are necessary.  

CDFG-21 
Improvements to Upper Los Berros Road would occur within and adjacent to the existing road, 
which is currently used by residents and visitors to the area.  The proposed road improvements 
would not block existing drainages or tributaries flowing into Los Berros Creek, which would 
continue to provide migration corridors for special-status and common wildlife species.  Final EIR 
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Comment 
No. Comment 

Section V.N. Transportation and Circulation [refer to 2) Secondary Biological Resource Impacts] has 
been clarified to note that: “These creeks and tributaries also provide migration corridors for special-
status and common wildlife species.”  Mitigation measure TR/mm-10, which applies to the proposed 
Upper Los Berros Road road improvements, has been amended to include the following language 
(new language in italics):  “Prior to approval of subdivision improvement plans, the applicant shall 
submit road improvement plans to the County Department of Public Works and CAL FIRE for review 
showing roadway improvements in conformance with County Standard A-1(f) along Upper Los 
Berros Road, up to proposed residential access road approaches to Upper Los Berros Road.  
Proposed road improvements shall maintain or improve existing culverts and undercrossings for 
wildlife migration under the roadway, and shall be subject to review by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service and California Department of Fish and Game, as associated with required permits and 
authorizations. In addition, prior to construction of the Dude Ranch, the unpaved sections of Los 
Berros Road up to the proposed Dude Ranch access point shall be paved in accordance with 
County standards.  No occupancy shall occur until all improvements are completed.” 

CDFG-22 

As noted in mitigation measure BIO/mm-6, the applicant would be required to submit a Habitat 
Revegetation and Restoration Plan to mitigate for impacts to sensitive habitats, including riparian 
and wetland habitat.  As noted in mitigation measure BIO/mm-9, a final drainage plan, to be 
approved by County Public Works is required to ensure that “water discharges into riparian and 
wetland areas shall be done in a non-erosive manner.”  The project site and adjacent Los Berros 
Creek present numerous opportunities and sites to feasibly meet these mitigation standards, and 
may include bank stabilization along Los Berros Creek.    

CDFG-23 
As noted in the comment, the project area presents several environmental constraints that will be 
considered by the County decision makers.  At this time, the EIR considers improvements to Upper 
Los Berros Road within the existing road right-of-way. 

CDFG-24 

The proposed treated effluent irrigation ponds would not be located within the floodplain of Los 
Berros Creek.  As noted, the ponds will be approximately 25 feet from tributaries to Los Berros 
Creek.  The EIR notes that discharge of treated effluent would have an adverse effect on biological 
resources.  Mitigation measure WW/mm-1 requires preparation of an emergency contingency plan 
and maintenance measures to avoid or minimize adverse effects to surface waters and biological 
resources.  Note that implementation of a reduced project alternative would likely reduce the 
quantity and size of necessary ponds; which may further reduce adverse effects as noted.  No 
changes to the EIR are necessary. 

CDFG-25 
This impact is identified in the EIR; as noted above, approval of a project alternative would likely 
address this concern, as noted in response to CDFG-24 above.  Best available technology will be 
required to minimize the potential for accidental discharge of chlorinated waters (refer to amended 
mitigation measure WW/mm-1). 

CDFG-26 

As noted in the 2013 Recirculated Draft EIR and Final EIR (Section V.E. Biological Resources, 
pages V.E.-50 through V.E.-53), and as discussed in Final EIR Section V.O. Wastewater, there is a 
potential for accidental spill, mechanical failure, or other unforeseen event that could cause release 
of raw sewage (from collection pipes) or improperly treated effluent into surface waters, including 
the storage ponds.  In addition to measures proposed by the applicant (i.e., alarms, emergency 
generators, contained treatment plant) and compliance with existing regulations, mitigation is 
identified (refer to WW/mm-1), requiring an emergency contingency plan to avoid accidental 
discharge into surface waters.  Implementation of these measures would minimize the likelihood of 
accidental harm to special-status species potentially within and down-gradient of the reservoirs. 

CDFG-27 The description of the Kuehl Bill has been clarified in the EIR to reflect that mitigation would also 
require establishment of an open space or conservation easement (refer to BIO Impact 3). 

CDFG-28 Please refer to mitigation measures BIO/mm-14 and BIO/mm-15, which require a conservation 
easement for oak woodland mitigation areas, or monetary contribution to the Oak Woodlands 
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Comment 
No. Comment 

Conservation Fund.  The County notes CDFG[W]’s preference regarding onsite mitigation 
(conservation easement). 

CDFG-29 
Please refer to EIR Chapter VI Alternatives Analysis, which identifies project alternatives that focus 
all development in one or two locations on the project site, or locates proposed lots and building 
envelopes such that sensitive habitats are avoided, thus avoiding and minimizing impacts to 
biological resources.   

CDFG-30 
Final EIR Figures V.E.-1 through V.E.-3 show the habitat types present onsite, and the habitats that 
would be affected by the proposed project.  The EIR includes a quantification of impacted habitat 
types, and identifies measures to mitigate for the loss of identified habitat and individual oak trees. 

CDFG-31 Please refer to EIR Chapter VI Alternatives Analysis, which identifies alternatives that primarily 
avoid riparian, oak woodland, and wetland impacts. 

CDFG-32 Please refer to response to comments CDFG-29 and CDFG-31. 
CDFG-33 Please refer to response to comments CDFG-29 and CDFG-31. 

CDFG-34 Please refer to response to comments CDFG-29 and CDFG-31.  Please note that the County will 
not require or provide discretionary review of agricultural areas. 

CDFG-35 Comment noted.  No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

CDFG-36 

Please refer to Chapter VI Alternatives Analysis in the Recirculated EIR, which includes additional 
alternatives for review and consideration.  One of the alternatives, the “Mitigated Project Alternative” 
provides a revised tract configuration provided by the applicant, including quantification of impacts to 
oak woodland and individual oak trees.  Through project redesign and further consultation with Cal 
Fire regarding vegetation and fuel load management, this revised project would significantly reduce 
project-specific impacts to oak woodland. 

CDFG-37 
Please refer to response to comment CDFG-36 above.  Also, please note that the project site 
presents other environmental constraints, including geologic hazards, scenic resources, significant 
archaeological sites, and farmland, which create constraints on alternatives that would simply avoid 
biological resources. 

CDFG-38 
Please refer to response to comment CDFG-4 above, regarding the proposed changes to the water 
source, and avoidance of significant adverse effects to Los Berros Creek, and Chapter VI 
Alternatives Analysis in the Recirculated EIR. 

CDFG-39 Comment noted.  No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

CDFG-40 
While the “dude ranch” is not currently included in the applicant’s application, analysis of the future 
development has been conducted based on available information.  Future development would 
require review of consistency with the adopted EIR, including preparation of an Initial Study and 
CEQA determination.  No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

CDFG-41 
The proposed dude ranch is identified as a future development project in the EIR.  Identified 
mitigation does not replace the requirement for the County to comply with CEQA at the time an 
application for the dude ranch is submitted. 

CDFG-42 Please refer to response to comment CDFG-30. 
CDFG-43 Please refer to responses to comments CDFG-29 and CDFG-31. 
CDFG-44 Please refer to response to comment CDFG-38. 
CDFG-45 Please refer to responses to comments CDFG-16, CDFG-17, and CDFG-18. 
CDFG-46 Please refer to responses to comments CDFG-19 through CDFG-23. 
CDFG-47 Please refer to responses to comments CDFG-27 and CDFG-28. 
CDFG-48 Please refer to responses to comments CDFG-24 through CDFG-26. 
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CDFG-49 Please refer to response comment CDFG-41. 
CDFG-50 Please refer to responses to comments CDFG-10 and CDFG-11. 
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SLOAG-3 

SLOAG-2 

SLOAG-1 
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SLOAG-6 

SLOAG-5 

SLOAG-4 

SLOAG-3 
(cont’d) 
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Responses to County of San Luis Obispo Department of Agriculture/Measurement 
Standards’ Comments 

 
Comment 

No. Comment 

SLOAG-1 

The calculation identified in Table IV-1 includes the one-acre residential parcels, roads, and 
wastewater treatment facility structure. The calculation does not include the areas between lots, 
which may be un-farmable due to proximity to residences and subsequent fracturing by 
development. The consistency analysis for Ordinance Section 22.22.150 has been clarified to state 
that “This calculation does not include the additional areas within residential clusters, which would 
not be feasible areas for crop production in the future.” 

SLOAG-2 Please refer to Recirculated and Final EIR Section V.P. Water Resources, which includes an 
expanded analysis of water resources and potential interference with other wells.  

SLOAG-3 
Comment noted. Please also refer to Final EIR Chapter VI Alternatives Analysis, which presents 
alternatives to the project what would reduce the area of Farmland affected by the project. No 
changes to the EIR are necessary. 

SLOAG-4 Please refer to Final EIR Table V.B.-2 (formerly table V.G.-2), which has been corrected by 
replacing “Group” with “Grade.” 

SLOAG-5 Please refer to Final EIR Table V.B.-3(formerly Table V.G.-3), which has been corrected to reflect 
Grade. 

SLOAG-6 

Please refer to Recirculated Chapter VI Alternatives Analysis, which includes additional alternatives 
designed to avoid or minimize significant impacts to agricultural resources.  Where applicable, 
buffers would be limited to the residential parcels; however, due to the presence of vineyards 
throughout the site, identification of an alternative that would not result in a buffer within agricultural 
production areas is limited. 
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USFWS-1 
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USFWS-2 

USFWS-3 

USFWS-4 

USFWS-5 
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USFWS-5 (cont’d) 

USFWS-6 

USFWS-7 

USFWS-8 
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USFWS-8 (cont’d) 

USFWS-9 

USFWS-10 

USFWS-11 

USFWS-12 

USFWS-13 

USFWS-14 
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USFWS-15 

USFWS-16 

USFWS-17 

USFWS-18 

USFWS-19 

USFWS-20 

USFWS-21 

USFWS-22 
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USFWS-23 

USFWS-24 

USFWS-25 
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Responses to United States Department of the Interior Fish and Wildlife Service’s 
Comments 

 
Comment 

No. Comment 

USFWS-1 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 
USFWS-2 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 
USFWS-3 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 
USFWS-4 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

USFWS-5 

Please refer to Final EIR Section V.E. Biological Resources, Critical Habitat Designations (page 
V.E.-15).  As noted in the EIR:  “Based on the Revised Designation of Critical Habitat for the 
California red-legged frog Final Rule Dated March 17, 2010, USFWS has designated four California 
red-legged frog Critical Habitat Units in San Luis Obispo County. The proposed project site is not 
located in any of the four San Luis Obispo County Critical Habitat Units.” 

USFWS-6 Please refer to response to comment USFWS-4 (2013 letter). 

USFWS-7 Please refer to responses to comments USFWS-4, USFWS-5, USFWS-6, USFWS-7, and USFWS-8 
(2013 letter). 

USFWS-8 Please refer to responses to comments USFWS-10, USFWS-11, USFWS-12, and USFWS-13 (2013 
letter). 

USFWS-9 Please refer to responses to comments USFWS-10, USFWS-11, USFWS-12, and USFWS-13 (2013 
letter). 

USFWS-10 Please refer to responses to comments USFWS-10, USFWS-11, USFWS-12, and USFWS-13 (2013 
letter). 

USFWS-11 Please refer to responses to comments USFWS-10, USFWS-11, USFWS-12, and USFWS-13 (2013 
letter). 

USFWS-12 Please refer to responses to comments USFWS-10, USFWS-11, USFWS-12, and USFWS-13 (2013 
letter). 

USFWS-13 Please refer to responses to comments USFWS-10, USFWS-11, USFWS-12, and USFWS-13 (2013 
letter). 

USFWS-14 Please refer to response to comment USFWS-14 (2013 letter). 
USFWS-15 Please refer to responses to comments USFWS-14 and USFWS-15 (2013 letter). 
USFWS-16 Please refer to responses to comments USFWS-14 and USFWS-15 (2013 letter). 
USFWS-17 Please refer to responses to comments USFWS-14 and USFWS-15 (2013 letter). 
USFWS-18 Please refer to responses to comments USFWS-14 and USFWS-15 (2013 letter). 
USFWS-19 Please refer to response to comment USFWS-16 (2013 letter). 
USFWS-20 Please refer to response to comment USFWS-16 (2013 letter). 
USFWS-21 Please refer to response to comment USFWS-16 (2013 letter). 
USFWS-22 Please refer to response to comment USFWS-17 (2013 letter). 
USFWS-23 Please refer to response to comment USFWS-17 (2013 letter). 
USFWS-24 Please refer to response to comment USFWS-19 (2013 letter). 
USFWS-25 Comment noted. 
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APCD-2 

APCD-3 

APCD-4 
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APCD-4 (cont’d) 

APCD-5 

APCD-6 

APCD-7 

APCD-8 

APCD-9 

APCD-10 

APCD-11 

APCD-12 

APCD-13 

APCD-14 

APCD-15 
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APCD-16 

APCD-17 

APCD-26 

APCD-18 

APCD-19 

APCD-20 

APCD-21 

APCD-22 

APCD-23 

APCD-24 
APCD-25 
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APCD-27 

APCD-28 

APCD-29 

APCD-30 

APCD-31 

APCD-32 

APCD-33 
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APCD-34 

APCD-35 

APCD-36 

APCD-37 

APCD-38 
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Responses to County of San Luis Obispo Air Pollution Control District’s Comments 
 

Comment 
No. Comment 

APCD-1 
through 38 

Please refer to responses to comment letter APCD (resubmitted comments). The resubmitted 
comment letter and responses are provided in Final EIR Section XI.A. (see APCD[a]). 
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RWQCB[b]-5 

RWQCB[b]-4 

RWQCB[b]-3 

RWQCB[b]-2 

RWQCB[b]-1 
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RWQCB[b]-6 
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RWQCB[b]-6 
(cont’d) 

RWQCB[b]-7 
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Responses to State of California Regional Water Quality Control Board’s Comments [b] 
 

Comment 
No. Comment 

RWQCB[b]-1 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 

RWQCB[b]-2 
Please refer to Recirculated EIR and Final EIR Chapter VI Alternatives Analysis, which includes 
additional alternatives designed to avoid or further minimize permanent impacts to wetland 
habitat, including avoidance of freshwater marsh habitat (refer to Redesigned Project A – Single 
Cluster Alternative; Redesigned Project B – Single Cluster Alternative, 93% Reduction). 

RWQCB[b]-3 

Please refer to Recirculated Draft EIR (and Final EIR) Section V.P.5.a.2 Water Resources, 
Project-specific Impacts and Mitigation Measures, Project-wide, Drainage and Flooding. This 
section includes additional analysis and information regarding County regulations specific to 
drainage and stormwater runoff. In addition, mitigation measure WAT/mm-9 and 10 include 
additional measures addressing natural flow diffusion and natural pollutant removal.  

RWQCB[b]-4 

Please refer to Recirculated Draft EIR (and Final EIR) Section V.P.5.a.2 Water Resources, 
Project-specific Impacts and Mitigation Measures, Project-wide, Drainage and Flooding. This 
section includes additional analysis and information regarding County regulations specific to 
drainage and stormwater runoff. In addition, mitigation measure WAT/mm-10 ensures compliance 
with County LID Standards. 

RWQCB[b]-5 

The County ensures long-term maintenance of private systems through the approved SWPPP.  
The County Land Use Ordinance (Sections 22.10.155, 22.52.130.F.6 and 7 and 22.52.130.G) 
identifies post-construction stormwater management plans that address operation and 
maintenance, including short and long-term funding sources, the responsible party, and 
implementation of a monitoring program.   

RWQCB[b]-6 
Please refer to Recirculated Draft EIR (and Final EIR) Section V.P.5.a.2 Water Resources, 
Project-specific Impacts and Mitigation Measures, Project-wide, Drainage and Flooding. Mitigation 
measure WAT/mm-10 has been added to ensure compliance with County LID Standards. 

RWQCB[b]-7 Comment noted. No changes to the EIR are necessary. 
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