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C. PUBLIC AND PRIVATE ORGANIZATIONS 

Commenter and Address Code Letter Date Page 

South County Advisory Council 
PO Box 1165 
Nipomo, California 93444 
Contact:  Istar Holliday, Corresponding Secretary 

SCAC October 31, 2008 X.C.-2 

Central Coast Salmon Enhancement, Inc. 
229 Stanly Avenue 
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420 
Contact:  Nicole Smith, Watershed Projects Coordinator 

CCSE November 3, 2008 X.C.-5 

Rim Rock Water Company 
265 Rim Rock Road 
Nipomo, CA 93444 
Contact:  Bernard Horton, President 

RRWC November 7, 2008 X.C.-8 

Environmental Center of San Luis Obispo County 
P.O. Box 1014 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93406 
Contact:  Morgan Rafferty, Executive Director 

ECOSLO November 10, 2008 X.C.-10 
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Responses to South County Advisory Council’s Comments 
 

Comment 
No. Comment 

SCAC-1 Comment noted.  Refer to responses below. 

SCAC-2 
Please refer to Recirculated Draft EIR and Final EIR Section V.B. Water Resources and Final EIR 
Appendix H, Review of Well Testing and Sustainable Yield Assessment (Geosyntec Consultants, 
2011).  The independent analysis included an assessment of further well pumping and recovery 
tests. 

SCAC-3 
Please refer to Recirculated Draft EIR and Final EIR Section V.B. Water Resources and Final EIR 
Appendix H, Review of Well Testing and Sustainable Yield Assessment (Geosyntec Consultants, 
2011).  No evidence of interference was documented. 

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

SCAC-5 
Based on analysis of transportation-related impacts, it is unlikely that the project will create a 
substantial demand for transit services.  Requiring additional transit facilities in association with this 
project would not reduce trip generation or mitigate identified impacts.  No changes to the EIR are 
necessary.  

SCAC-6 

As discussed in Final EIR Section V.H.6.g Transportation and Circulation, Project-specific Impacts 
and Mitigation Measures, Project Access Impacts, of the EIR, the applicant would be required to 
implement road improvements pursuant to County public road standards.  Required widening would 
allow for two complete lanes, which will increase safety along the road corridor.  No changes to the 
EIR are necessary. 

SCAC-7 

Based on further consultation with CAL FIRE (Lee 2011), and as discussed in Recirculated and 
Final EIR Section V.E.5.1.2 Biological Resources, Project-specific Impacts and Mitigation Measures, 
Project-wide, Impacts to Coast Live Oak Woodland, the quantity of removed and impacted oak trees 
has been reduced to 169 trees on the project site.  Please refer to BIO Impact 3, which remains 
classified as Class I, significant and unavoidable impact.   

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

SCAC-9 
Comment noted.  Please refer to response to comments CDFG-21 and CDFG -24 through CDFG-
26, which further address and clarify these impacts and mitigation measures. Please refer to Final 
EIR Section V.C. Air Quality, which addresses potential air emissions. 

SCAC-10 Please refer to Recirculated and Final EIR Chapter VI Alternatives Analysis, which includes 
additional alternatives for review. 

SCAC-11 Please refer to Recirculated and Final EIR Chapter VI Alternatives Analysis, which includes 
additional alternatives for review. 
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Responses to Central Coast Salmon Enhancement’s Comments 
 

Comment 
No. Comment 

CCSE-1 
Please refer to Recirculated and Final EIR Section V.P. Water Resources.  The applicant has 
proposed to eliminate the use of wells that would have an adverse effect on Los Berros Creek, and 
subsequently Arroyo Grande Creek and steelhead habitat. 

CCSE-2 
As noted, the SRA designation for biological resources does not apply to the project site.  The EIR 
recommends buffers based on biological surveys conducted on the project site, existing conditions, 
and analysis of the project’s effect on riparian and water resources.  No changes to the EIR are 
necessary. 

CCSE-3 

Please note that the applicant is no longer requesting approval of an equestrian center.  As 
discussed in Recirculated and Final EIR Section V.E.5.b.2 Biological Resources, Project-specific 
Impacts and Mitigation Measures, Phase One, Ranch Headquarters of the EIR, construction of the 
proposed Ranch Headquarters would not directly affect riparian habitat.  No changes to the EIR are 
necessary. 

CCSE-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.  Mitigation measure 
WAT/mm-10 has been added to ensure compliance with County LID Standards.  Also, please note 
BIO Impact 7, which identifies potentially significant impacts to Los Berros Creek and steelhead 
critical habitat.  BIO/mm-6 requires preparation and implementation of a Riparian Habitat 
Revegetation and Restoration Plan. 

CCSE-5 
Comment noted.  A reduction in project density, as identified in Final EIR Chapter VI Alternatives 
Analysis, would affect the requirement for standard road improvements, which is determined based 
on average daily trips. 

CCSE-6 
Please refer to Recirculated and Final EIR Section V.P. Water Resources, mitigation measures 
BIO/mm-9, WAT/mm-10, WAT/mm-11, and WAT/mm-14, which has been amended to include 
additional mitigation measures as recommended by your agency and the California Department of 
Fish and Wildlife. 
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Responses to Rim Rock Water Company’s Comments 
 

Comment 
No. Comment 

RRWC-1 Please refer to Recirculated and Final EIR Section V.P. Water Resources. 
RRWC-2 Please refer to Recirculated and Final EIR Section V.P. Water Resources. 
RRWC-3 Please refer to Recirculated and Final EIR Section V.P. Water Resources. 
RRWC-4 Please refer to Recirculated and Final EIR Section V.P. Water Resources. 
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Responses to Environmental Center of San Luis Obispo County’s Comments 
 

Comment 
No. Comment 

ECOSLO-1 
Please refer to Recirculated and Final EIR Section V.P. Water Resources and Final EIR Appendix 
H Review of Well Testing and Sustainable Yield Assessment (Geosyntec Consultants, 2011), 
which include a summary and independent analysis of long-term well pumping and recovery tests, 
and determinations of sustainability, consistent with Department of Water Resources standards. 

ECOSLO-2 
Based on further review, the estimated sustainable yield was determined to be 62.4 afy 
(Geosyntec, 2011).  Water conservation measures, including a substantial reduction in high 
demand water uses such as turf, are included to reduce project water demand to 46.3 afy.   

ECOSLO-3 
As noted in Final EIR mitigation measure WAT/mm-8, the applicant is required to install a meter on 
all residences to monitor water use.  The mutual water company will be required to submit an 
annual report to the County documenting compliance with water use rates. 

ECOSLO-4 Please refer to Final EIR Section V.P. Water Resources, WAT/mm-9 which includes restrictions on 
domestic water pumping at each well. 

ECOSLO-5 
Please refer to Final EIR Section V.P. Water Resources and Final EIR Appendix H Review of Well 
Testing and Sustainable Yield Assessment (Geosyntec Consultants, 2011), which include a 
summary and independent analysis of long-term well pumping and recovery tests, and 
determinations of sustainability, consistent with Department of Water Resources standards. 

ECOSLO-6 Refer to Recirculated and Final EIR Chapter VI Alternatives Analysis, which includes additional 
alternatives for consideration, which address identified significant adverse effects. 

ECOSLO-7 
Refer to Recirculated and Final EIR Chapter VI Alternatives Analysis, which includes a Mitigated 
Project proposed by the applicant.  This alternative incorporates many of the design 
recommendations identified in the 2008 Draft EIR.   

ECOSLO-8 
Refer to Recirculated and Final EIR Chapter VI Alternatives Analysis, which includes additional 
alternatives for consideration.  The applicant was provided the opportunity to submit a revised 
project based on the identification of significant adverse impacts, and did not elect to reduce the 
number of residential lots. 

ECOSLO-9 

The attachment, “Water Facts”, was reviewed during preparation of the Recirculated and Final EIR 
Section V.P. Water Resources and Final EIR Appendix H Review of Well Testing and Sustainable 
Yield Assessment (Geosyntec Consultants, 2011), which include a summary and independent 
analysis of long-term well pumping and recovery tests, and determinations of sustainability, 
consistent with Department of Water Resources standards. 
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