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Purpose of the Committee: 
To advise the County Board of Supervisors concerning all policy decisions relating to the water resources of the SLO 
County Flood Control & Water Conservation District. To recommend to the Board specific water resource programs. To 
recommend methods of financing water resource programs. 

Excerpts from WRAC By-Laws dated 3/6/07

May 14, 2009 

Honorable Sarah Christie
Chairperson, County Planning Commission 
Department of Planning and Building
976 Osos Street, Room 300 
San Luis Obispo, CA 93408

Subject: Water Resources Advisory Committee Comments on the Los 
Osos Wastewater Project 

Dear Chairperson Christie: 

The Water Resources Advisory Committee (WRAC) had discussions 
concerning the County’s proposed sewer system for Los Osos in its March 
and April meetings.  Also it held a public workshop on April 4, which created a 
subcommittee under the leadership of Sue Luft for further analysis of the 
County’s project, and then concluded its deliberations (for now) in its regular 
monthly meeting in May. 

Attached you will find that subcommittee’s report, which was adopted in its 
entirety by the membership May 6. 

The WRAC is a diverse group, with a broad range of expertise and interests, 
so our members hold a variety of views; but there is broad agreement on 
several issues: 

1) We recommend that tertiary treatment of the effluent to Title 22 
standards be adopted as an important design criterion. 

2) We understand the necessity of a fail-safe site for the disposal of 
treated effluent, and thus sprayfields are acceptable during startup of 
the project – the wastewater project should not be further delayed. 
However, we recommend that other options – recharge, purple pipe for 
reclaimed water, agricultural exchange, etc. – be pursued in a phased 
approach, possibly rendering the sprayfields unnecessary.

3) We recommend further examination of various creek sites, potential 
recharge ponds and constructed wetlands as opportunities for 
recharge and disposal. 

Page Number 001021



4) We urge the parties in the ISJ to begin developing comprehensive water 
conservation plans now, instead of waiting until the other issues are resolved. 

We will be watching your deliberations with great interest, and the WRAC may add to its 
recommendations as more comes to light. 

Respectfully,

MICHAEL WINN 
Chairperson, Water Resources Advisory Committee 

cc: SLO County Planning Commissioners 
SLO County Board of Supervisors 

Attachment: Report on Los Osos Wastewater Project from WRAC ad hoc 
subcommittee
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WRAC Los Osos Wastewater Project Subcommittee Report 

Subcommittee Purpose 

The WRAC formed a subcommittee to look at the Los Osos Wastewater Project, 
and the ancillary items discussed at the April 4, 2009 meeting, with the intent of 
bringing their comments to the WRAC in May.  (Motion passed 14-0-1) 

Subcommittee met on April 10 and April 16, 2009.  The report was finalized via 
email.

Subcommittee members 

Chair – Sue Luft – Environmental at Large 
Mike Winn – District 4, WRAC Chair 
Maria Kelly – Los Osos CSD 
Linda Chipping – Coastal San Luis RCD 
Joy Fitzhugh – Farm Bureau 

Issues Considered 

Subcommittee considered the issues brought up by WRAC members at the April 
4, 2009 meeting, as follows:

! Tertiary treatment – The WRAC moved to recommend to the Board that the 
project scope include tertiary treatment and that the budget for the project 
scope include the costs for tertiary treatment.  (Passed 15-0)  [Note: Tertiary 
treatment implies Reclaimed Title 22 Water.] 

! Conservation – The WRAC moved to recommend that the County start 
encouraging, as they may, every water purveyor to develop and implement 
water conservation programs now.  (Passed unanimous) 

! STEP/STEG – A motion failed to recommend to the Board to have staff keep 
all technologies open, including STEP-STEG, within the design-build process.
(2 votes in favor) 

! Removal of agricultural land – alternate sites  – to the extent this impacts 
water resources. 

! Use of spray fields / effluent disposal. 

! Scope of project, that it should be more comprehensive.
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Summary of Discussion 

General

The subcommittee had some general comments that they want to include in their 
report.

We are pleased that the County’s process has worked, and that the 
County is carrying it forward.  The subcommittee’s intent is not to delay 
the project.  Our concern is protection of water resources.  The sewer 
project is a necessary project that must go forward to meet the RWQCB’s 
mandate, alleviate nitrate contamination of groundwater, and allow for 
pumping pressure on the lower aquifer to be reduced. 

We hope that the County will continue to move the process forward with 
flexibility in the decision making process so that the final project that is 
approved is the best, all things considered, even if it is not the currently 
Proposed Project.  The process has studied all of the components of the 
Los Osos Wastewater Project (LOWWP).  The specific project that is 
constructed will include various pieces which have been studied.  We urge 
the County to keep in mind the long-term design of the project even if 
some other temporary measures are needed. 

Tertiary Treatment

The subcommittee is very pleased that tertiary treatment of the wastewater 
effluent to Title 22 (unrestricted reuse) will be part of the project.  Tertiary 
treatment allows many options for the use of the treated water, which were not 
available with only secondary treatment. 

Since tertiary treated water will be available, the subcommittee asks that the 
County consider moving the LOWWP Seawater Intrusion Mitigation Level from a 
Level 2b to Level 2a or 2c (pages 7-58 through 7-61 of LOWWP Draft EIR).  
Levels 2a and 2c both incorporate agricultural reuse and require much smaller 
sprayfields – which should be temporary, as discussed below.

Water Conservation

Water conservation was discussed at length by the subcommittee.  Los Osos 
CSD and Golden State Water Company have some conservation measures in 
place.  SLO County has adopted toilet and showerhead retrofit ordinances for 
new development and all properties in Los Osos at the point of sale.  The 
subcommittee believes that more needs to be done by all users of the basin. 

Los Osos CSD, Golden State Water, and S & T Mutual need to develop water
conservation plans, with information on consumption rates and consideration of 

Page Number 001024



tiered rate structures and other measures (Nipomo CSD and SLO City were 
provided as examples). SLO County needs to assist by developing ordinances 
to address landscape water use, which is the largest water consumption on 
larger lots, and to encourage water conservation by properties which use 
individual water wells.  The County also needs to encourage best management 
practices for agriculture and by rural water users.  Short courses in irrigation 
management, soil moisture monitoring, ET water budgeting, etc. are helpful. 

Use of Sprayfields

The subcommittee believes that sprayfields are acceptable during startup of the 
wastewater project.  Their use will be discontinued after the upper aquifer is 
dewatered adequately so that the Broderson leachfield can accept all of the 
water from the project and/or other options – purple pipe for reclaimed water, 
agricultural exchange, etc. – can be put to full use.  Since the wastewater will be 
treated to tertiary standards, a crop can also be grown on the sprayfields while 
they are in use.  The disadvantage to sprayfields outside the Los Osos basin at 
the Tonini site is that they do not provide any seawater intrusion mitigation 
benefits.  (Page 7-63 of the Draft EIR) 

Since tertiary treatment will be utilized, the subcommittee also requests that the 
County consider other methods – recharge ponds or constructed wetlands 
overlying the basin or creek discharges – instead of, or in addition to, the 
sprayfields.  A phased approach of adding connections to the sewer system and
removing the septic discharge might allow dewatering of the upper aquifer to 
occur in conjunction with testing of the full potential of the Broderson leachfield, 
possibly rendering the sprayfields unnecessary. 

Alternate Treatment Plant Sites

The subcommittee understands that most of the potential treatment sites are 
constrained by either biological resources or agricultural resources.  Each site 
will involve a trade off.  However, since the sprayfields should be removed in the 
future, consideration should be given to a treatment site within the basin.
Ultimately, the treated water should be used entirely within the basin.  Proposed 
Projects 1, 2, and 3 (Table 2-2, page 2-8 of the Draft EIR) and the Mid-Town site, 
as they are all located within the basin, should be strongly considered. 

Scope of Project

The subcommittee discussed the concern of some WRAC members that the 
project should be more comprehensive.  Since the sewer project is long overdue, 
supported by the majority of the community, and mandated by the Regional 
Water Quality Control Board within a short timeframe, the subcommittee feels 
that the wastewater project should not be further delayed. 
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Seawater intrusion mitigation measures should be considered by the water 
purveyors in parallel with the wastewater project.  These measures can include 
additional water conservation measures, reduced municipal pumping, additional 
ag exchange to reduce agricultural pumping within the basin, use of additional 
leachfields to introduce fresh water into the lower aquifer, re-injection of fresh 
water, etc.  Investigation of these measures should be done through the 
Interlocutory Stipulated Judgment (ISJ). 

The ISJ appears to provide an avenue for development of a groundwater 
management authority – once all basin users are included.  However, the ISJ 
process is closed to the public, which is normal.  An open process would create 
greater understanding, assuring the public that progress is being made towards 
resolution of the seawater intrusion issue. 

The subcommittee requests that the County negotiate an interim report of the ISJ 
process to the community in the near future.  The public needs to understand the 
ISJ process and how it can enable a solution to the seawater intrusion issue.
Injection wells, leachfields, reduced pumping and other technologies involve a 
great deal of studies and testing in order to determine their effectiveness.
Regular reports to the community would provide a level of understanding of the 
progress in remediating the seawater intrusion problem.

Page Number 001026



Page Number 001027



Page Number 001028



Page Number 001029



Page Number 001030



Page Number 001031



Page Number 001032



Page Number 001033



Page Number 001034



Page Number 001035



Page Number 001036



Page Number 001037



Page Number 001038



Page Number 001039



Page Number 001040



Page Number 001041



Page Number 001042



Page Number 001043



Page Number 001044



Page Number 001045



Page Number 001046



Page Number 001047



Page Number 001048



Page Number 001049



Page Number 001050



Page Number 001051



Page Number 001052



Page Number 001053



Page Number 001054



Page Number 001055



Page Number 001056



Page Number 001057



Page Number 001058



Page Number 001059



Page Number 001060



Page Number 001061



Page Number 001062



Page Number 001063



 
  




 



 



 
 
 


  


























Page Number 001064



































Page Number 001065














 





















Page Number 001066





 
 
 
 
  
  

 

 
 
 








 

 


















Page Number 001067







 





 



















 

















Page Number 001068














 




 









 



     

 

 
 
  


Page Number 001069












 







Page Number 001070














 
  




 


 

 

Chairwoman Christie,
Please consider asking Jack Hunter, the archeologist that spoke at April 30th 
hearing but opted to speak about becoming "Los Osos Riff-Raff", to speak about 
the project impacts to historic and prehistoric impacts associated with the 
projected. 
I haven't heard a peep from Public Works staff but have read there are 
significant impacts.  When does a Class I impact really get triggered anyway?  
Looks like unavoidable impacts will be impacted.  I understand monitoring is 
NOT mitigation, so what gives?
Thanks,
Julie Tacker
P.S. Ever wonder why the project didn't just propose to tear down the Tonini 
farmhouse and outbuildings (much better visual screening there).  I read in 
the EIR that it's because the 100 year old trash pits and privy's may have 
artifacts in them.  So Public Works is avoiding that portion of the land 
altogether.  Certainly, with tertiary treatment, we don't even have to go to 
Tonini at all.

--
Julie Tacker
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                a few things to remember.         Paavo is saying that Gravity came to the surface real fast by him 
to get stimulas money and because it is shovel ready.      Stimulas is new.     Paavo has been saying 
gravity for 2 years.        Since dec 08. the Tonini site is now being suggested by paavo as the site for the 
treatment plant for us. tonini came about way after t.a.c. disbanded,    t.a.c. never had the chance to 
review it.                 Also Spray fields was never studied by the t.a.c. committee.         point being, this is all 
paavo's doing, the non-engineer.   Whats going on here ?      ben     

Recession-proof vacation ideas. Find free things to do in the U.S.
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Site: County of SLO

Page Title: Planning Commission Contact Form

URL:
http://www.slocounty.ca.gov/CM/WebUI/PageTypes/Survey/Survey.aspx?PageID=1046
9

Submission 
Time/Date:

5/11/2009 8:52:32 PM


Name Lisa Schicker

Contact 
Information 
(Phone 
Number, Email, 
etc.)

lisaschicker@hotmail.com 528-3268

Question or 
Comment

Dear Honorable Planning Commissioners - On May 5, 2009, I sent you a copy of my 
third package of information regarding outstanding concerns about the the shortlisting
of the MWH engineering firm for the los osos wastewater project. A written legal 
opinion addressing my concerns will be released by County Counsel in 1-2 weeks, but
I remain concerned about potential conflicts of interest issues that surround the 
selection of this firm. The reason I thought this information was important for all of you
to have, is that this process may have reduced or limited the project elements that 
made it into the EIR, and the CDP, which you are currently reviewing. including 
treatment types, collection alternatives, water issues and sludge disposal. Because I 
was elected and had possession of detailed information, I thought it was important to
come forward and disclose everything I know, for the decisionmakers such as the BOS
and yourselves. My goal remains to see Los Osos get the best project for the best 
price, and sustainability and green have always been my preference. I believe that 
both Sludge production and saltwater intrusion must be addressed with this project, 
and not deferred. I implore you to revisit the collection system decision and require full
analysis of all collection alternatives, from gravity to step and everything in between. 
The whole purpose of using a "design-build process" was to aquire the most creative
solutions - and by limiting options at this crucial stage, we won't get to enjoy the benefit
of this type of project development process. If you have any questions about my 
materials, please contact me by email or phone, I would be happy to discuss them with
you. Thank you for all of your hard work, Sincerely from Lisa Schicker, Past President
of LOCSD 2004-2008
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Site: County of SLO

Page Title: Planning Commission Contact Form

URL:
http://www.slocounty.ca.gov/CM/WebUI/PageTypes/Survey/Survey.aspx?PageID=1046
9

Submission 
Time/Date:

5/11/2009 9:56:51 PM


Name lisa schicker

Contact Information 
(Phone Number, 
Email, etc.)

lisaschicker@sbcglobal.net

Question or 
Comment

dear planning commission: Earlier this evening, I just sent you a quick note, but 
was unable to keep a copy for my files - can you send a copy back to me, and tell
me where and when it will be posted as part of the public record? thanks again 
from lisa
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As residents of the 'prohibition zone' we urge you to move ahead and  
accept the Project Team's recommendation to pursue a traditional  
gravity sewer system for Los Osos as described in the EIR.  We have  
been dithering over this for twenty years.  Most of us don't go to  
meetings and shout at you.  But every community vote and survey  
indicates we are the quiet majority.  Let's not lose the opportunity  
to obtain stimulus money to support this vital project.

Mimi and Gene Kalland
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Dear Planning Commission,
 
I implore you to move quickly on this project.  Much work has gone into moving it forward.  To participate 
in some of the stimulus package funds to help finance the project we must meet time dead lines or lose 
our option to get those needed funds.
 
Please, move this forward immediately.
 
Thanks you, sincerely,
 
Toni Graham
805-534-9902

An Excellent Credit Score is 750. See Yours in Just 2 Easy Steps!
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We would like to add our support for the Gravity System in accordance with the 
SLO County EIR for the Los Osos Waste Water System. Thank you, Richard and 
Nancy Leslie, Los Osos residents.
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I support the preferred project as described in the EIR and urge you to move forward with haste so that we do not loose all hope of gaining stimulus money to help with our project. -- Judy Blakeley, RealtorC21 Hometown Realtyibjudyb@gmail.comJudyBlakeley.com
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Dear Planning Commissioners; 
Please take a look at these concerns. This company uses STEP/STEG with ponds. The SLO County TAC 
and tech memos do not cover the flexibility of these technologies in combinations well. These folks have 
done it...approvals on AG reuse. They may be worth a call or an email before the field trip to Monterrey.  
They covered considerations that I have bolded. These at least are talking points with the folks in 
Monterrey as to how they have addressed these concerns. I spoke with them in June 2005...no one was 
listening. These approaches solve high cost issues, sustainability issues, lower impacts and Best 
Management practices. No sludge hauling as well and a collection that can be phased. I like the ADS 
treatment ponds. Add wetland polishing before any indirect potable reuse. I have added their website 
PPENG website.
They seem much more flexible than the consultants who brought forward the four projects in the DEIR 
and CD Permit you are reviewing. Sometimes a second opinion leads to a better outcome.
Thank You.
Al Barrow Coalition for Low Income Housing 
Fresno Office
Company Headquarters
Provost & Pritchard Engineering Group, Inc.
286 W. Cromwell Avenue
Fresno, CA 93711-6162  [Map]Phone: 559.449.2700Fax: 559.449.2715Email: fresno@ppeng.com  http://www.ppeng.com/services.php?cat=was ----- Original Message ----- 
From: Donald Ikemiya 
To: abarrow@sbcglobal.net 
Cc: Richard Moss ; Al deHaai 
Sent: Monday, June 13, 2005 8:56 AM
Subject: RE: wastewater treatment
Mr. Barrow,

To add to Al’s email:

•       What we do have at P&P (that is unique) is a customized water balance model that takes 

into account all aspects of an effluent ag reuse system.  There are significant inputs, both book value 
and real data used in the analysis.

•       Analysis looks at pond dynamics, land loading rates (hydraulic, BOD, TSS, salt, nitrogen, 
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and others), soil assimilative capacity, crop water and nutrient use, deep percolation, fresh water 
needs, and other items of concern.

•       This analysis has been used and submitted for Regional Board (Region 5) approval on dozens 
of land application projects (municipal, industrial and dairy).

•       I agree with the comments in Al’s email and as we learn more specifics about your needs 

(treatment, disposal or both) we can guide you in the right direction.

Sincerely,

Donald Ikemiya, P.E.

 -----Original Message-----

From:   Al deHaai  

Sent:   Monday, June 13, 2005 8:34 AM

To:     'abarrow@sbcglobal.net'

Cc:     Donald Ikemiya; Richard Moss

Subject:        wastewater treatment

Mr. Barrow:

Thanks for your request for information on treatment ponds/ disposal.  

The general procedure that we follow is to determine how the effluent can be properly 
accommodated on the disposal parcel, and work backward from there to see what level of 
treatment is sufficient to prevent overloading the site and contaminating the groundwater.  
We would need to prove the adequacy of any process to the regulators in order to gain 
their approval. 

While I understand the general nature of your circumstance, there are a number of 
specifics we would need to know before commenting too heavily on the issues you raise:

•       What population is being served? 
•       Is there an industrial or commercial component also? 
•       Is storage proposed for treated effluent, or will the 18 acres be irrigated year- round? 
•       Is there supplemental water available for summertime irrigation? 
•       Is there a good site for your treatment pond? What type of soils are there? 
•       There may be more topics to get into, also.  

I should note that  we do not really have a special treatment process (silver bullet!) that is 
substantially different  from the industry—no special patents or similar. The bacteria that 
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do the actual treatment are generally the same, regardless of who designed the lagoon.  
Use of a STEP system allows the aerated  ponds to receive much less organic load, and 
therefore perform better with a smaller footprint and less horsepower in the aerators; the 
small sewers are also attractive. 

We designed a STEP system here in Fresno County, and it has been in service for about 
10 years, in an upscale community with many rolling hills.   That   system uses a 
recirculating gravel filter (not an aeration pond) for treatment, and is doing a very nice job 
at cleaning the water.  

We would be happy to work with you in solving the treatment disposal problems; in 
fairness, we should also say that the Wallace company would seem to be able to handle 
these issues also.  Please feel free to contact me if you need more information.  

--Al deHaai, Division Director, Water and Wastewater systems
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 I support the preferred project as described in the EIR and urge you to 
move forward with haste.  We do not need to wait around and lose the 
federal stimulus money!  After all it is Our Money!!!! We need it back so 
we can use it for the sewer project that is gravity fed!!!! Please keep the 
ball rolling. 
 

****************
Susan Chandler 
disAbility Advocate
Treasurer, CDR
805 528-4695
cell (805) 441-0655
FAX 805 528-4697
1193 17th St
Los Osos, CA 93402
www.disabilityrights-cdr.org

CALIFORNIANS FOR DISABILITY RIGHTS, INC.
To Improve the Quality of Life for All Persons with any Disability Through 
Education and Training — By Working to Remove Barriers Through 
Advocacy and Change in Public Policy

We need to continue the fight for SB 840--"affordable, accessible health 
care for all Californians."

For those who live in the San Luis Obispo area: Have you gone to the 
Access for All website? It is a great place to get info about local 
disability organizations, programs, and events!! Why not check it out? 
www.sloaccessforall.org

Alone we are weak, Together we are strong!  Nothing About US Without 
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US!!! PLEASE JOIN CDR, there is also a local SLO chapter,  info is 
at: www.disabilityrights-cdr.org . 
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Ladies and Gentlemen:
 
Let me take this opportunity to urge you to progress quickly with the work that must be done to get this 
program under way at least with the starting parameters you have chosen.
 
I have a knowledge of design processes and  spent 33+ years in Engineering Management roles to 
ascertain that  the work you have done to date continues to give me confidence in a positive outcome for 
this program. I spent some time  attending Design Reviews of  the initial design several years ago to make 
me feel that
a successful program was obtainable then, as it is now, even with the relocation of the Waste Water 
Treatment Facility.
 
Jerry Deitz

Dell Mini Netbooks: Great deals starting at $299 after instant savings!
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Dear Board Members and Planning Commissioners, I support the Los Osos sewer project as proposed by the County.  I am a home owner that has lived in the same house here in Los Osos for 30 years and this issue is getting very old; it is time to bring it to a conclusion. The enemy of a good plan is a perfect plan and I believe the County's plan is a good plan.  Requiring further studies, more conditons, additional reviews will not make an appreciable difference in the outcome of this project.  After all, we are simply collecting and treating sewage, something that has been done successfully in thousands of communities throughout this country for over a century. Please conclude your review and approve the project as designed. Thank you, Bob Bishop1237 14th St.Los Osos
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On May 17, 2009, at 2:45 PM, Piper Reilly wrote:He may be a kook, but Tom Murphy warned me of this two years ago (paying 3 times- in , out and back again). It is one of the reasons I wanted to install a Reclamator.On Sun, May 17, 2009 at 2:10 PM, lisa schicker <lisaschicker@hotmail.com> wrote:I think this is very important news to share - this should be of great concern to anyone in the prohibition zone and a water customer.The CDP must be conditioned to bring water back into the Los Osos groundwater basin and the people should know the price upfront.  The farther the distance, the more varied the topgraphy, the more the cost.Thank you from Lisa Schicker.....................WHO owns the water????
From: lisaschicker@hotmail.comTo: board@losososcsd.org; jon@shipseyandseitz.com; mcooney@losososcsd.orgSubject: Concerns about County Comments made regarding "who owns the water"Date: Sun, 17 May 2009 09:11:27 -0700Dear Board:I attended Bruce Gibson's office hours this past Thursday and numerous comments were made by both Gibson and Ogren regarding the ISJ and "ownership" of the water after it is treated at the wastewater plant. I wanted to bring this to your attention. Bruce and Paavo emphatically told the group, that once the water is treated at the plant, it becomes COUNTY WATER, the County owns it!!! That means that as a water customer, and a person living in the prohibition zone, I will pay 3 TIMES??????once for drinking 
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again, paying for the plant and treating the waste water at Tonniniand one more time, to buy it back, in order to get the water back to the Los Osos basin from Tonnini?I encourage you to share this news with Golden State, but this is something that should be agendized and discussed, in public and at the ISJ meetings and with the County.I also request that someone from the LOCSD attend these office hours at Sea Pines - many water issues are discussed and your presence would be appreciated.  Just a fyi, the May 28 office hours are cancelled due to the Planning Commission hearing on the wastewater project.Thank you from Lisa Schicker
Lisa Schicker 805-528-3268
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