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Table 3-6 
Supply Reliability for the City of Santa Marla for Year 2030 

Normal Water 
Multiple-Dry Water Years 

Source Year Single-Dry Water Year Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 

Imported Water 
from SWP(2) 13,706 890 5,874 5,874 5,874 

Groundwater 
Available from 14,300 14,300 14,300 14,300 14,300 
Twitchell Yleld(3) 

Groundwater(6) 12,795 25,611 20,627 21,645 22,663 

Retumflows 
from SWP 8,909 8,909 8,909 7,891 6,873 
water14 ,5) 

Recycled water 0 0 0 0 0 

Total 49,710 49,710 49,7fO 49,710 49,710 

Percent of Normal 100 100 100 100 
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EPI-Center. 1013 Monterey Street. Suite 201 San Luis Obispo. CA 93401 
Phon., 805-781-9932 • Fax: 805-781-9"73.2. 

San Luis Obispo COASTKEEPER
e 

Larry Lavignino, Mayor 
City of Santa Maria 
110 E. Cook Street 
Santa Maria, CA 93454 November 30, 2009 

VIA FACSIMILE: 805-349-0657 

Subject: December I, 2009 Council Agenda Item 9: Environmental Review of the Waterline 
Intertie Project and Approval of an Agreement with the Nipomo Community Services District on 
the Sale and Delivery.ofSupplemental Water. . 

Dear Mayor Lavignino and Honorable Council Members, 

On December 1,2009 your Council is scheduled to consider: 
I. A resolution approving, as a Responsible Agency, the Environmental Impact Report and 

adopting related findings of fact; and .. 
2. Approval of an agreement with NCSD on the sale and delivery of water. 

San Luis Ohispo COAS'I'KDPBR·, a program of Environment in the Public Interest, is 
organized for the purpose of el!suring that the public has a voice with agencies and official 
responsible for enforcing water quality, watershed and coastal planning regulations on the 
California Central Coast. As such, the SLO Coastkeeper and our 800 central coast supporters are 
concerned that: 

• The NCSD EIR fails to provide the City (Responsible Agency) and the public substantial 
evidence that the proposed delivery of water will have less than significant impact on 
flows in the Santa Maria River or that such impacts have been mitigated to a level ofIess 
than significant. 

• The City'S agreement to Sell and deliver water to NCSD defines a separate project that 
requires its own CEQA review. 

Our specific concerns include, but are not limited to the following: 

San Luis Obispo COASTKEEPER· a Program of Em'ironment In the Public Intcrest IS (l trademark and scn"lCC mark of 
WATERKEEPER- AIIIDncc. Inc_ and is licensed for usc herem 
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NCSD ElK FAH..S TO ADDRESS IMPACTS TO THE CITY WATER SUPPLY OR 
UNDERFLOW OF THE SANTA MARIA RIVER: 

The project considered in the NCSD EIR consists of the construction of a pipeline to convey 
potable water from the City's water system and connecting to the Nipomo Community Services 
water distribution system. 

While the NCSD has certified the EIR as an adequate CEQA review of the activities under their 
jurisdiction, the City of Santa Maria as a Responsible agency must address direct, cumulative, 
and secondary impacts that fall within the City's discretion. In fact, Responsible Agencies are 
required to independently make the written findings required by CEQA regarding a project's 
impacts and available mitigation measures, explain the rationale for those findings, and support 
those fmdings with substantial evidence in the record. (CEQA Guidelines §§ IS091(a)-(b), 
IS096(h); see also Resource Defense Fundv. LAFCO (1987) 191 Cal.App.3d 886, 896-898). 

In addition to responsibilities under CEQA, the City must consider. potential water quality and 
quantity impacts to the waters supporting the beneficial uses of the Santa Maria River. The 
NCSD EIR identifies Class II impacts to surface and subsurface water quality and quantity. 
However, identified mitigation and monitoring measures only address issues related to 
construction and maintenance of the proposed pipeline and are inadequate to assure that 
cumulative impacts likely to degrade water resources will be avoided or reduced to a level of less 
than significant. 

Attempting to overcome the deficiencies in the record, Staff asserts that the "City has adequate 
water to fulfill this obligation" to NCSD (Staff Report, pi). This statement not only sidesteps the 
City's responsibilities under CEQA, Clean Water Act, and Porter-Cologne Act, but begs the 
question of why "the City is in discussions with the County of Santa Barbara, Central Coast 
Water Authority, and other local agencies in the attempt to acquire more high-quality State 
water" (Staff Report, p3 bullet 3)? 

Currently, the Department ofFish and Game is conducting an Instream Flow Analysis on the 
River. The result of this analysis will provide significant data useful to inform the City on flow 
recommendations for the Santa Maria River and sustainable water withdrawal rates to serve the 
City and NCSD. If your Council approves the proposed resolution and findings without due 
regard for the cumulative impact on streamflow will likely have a serious and significant adverse 
effect on Santa Maria River resources. 

SLO Coastkeeper urges your COUncil to continue adoption of the proposed Resolution No. 2009-
179 until the DFG Instream Flow Analysis is concluded and additional environmental analysis 
fully addressing impacts under the City's jurisdiction can be completed (see PRC § 21l53( c); 
Save San Francisco Bay Association v San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development 

San Luis Obispo COASTKEEPER- a Program of Em-ironment in the Public Interest IS a tf3dcmnrk and service mark of 
WATERKEEPE:R· Alliance, Inc_ and IS Iiccn5cd for use herein 
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Commission (1" Dist. 1992) 10 CaI.App. 4th 908 [13 Cal. Rptr. 2dI17]; and City of Redding v 
Shasta County Local Agency Formation Commission (3d Dist. 1989) 209 Cal.App. 3d 1169 [257 
Cal. Rpt. 793]. 

THE WHOLESALE WATER SUPPLY AGREEMENT REOUIRES CEOA REVIEW 

The City's agreement to sell and deliver water to NCSD includes activities that will cause 
reasonably foreseeable changes in the environment and is therefore subject to review under 
CEQA [see County of Amador v. City of Plymouth (2007) 149 CaI.App.4th 1089]. 

SLO Coastkeeper urges your Council continue approval of Resolution No. 2009-180 and direct 
the preparation of an appropriate EIR. 

Respectively Submitted, 

~1~,Jkz3 
San Luis Obispo COASTKEEPER • 

San LUIS Obispo COASTKEEPER- a Program of Em ironment in the Public Inlerest is a trademark and SCI"\-ICC mark of 
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San Luis Obispo COASTKEBPER-

December 11, 2009 

.... - ...•. ....... 
Lmy Lavagoino. Mayor' 
City ofSama Mma, ," 
110 E. Cook'Street . 
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San Luis Obispo Coastkeeper bas no objecticm to the requested contiml3J)C(', however I wish to 
offer the additional input below for Staff c:onsideration in their msponse. 

5 Jl I c fA 
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- FROM :EPI Center SLD CDASTKEEPER FAX NO. : 805-781-9332 Dec. 13 2i!I1iJ9 02: 42PM P2 

• San L,," Oblepo COAS1iCiiPU ", • pwjjIiID Or~ in the PubIio Inteacsto 
replarl.y COliiiiiEiidS OIl CEQA. CaJjfivnj· Oeaa Water Ad:, end c:odIDgcrcd species. 
issues throaghout our patrol_ wbidl exteuds from the Sanla YDeZ River ~ 
northern Santa BarbIIra Couaty IIIId all ofSaa LIIis Obispo Couaty. As such We have been 
actiw particlpaIIb in issues j n 'I"'" big the SIIIIIa Maria Riwr as ftD. as the attempts by 
the Nipomo Cmmmmity ServiQlS Di.tric:t to ~lop supplcwental water SOUl'CC8 
(iJIcluctiug CODmlCJll 011. the SIIIIIa Mari. Jntattie pipcUne pmjcct as early as 2006). 

• Court Cases bave clearly estabHshed that tile proposed agreement for the saJe and 
cIclivery ofWBter defines a "project" UDder C£QA requiriug a sepand.e environmeatal 
determiDaIion of jnqw:ts OIl tbe pub1k tmst teIIO\IfeeS under the jurisdlction of the City. 
[see Rh&watch v Olmmbain Municipal Wamr DIstrict (2009) 170 Cal App 4* 186; end 
Saw Tara v City of west Hollywood (2008) 45 Cal App 4111 116]. 

• CoiIstkeeper CQIIIIMII( submitted for thI: Dec:emba: 1 moeting expzc:sscd our concem tbat 
the City has QOIIIIII{tted i1ae1fto the N'lJIODlO Wamr JnIatIe ProjI'lCt aDd effectively 
precluded CODS!&aatiun of altaDid:ins or mitiptlonJlleas ...... beDelicial to the public 
trust 10I!I0IIl'\lCS uodc:r tbe City's authority as a "Respoallible A8f;D1:y". [see Save Tara v 
CityofWcstHoDywoocl (2008)45 Cal App 4111 116; aDdCalitbmiaNatlvePlaatSociety 
v City ifRlmcbo Cordova (2009) 172 Cal Aw 4* 603] 

Respecti\I1Iy Submitted. 

$.4~~ ;. '''--0 
Gordon Heasley. 
San Luis Obispo CDAS1'IJ!IiPU· 

.S.h' Luil' Ob'.Pt'l COA.STDEPn" 8 ProaraJ'n ufEuvlronmcnt In thl!! PubliC In~5t 15 a lrudc:l1l&:l$ IUJd scrvic.:e mark or 
WATElIICiEPI!R' Allhl.cc. hlC.1ilId I. Hctnsed for .... he"'i". 
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