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Douglas Deitch
MAR O 4 2009 Monterey Bay Conservancy
501 Mission Street, Suitel
COAS]QAAI!: ggﬁwgsgw Santa Cruz, California, 95060 -
CENTRAL COAST ARFA ' March 3, 2009

(831) 429-4009

California Coastal Commission

Central Coast District Office

725 Front Street, Suite 300

Santa Cruz, California, 95060 B :

Re: “Minor Amendment Determination for Santa Cruz County Local Coastal Program
Amendment Number 1-08 Part 4 (Wells and Groundwater Protection) prepared February 19,
2009 (for March 12, 2009 Hearing) ' .

'Dear Commissioners,

In 1998, the late Marc Reisner, author of Cadillac Desert. The American West and It’s
Disappearing Water speaking here at a farmer’s forum in Watsonville, characterized Pajaro’s
15,000 acre foot yearly water resource loss (Exhibit B-3) (from 200% overdraft to grow 25%
of this country’s berries (Exhibit E-2)) to salt water intryusion as “thé worst in the world.” By
comparison, the entire Salinas Valley, with almost 10 times the production, loses only 9,000-
13,000 a/f/yr (Exhibit B-12), despite the biggest reclamation facility in the country in
Castroville. Sadly and unfortunately since that. date, Mr. Reisner has passed on. However, the
water resource loss he described that day has persisted continuously, unabated, and
unaddressed.

[ respectfully submit that the eleven year long gross and intentional negligence by our Board of
Supervisors (BOS) of completely neglecting “supervising” our ground water supply for us
either as they might have under their “State Constitutional Police Powers” (Exhibit B-5), or as -
they are currently required to (and have been continuously since 1998 under the Local Coastal
Plan and Gary Patton’s County Well Ordinance (Exhibit A-5) has caused the worst human
caused environmental, social, and economic catastrophe in the history of our Monterey Bay
Region through our permanently and massively lost/expropriated groundwater resource which
unconscionably and unsustainably continues unabated to this moment.

Requested Action#1

As is substantiated and explained below, I am reguesting that the above referenced “Well,
Ordinance” amendment by adding additional discretionary/subjective finding 4., specifically
this additional provision “4.” relating only . to “Declaration of Ground Water Emergency”, be
pulled from your agenda for March 12, 2009 with no action taken and that my allegations
contained herein and this situation be further investigated and more fully researched and
teported to you by Commission staff.

Requested Action#?2

Concurrently, I am further requesting that the Commission consider Initiating enforcement
procedures against the County of Santa Cruz for intentional violation of and noncompliance



with the County of Santa Cruz’ Approved Coastal Plan through intentional violation and
noncompliance with the requirements of the County Well Ordinance continuously since June
of 1998. :

Since this date the BOS has been statutorily required to declare a ground water emergency to
protect our water supply, which they have, intentionally and with due notice, purposefully
refused to do (Exhibit C). Most recently, in August of 2008, the BOS again refused to declare
an emergency, this time even circulating the new, yet to be approved amended Well Ordinance
(which is the subject of the March 12, 2009 meeting) as the applicable law (Exhibit B-5),
Despite notice to the BOS of this error and inaccurate testimony and opinions by South County
elected public officials based on the incorrectly circulated law, the mistake was just ignored by
the BOS. (Exhibit B-2)

As explained in Exhibit A, this is not a minor nonsubstantive change in the Coastal Plan.
Essentially, your approval of this change materially changes the duty under the ordinance and
Coastal Plan and will further serve as a ratification, validation, and “pardon” for the past 11
years of intentional BOS Coastal Plan violation and 11 year long 165,000 acre foot permanent
resource loss to salt water intrusion (and counting!) through intentional neglect by our BOS of
their duty to declare an emergency and address the problem. Over 80 new Santa Cruz desal
plants, cach now projected to cost $100 million each before operations and maintenance, would
have to be built to replace this water supply. We would have to build over seven plants each
year just to keep up. .

In June, 1998, Supervisor (now Superior Court Judge) Jeff Almquist, based on the recently
released 1998 County Water Resources Management Report, agendized and voted (with fellow
attorney/Supervisor Beautz) for a ground water emergency. (Exhibit C). Supervisors
Wormhoudt (Exhibit F-1), Belgard, and Symons voted no. The BOS position to this date has
been consistently the same. The BOS position is that although the 3 factual objective findings
required by the ordinance have been continuously met, the BOS is not required to act and has
not acted. “Shall” doesn’t mean “shall” to the BOS since 1998. The law’s author, Gary Patton,
and I have a different opinion. (Exhibit C-6, A-3)

I have, almost 2 years ago, distributed to all Commission Members at the request of Executive
- Director Peter Douglas (as per Asst. Director Charles Lester) a copy of a DVD entitled “Our
Inconvenient Truth-Monterey Bay Regional Groundwater Emergency & Solution”, a one on
one 1 hour SC Community Television show I did precisely on point which specifically deals
with this entire issue, including the proposed Coastal Plan Amendments. I am redistributing
copies to all Commission Members and Central Coast Region staff members who I understand
have not viewed it. I implore you to please review this DVD.

At one point in the DVD, I refer to “cessation of all ag well pumping in the 8000 coastal
distribution area” (which purportedly doubles the ground water basin sustainable yield from
24k/a/f/yr to 49k/a/f/yr.-please see Exhibit D-6 ) as the critical “fact/assumption” of the Pajaro
Basin solution. That is because this gain in yield comprises the vast majority of the Pajaro
balance solution...a huge 25,000 acre foot gain, doubling local basin sustainable yield!

I now have a more contemporary term to describe how the Pajaro Basin Management Plan is
designed to “work”, The new term is a “Water/Berry Ponzi Scheme”. (Exhibit D-1) The above
claim that the Pajaro basin, which is now 88% below sea level, can double it’s sustainable
vield by merely relocating it’s pumping in the basin is, on it’s face, as ridiculous and
unrealistic as any Bernie Madoff ever made to any of his investors.



Except hére, we have already massively deficit spent and overdrafted our ground waters 200%
yearly, 90% ag for decades for berries for tenant agribusinesses like Driscoll’s, Dole, and

pipeline or imported water nor will there be any smoke and mirrors created doubling of our
basin’s sustainable yield. That’s how Ponzi Schemes work. Except we can’t print up any more
water and all of our Monterey Regional water is only from local, primarily groundwater.

The University of California, through it’s berry royalty which is, at $5 million yearly, UC’s
fifth biggest revenue generator, fits into the problem, as well as the solution. This is pointed out
in the DVD, which, apparently UC Regent’s Chair Blum and President Yudof so kindly saw fit
to review, and very courteously respond through their Chief of Staff (Exhibit-E) . T will be
keeping UC posted on this matter and their very potentially positive role, and I hope to make a

presentation to the Regents. The Coastal Commission, as well.

I hope you will review the DVD and my submitted materials, too. I apologize for their length,
The problem and understanding it is not uncomplex. Unfortunately, this was not recently the
case two months ago with the Land Trust of Santa Cruz and Coastal Conservancy staff, from
top to bottom, who ill advisedly recommended continued ag well pumping and berry
production to “save the Watsonville Wetlands” (Exhibit D-1 0) in the recent funding approval
W/0 pumping restrictions for $1 6,000,000+ from the Coastal Conservancy.

The SC Land Trust has already borrowed funds from Peninsula Open Space Trust to buy this
land and have already rented it out for more berrying and water mining (Exhibit D-14). They
work remarkably fast and efficiently to get their berry rental monies to pay themselves on more
of our deficit spent water. However not nearly as fast and efficiently as Driscolls, CalGiant,
and Dole do on their rented fields,....of course, that’s not surprising since they all have their
own private jets paid for by our deficit spent ground waters, don’t they? I am now in the
process of making formal “Request For Reconsideration” of this decision to the Coastal
Conservancy. (Exhibit D-11)

I 'will be present at the March 12, 2009 meeting to speak briefly and be present to respond to
any inquires or expand on any areas mentioned in my submitted materials and DVD.

For the last 15 years I have been, I suppose, the Harry Markapolas of the “Water/Berry Ponzi
Scheme” here with lawsuits, Grand Jury Complaints, full page Sentinel pages, and trying to run
on water for political office (Exhibit F). The Coastal Commission is certainly the equivalent to
the “SEC” in terms of protecting, regulating, and preserving our coastal resources. Please help
us preserve what’s left of our vitally important and unconscionably abused Pajaro Basin coastal
groundwater resource and help us follow the law here. We very seriously need it,

Respectfully submitte

Douglag Deitch
ED/MBC

Ce
UC Regents, Santa Cruz County, Monterey County
City of Watsonville, California Coastal Conservancy



STATE QF CALIFORNIA —NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY

CALIFORNIA COASTAL COMMISSION

CENTRAL COAST DISTRICT OFFICE
725 FRONT STREET, SUITE 300
SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060

(831) 427-4863; fax (B31) 427-4877

W COaSta. 3,000 IMPORTANT PUBLIC HEARING NOTICE

ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER, - Gowt

Local Coastal Program Amendments" °

HEARING DATE AND L OCA]

DATE:
—”ME: ] LB
PLACE: Portola Hotel and Spa at Monterey Bay
' Two Portola Plaza
_ Monterey, CA 93940 : ’
PHONE: (831) 588-4112 {Thls phone number will only be in service during the meetmg }

AGENDA ITEM(S):

Th9a. City of Capitola LCP Amendment No. CAP-MAJ-1-07 (Capitola Village Parking). Public
hearing and action on request by the City of Capitola to clarify parking provisions associated with the -
City's shuttle system, and to allow a valet parking program in Caputola Vxllage (SC-SC)

Thob. City of Carmel LCP Amendment No. CML MAJ-1-09 (Trevvett Court Speclflc Plan). Public
hearing and action on request by the City of Carmel to add the Trevvett Court Specific Plan to the certified
LCP, and thus allow the development of a 14-unit affordable housing project (for low and very—low income
seniors) on the 8,000 square foot Trevvett Court site (along Dolores Street between 4™ and 5™ Avenues)
pursuant to the Specific Plan. (MW-SC)

"Thoc. Clty of Monterey LCP Amendment No. MTC-MAJ-1-07 Part 1 (Macabee Beach
Redesignation). Public hearing and action on request by the City of Monterey to redesignate a 6, 000
square foot portion of Macabee Beach from Visitor-Serving Commercial to Public Use Area. (8C-SC)

Th9d. City of Santa Cruz LCP Amendment No. STC-MAJ-2-06 Part 1 (Arana Gulch). Public hearing
and action on request by the City of Santa Cruz City to redesignate the Arana Gulch property from
Community Facilities and Residential Use to Natural Area/Parks, to rezone the property from Residential
and Community Commercial to Parks, and to amend LCP text to provide consistency with the amended
land use and zoning designations. (SC-SC) -

Th9e. Monterey County LCP Amendment No. MCO-MAJ-2-07 Part 1 (Castroville Community Plan).
Public hearing and action on request by Monterey County.to amend the certified LCP to incorporate the

- Castroville Community Plan, which would include the redesignation of approximately 300 acres of
agricultural land to non- agrlcultural uses and the revision of agriculture and water supply policies to allow
for development of those areas of Castrovule Iocated in the North Monterey County coastal zone. (KM-
sC)

Thf. Santa Cruz County LCP Amendment No SCO-MAJ-2-06 Part 2 (Nelghborhood Compatibility).
Public hearing and action on request by Santa Cruz County: 1) to increase maximum lot coverage from
30% to 40% for residential parcels between 5,000 and 15,000 sq. ft.; 2) to allow averaging of adjacent
“front yards to establish minimum front yard setbacks for residential par(':els and 3) to modify the definition
of “Net Site Area” within the Urban Services Line to exclude coastal bluffs and Monterey Bay submerged
lands. (SC-8C) ‘ ‘

>Th99 Santa Cruz County LCP Amendment No. SCO-MIN-1-08 Part 4 (Wells and Groundwater
Protection). Concurrence with the Executive Director's determination that the request by Santa Cruz
~ County to modify the LCP’s well ordinance to increase protection of groundwater is minor. (8C-SC)

G:\Central Coast\Administrative tems\Notices\2009\3.09 LCP Mtg Notice.doc
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“March, 2009 Commission Meeting
LCP Hearing Notice
© Page 2 .

HEARING PROCEDURES:

These items have been scheduled for public hearing and vote. People wishing to testify on these miatters

may appear at the hearing or may present their concerns by letter to the Commission on or before the

hearing date. The Coastal Commission is not equipped to receive comments on any official business by

. electronic mail. Any information relating to official business should be sent to the appropriate Commission
office using U.S. Mail or courier service. : :

SUBMISSION OF WRITTEN MATERIALS:

If you wish to submit written materials for review by the Commission, plééée observe the following
suggestions: C

e We request that you submit your materials to the Commission staff no later than the Friday before
the hearing (staff will then distribute your materials to the Commiissien). -

¢ Mark the agenda number of your item, the application number, your name and your position in
favor or opposition to the project on the upper right hand corner of the first page of your
submission. If you do not know the agenda number, contact the Commission office at the number
noted below. .

» If you wish, you may obtain a current list of Commissioners’ names and addresses from any of
the Commission’s offices and mail the materials directly to the Commissioners. A list of the
Commissioners is also available on the Commission’s website. |f you wish to submit materials
directly to Commissioners, we request that you mail the materials so that the Commissioners
receive the materials no later than Thursday of the week before the Commission meeting. Please
mail the same materials to all Commissioners, alternates for Commissioners, and the three non-
voling members of the Commission with a copy to the Commission staff at the appropriate
Commission office. . '

¢ You are requestéd to. summarize the reasons for your position in no more than two -or three
_pages, if possible. You may attach as many exhibits as you feel are necessary.

Please note: While you are not prohibited from doing so, you are discouraged from submitting written
materials to the Commission on the day of the hearing, unless they are visual aids, as it is more difficult
for the, Commission to carefully consider late materials. The Commission requests that if you submit
written copies of comments to the Commission on the day of the hearing, that you provide 20 copies. -

ALLOTTED TIME EOR TESTIMONY:

Oral testimony may be Iimitéd to 5 minutes or less for each speaker depending on the humber of persons
wishing to be heard. _

No one can pre.di'ct how quickly the Commission will complete agenda items 6r how many will be
* - postponed to a later date. The Commission begins each session at the time listed and considers each
item in order, except in extraordinary circumstances. Staff at the appropriate Commission office can give

you more information prior to the hearing date.

Qﬁestions regarding the staff report or the hearing should be directed to the Commission’s Santa Cruz
office at 725 Front Street, Suite 300, Santa Cruz, CA 95060, (831) 427-4863. To review a staff report or
for more meeting information check the Commission Website at; www.coastal.ca.gov/imtgcurr.html




Douglas Deitch

Monterey Bay Conservancy
501 Mission Street, Suitel
Santa Cruz, California, 95060
February 25, 2009
(831) 429-4009

Susan Craig

Dan Carl

Charles Lester

California Coastal Commission

Central Coast District Office

725 Front Street, Suite 300 ' l
Santa Cruz, California, 95060 |
Hand Delivered 1:30 PM 2/25/08

Re: Material Error in description of “Minor Amendment Determination for Santa Cruz
County Local Coastal Program Amendment Number 1-08 Part 4 (Wells and Groundwater
Protection) prepared February 19, 2009 (for March 12, 2009 Hearing)

Dear Dan, Susan, and Charles,

I have just received by mail and reviewed the above referenced document.

On page 2, (in “9)”), you have described the “word modification” (technically, an
amendment by -additional language) of the Well Ordinance, as it relates to “declaration of
a groundwater emergency” materially incorrectly.

You have described this “modification”/amendment as “providing the Board of
Supervisors greater discretion to declare a groundwater emergency...” :

This is a material error. Can you please correct this? Under the current Well Ordinance
enacted in 1987 and continuously since (attached as Exhibit A), there is and has been no
discretion by the Board of Supervisors on whether or not to declare a groundwater
emergency.

The duty and legal obligation under the language of Gary Patton’s Well Ordinance to
declare a groundwater emergency by the Santa Cruz County Board of Supervisors (BOS)
has been a nondlscretlonary though unperformed ministerial duty under our local laws
continuously since 1998. This fact is indicated in John Ricker’s staff report specifically
(Exhibit B), the “Environmental Review Initial Study™ (Exhibit C), “NEGATIVE
DECLARATION AND NOTICE OF DETERMINATION” (Exhibit D), etc.

The BOS has just been purposefully and intentionally ignoring it. That is the main point
in my DVD, “Our Inconvenient Truth” and the two lawsuits and two Grand Jury
Complaints T have tendered on this matter to unsuccessfully prod them along.
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As I informed Susan Craig, this same lack of following the law by our BOS was just
again demonstrated in the BOS’s recent public hearing to consider a groundwater
emergency late last year in 2008. The BOS circulated the yet to be approved by the
Coastal Commission (and the subject of your March hearing) “new ordinance” as the
applicable law, with the “new language” and “new BOS discretion” contained in the new
language. Testimony by Dale Skillicorn, Watsonville City Councilman, specifically
opposed declaration of an emergency because, he contended, “adequate progress” was |
being made. The BOS agreed....four to one.

Under the California State Constitution’s “police powers”, the BOS of any particular
county always has the discretionary powers relative to a “groundwater emergency”
whether there is a “Well Ordinance™ or not. | |

The codified nondiscretionary ministerial duty created by Gary Patton’s 1987 Well !
Ordinance, and it’s proposed significant amendment by Santa Cruz County, which would
very materially change the nature of this duty to a discretionary option (already provided
by the state constitution) should be accurately described by you so the Commission and
Executive Director can make the proper determinations on process and proper
consideration based on the actual weight and import of what duty is being changed and
how. Please correct this so it is clear. (" (X 17T & : .

Douglgs eitch
‘ED/MBC
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ORDTRANCE MO, _3806 .

AN GROTNANCE REPEALING EXISTING (HAPTER 7,70 RELATING TO WATER
WELLS AND ALDING NEW CHAPTER 7.70 RELATING 70O WATER WELLS

_ SECTION 1
Chapter 7.70 of the Santa Cruz County Code is hereby repealed.

SECTION 11

Title 7 of the Santa Cruz County Code is heretz{ammdeﬂbyaddmg
Chapter 7,70 thereto, said new Chapter to read:

CHAPTER 7.70

Sectionss . ,
7.70.010 Purpose of Provisions,
7.70.020 Pefiniticns,
7.70.030 Pemit—Required—Issuance,
7.70.040 Permit~~Expiration
7.70.050 Permit—Suspension or Revocation.
7.70.060 Licensed Contractor Required.
7.70.070 State Reporting.
7.70.080 Inspections.
7.78.090 Technical Standards.
7.70.100 Special Groundwater Protection. ,
7.70.110 Pajaro Groundwater Protecticn Zone.
7.70.120 Scguel Creek Service Area Restrictiona.
7.70.130 Groundwater Brergencies.
7.70.140 Abatement—Investigation,
7.70.150 Abatement Generally.
7.70.170 Variances. .
7.70.180 Amendments.

It is the purpose of this chapter to provide for the construction, |
repair, and reconstruction of all wells, ircluding cathodic protection
wells, test wells and monitoring wells, to the end that the groundwater of
this county will not be polluted or contaminated and that water cbtained
from such wells will be suitable for the purpose for which used and will -
net jecpardize the health, safety or welfare of the people of this county.
It is also the purpose of this chapter to provide for the destruction of
abandoned wells, monitoring wells, test wells, and cathodic protection
wells found to be public nuisances, or when otherwise appropriate, to the
end that all such wells will not cause pollution or contamination of
gromndwater or otherwise jecpardize the health, safety or welface of the
pecple of this comnty. It is also the purpeose of this chapter to
implenent policies of the County General Plan and the Local Coastal
Program Lardl Use Plan. _
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2. There is need for careful monitoring and managessent of the
groundwater hasin; and '

3. Careful management is greatly facjlitated by restricting the
number of new wells and requiring that new development be
supplied by Soquel Creek County Water District, a pblic
g:my empowered to carry out monitoring and management

‘orts; and :

4, Construction of new wells within the water district gervice
area increases the potential public health hazard of cross-
connection between pablic and private water systems;

5. Qurrent County General Plan policies require that new
development within the urban services line be served by a
public water system,

b. Well Constructica Within the Soguel Creek County Water District
Service Area. The construction of new wells shall be prohibited
on parcels that are both within the area designated as the
“Soquel-Aptos groundwater basin® fas adopted by separate Board
Resolution 233-B1) and within two hundred feet of a water
distribution line of the Soquel Creek County Water District.

¢. New Well Construction—Exceptions. The foliowing new well
construction shall not be subject to the prohibition of this
section: ‘ l

1. Replacement of existing wells;

2, Construction of a well for agricultural use, monitoring and
observation purposes, or cathodic protection; and

3. Well construction on parcels which cannot be served by the
Soquel Creek County Water District, as determined by the
Environmental Health Director based on a written statement
from the District clearly demonstrating their inability to
provide service.

4. Construction of a well by any public water purveyor.
A groundwater emergency shall be declared in areas demonstrated to be
experiencing a groundwater overdraft exceeding the safe yield in order to
prevent further depletion and degradation of water resources where such -
degradaticn threatens the public health, safety -and welfare of the

cosiunity. The emergency shall have no effect on drilling of ponitoring
or cathodic protection wells, ;



b.

Declaration. A declaration of a groundwater emergency shall be
made by the Board of Supervisors only after a public hearing.
Such an emergency shall be declared by resolution of the Board
after the public hearing to consider all relevant information
sich as, but not limited to, the most current groundwater study,;
recommendat ions of water purveyors and the Water Advisory
Commission and only after the following findings can be

1. The designated area is experiencing a groundwater overdraft
exceeding the long-term average annual recharge of
groundwater resource;

2. The creation of new wells or the expansion of existing wells
will significantly increase the demand on the affected
aquifer and therely incresse the overdraft; and

3. The continuation of the overdraft will result in further
depletion and degradation of the water resource that can lead
to, bot is not limited to, impairment of the aquifer or
allowing the ingress of low-quality or saline waters,

Immediate Measure to Alleviate, In areas where a groundwater
emergency is declared, the Board of Supervisors shall take action
to establish water conservation measures, to limit construction
of new wells, to regulate pumping from or expansion of existing
wells, and in order to prevent furthet depletion and degradation
of the affected aquifer. In taking these actions, the Board
shall give consideration to the seasonal needs of agriculture
including, but not limited to, the following factors.

1. Agriculture's need to repair, maintain and replace existing
wells serving existing agricultural use acreage;

' 2. Well construction for agricultural use to serve existing

agricultural acreage when new parcels are created due to
change in legal ownership, split parcels or parcels credted
by change in zening laws or other govemmental regulations;
and

3. The different water requirements of agricultural crops.

Long-ters Measures to Alleviate. The Board shall initiate
actions such as, hut not limited to, joint power agreements with
other agencies with the goal of finding permanent solutions to
the groundwater problem. =

Duration. A grqméw_ater emergency and the measpres enacted to
alleviate the emergency shall remain in effect until rescinded as
established in Subsection P of this Section.

Annual Review. The establishment of a groundwater emergency and
all actions to alleviate the emergency sball be reviewed by the
Board of Supervisors within one year of the date of enactment of
the measures at a public hearing to decide whether the
declaration of emergency shall ressain in effect.

-5
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f. Rescinding. A groundwater emergency shall be rescinded 4,4
resolution of the Board of Supervisors after a public bearing
when one of the following findings are mades

1. Aiterrative water scurces which compensate for the existing
overdraft and supply the affected area are developed;

2. Agromdwater management program is implemented which will
allow for additional development without contributicon to
groundwater overdraft; or

3. The Board of Supervisors determines that new information is
available which indicates that the technical data upon which
the original findings were based is no longer valid.

abandoned well, a cathodic protection well, or any other well may
potentially either contaminate or pollute groundwater, Investigate the
sitvation to determine whether such potential threat to groundwater
quality or present nuisance does, in fact exist, The Bealth Officer shall
have the power, upon presenting identificaticn to any person apparently in
control of the premises to enter upon any such premises between the bours
of 8:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m., to discover or inspect any thing or condition
which may indicate such a nuisance or threat to groundwater quality. The
Health Officer may examine such premises, things or conditions, take such
samples and make such tests as needed and take other steps. reascnably
necessary for the proper investigation and determination of whether a
nhisance or threat to groundwater quality exists,

L1.10,150  Abarement Geperally,

Whernever the Health Officer determings that an abandoned well, a
cathodic protection well, or any other well is presently polluting or
contaminating groundwater or poses a substantial threat to groundwater
quality or is otherwige not in compliance with the provisions of this
(hapter, the Health Officer may abate the well as & nuisance in accordance
with the provisions of Chapter L14 of this Code,

This chapter shall not affect the right of the county to abate as a
public nuisapce pursuant to Article 9, Chapter 1, Divisicn 1, Title 5, of
the Government Code (commencing with Section 50230) any abandoned well, or
cathodic protection well, or other well which presents a safety hazard.

2.70,170 Variances,

The Health Officer shall have the power to allow minor variances from
the standards referred to in Section 7.70.090 s0 as to prevent unnecessary
hardship or injustice and at the same time accomplish the general purpose
and intent of the standards and the resource protection policies of the
County's General Flan and the Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan. 1In
no case may a variance be granted that constitutes a gpecial privilege,

The Bealth Officer may, upon reasonable cause to believe that an F
|
i
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Ay revision to this chapter which applies to the coastal zone shall
be reviewed by the Executive Director of the California Coastal Commission
to determine whether it constitutes an amendment to the Local Coastal
Program. When an ordinace revision constitutes an amendment to the local
Coastal Program, such revision shall be processed pursuant to the hearing
and notification provisions of Chapter 13.03 of the Santa Cruz County
Ccdeissa:;d shall be subject to approval by the Califomia Coastal
mm m'

SECTION 111

This ordinance shall take effect upon certification by the State
Coastal Commission, or after 30 days, whichever is greater.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 6th  day of _January _ _ , 1987, by
the Board of Supezviaors of the County of Santa Cruz by the following
vote:

AYESt SUPERVISORS Forbus, Levy, Mehl, Cuecchiara, Patton

NOES; SUPERVISORS None
&7 .

ABSENT: SUPERVISORS None
Osai}rperv of said Board

CC:

County Counsel
Flanning

Environmental Health
Health Services Agency

»£  PAST PRESENT RUATURE?

AY R 1]
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HEALTH SERVICES AGENCY

P.O. BOX 962,1080 EMELINEAVENUE
SANTA CRUZ, CA 95061

HEALTH SERVICES AGENCY (831) 454-4000 Fax: (831) 454-4770
ADMINISTRATION o
| | |
December21,2007 AGENDA: January 8,2008 |
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS |
County of Santa Cruz

701 Qcean Street
SantaCruz, CA95060

SUBJECT: AMENDMENT OF COUNTY CODE CHAPTER 7.70, WATER WELLS
Dear Members of the Board:

On December 11,2007, your Board gave conceptual approval to proposed amendments to the
Well Ordinance found in Chapter 7.70 of the County Code and directed that the ordinance be
returned for final consideration on January 8, 2008 (Attachment 1, Exhibit A). The proposed
changes are described in the November 26,2007 letter from the Health Services Agency
Administrator (Attachment 3). Because this is a Local Coastal Program amendment, an additional
noticed public hearing is also required. The proposed amendments also provide for your Boardto
adopt by resolution the water efficiency measuresto be applied to wells serving larger uses
(Attachment 2). - ‘ i

The proposed amendments were reviewed by the Environmental Coordinator on April 9, 2007. A
negative declaration without mitigations was issued on April 11, 2007 (Attachment4). The review
period ended on May 16, 2007. The Planning Commission considered the ordinance and
recommended approval on July 25,2007. Commissioners recommended approval of the
ordinance with one further change to provide that the water use efficiency measures be
established by resolution of your Board. The Planning Commission Resolution is attached as
Attachment 5. : ‘

. )mmer dation
Itis therefore RECOMMENDED that your Board:

1. Hold a public hearing on the proposed ordinance amending Chapter 7.70 of the Santa
Cruz County Code entitled Water Wells (Attachment 1, Exhibit A); and

2. Approve the resolution adopting the amendments to Chapter 7.70 and adopting the
negative declaration (Attachment 1); and _

3. Adopt the attached resolution (Attachment2) establishing water use efficiency
measures to be required as a condition of pemmit approval for wells serving larger
uses.
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be required in lieu of environmental reviewfor individual well permits. Originally staff had
proposed that these measures be established by policy of the Health Officer in order to be able to
be easily updated to take advantage of new water efficiency technologies as they become
available. The Planning Commission recommended that these measures be established by
resolution of your Board and that they be updated on an annual basis. Proposed water use
efficiency measures are included as Attachment 3, and will be returned to your Board for adoption
with the final adoption of the ordinance. A draft of these measures were reviewed by both the
Planning Commission and the Water Advisory Commission.

Envrronmental revrew for mdrvrdualwells has been a potentrally cumbersome process aLd poses
potential conflicts with California water law. Related to this, wording in other parts of the]ordmance
has been modified to make it more clear that well permits are ministerial permits to ensure that
‘wells are constructed in a safe fashion. This approach is similar to building permits. Environmental
review, which would address water use, would still be requrredfor any discretionary land use
approvals required. Subsequentto Planning Commission review, staff has added recommended
wording that would maintain the requirementfor environmental review for wells serving water
systems that are under the jurisdiction of the State Department of Public Health. These systems

.

serve more th:Wuan are mostly public agencies that would be responsrble for
W environmental review process. o

7

Criteria for Declarina a Groundwater Emergency — Section 7.70.130 currently requires the Board
of Supervisors to declare a groundwater emergency if a basin is in overdraft, regardless of -
whether the overdraft condition is already being addressed. Wording is proposed which provides
the Board of Supervisors.with. discretion in the declaration of an emergency and allows the Board
to not declare an emergency if adequate actions are already being taken to address the ovefy
condition.

Mﬁﬂ@wmg@naﬁ -~ There are numerous areas throughout the ordinance where
minor wording changes are made for clarification of purpose or procedures.

Environmental Review, Plannina Commission Review, and Comments Received

The proposed ordinance and policy amendments have been reviewed by the Well Ordinance
Technical Advrsory Group, the Water Advisory Commission, the Soquel Creek Water District, City
of Santa Cruz Water Depariment, and other water agency representatives. Most of the comments
received from those groups have been addressed. However, a number of comments were
received urging that further restrictions on allowed water use be |mposed as a condition of new
well permits. While the ordinance includes provisions requiring efficiency of water use, staff
believes that the permitting of wells is primarily intended to ensure the protection of water quality
with regardto the potential impact of individual wells. Management of water resources needs to
be done at the basrn wrde Ievel utilizing measures that rnvolve all affected users These are well
beyondt : : | SSex ,

e of constructron Another oommenter Mr Doug Dertch has commented that the declaratron of

reoognrze the problem and are taking constructive steps neoessary to address the overdratft.

The proposed amendments were reviewed by the Environmental Coordinator on April 9, 2007. A
neqative declaration without mitigations was issued on April 11, 2007 (Attachment 4). The review
peiiod ended on May 16,2007.
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NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND NOTICE OF DETERMINATION

Application Number: Countywide John Ricker, for Santa Cruz County, Environmental Health Services
Amend County Code Chapter 7.70, Water Wells, to: 1)allow the Board of Supervisors to waive the requirement for a County well
permit if another agency provides comparable oversight; 2) require that wells may only be constructed on an existing legal lot of
record; 3) allow construction of a replacement well less than 100 feet from a septic system if there is no other altemnative and the well
is constructed in a manner to prevent contamination; 4) require evaluation by an appropriately qualified professional when a new
well is proposed to be located in proximity to a hazardous materials facility or site of known soil or groundwater contamination; 5 )
provide for development of additional procedures specific to construction and destruction of monitoring wells); 6) provide more
explicit requirements for the destruction of abandoned wells; 7) expand the requirement that wells must utilize deeper seals and can
only draw from one aquifer zone throughout the Pajaro groundwater basin or any other areas where poor groundw:iter quality may
exist; 8) require basic water quality testing whenever a new or replacement well is constructed; 9) require water us¢ efficiency
measures for, wells.se m%mgmmmm idential
car-ffiTieu of requiring environmental review for individual well permits; 10) modify wording to provide the Board of Supervisors
discretion in the declaration of a groundwater emergency, depending on whether adequate actions are being tak
e o Verdratt-conditon; and-other.minor.editosial-eorrertons mhd clmllcatlons.wwmmwide in the
Santa Cruz County, California. . ; -

APN: Countywide John Rickejr, Staff Planner
Zone District: Countywide \

ACTION: Negative Declaration

REVIEW PERIOD ENDS: May 16,2007

This project will be considered at a public hearing by the Planning Commission. The time, date and location have not been
set. When scheduling does occur, these items will be included in all public hearing notices for the project.

Findings: ‘

This project, if conditioned to comply with required mitigation measures or conditions shown below, will not have
significant effect on the environment. The expected environmental impacts of the project are documented in the Initial
Study on this project attached to the original of this notice on file with the Planning Depariment, County of Santa Cruz,
701 Ocean Street, Santa Cruz, California. ‘

Required Mitiqation Measures or Conditions:

XX __None
Are Attached

Review Period Ends___May 16.2007

Date Approved By Environmental Coordinator_July 18, 2007 -
S 0 O Nt
CLAUDIA SLATER
Environmental Coordinator
(831) 454-5175

If this projéct is approved, complete and file this notice with thé Clerk of the Board:;

_ NOTI DETERMINATI
The Final Approval of This Project was Granted by ' 5 @ o~
on . No EIR was prepared under CEQA. ‘ '

THE PROJECT WAS DETERMINED TO NOT HAVE SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE ENVIRONMENT.
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E. . :onmental Review
Initial Study Application Number: Countywide

Date.; April 9, 2007 ‘
Staff Planner: John Ricker, Environmental Health Services

. OVERVIEW AND ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

APPLICANT: County of Santa Cruz APN: Countywide

OWNER: N/A " SUPERVISORAL DISTRICT: Countywide
LOCATION: Countywide |

SUMMARY PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Amend County Code Chapter 7.70, Water Wells, to: I)) allow the Board of Supervisors to waive
the requirement for a County well permit if another agency provides comparable oversight; 2)
require that wells may only be constructed on an existing legal lot of record; 3) allow
construction of a replacement well less than 100 feet from a septic system if there is no other
alternative and the well is constructed in a manner to prevent contamination; 4) require
evaluation by an appropriately qualified professional when a new well is proposed to be located
in proximity to a hazardous materials facility or site of known soil or groundwater contamination;
5) provide for development of additional procedures specific to construction and destruction of
monitoring wells); 6) provide more explicit requirements for the destruction of abandoned wells;
7) expand the requirement that wells must utilize deeper seals and can only draw from one
aquifer zone throughout the Pajaro groundwater basin or any other areas where poor
groundwater quality may exist; 8) require basic water quality testing whenever a new or
replacement well is constructed; 9) require water use efficiency measures for wells serving more
than qﬂggsidentiamonnecﬁons_on.sewe‘nomesidenﬁawse&that BORSHMe-MoretharZ-acre-fee
year, in lieu of requiring environmental review for individual well permits; 10) modify wording

to provide the Board of Supervisors with discretion in the declaration of

emergency, depending on whether adequate-actiens-are-beiry take
~gondition; and, 11) other minor edr

SRS @ [
editorial corrections and clarifications.

ALL OF THE FOLLOWING POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS ARE
EVALUATED IN THIS INITIAL STUDY. CATEGORIES THAT ARE MARKED HAVE
BEEN ANALYZED IN GREATER DETAIL BASED ON PROJECT SPECIFIC

INFORMATION.
Geology/Soils Noise
x  Hydrology/Water Supply/Water Quality Air Quality

County of Santa Cruz Planning Department & o
701 Ocean Street, 4*® Floor, Santa Cruz CA 95060 5 @ :
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From: CBD BOSMAIL

Sent: Thursday, January 03, 2008 2:48 PM
To: CBD BOSMAIL ' -
Subject: Agenda Comments

Meeting Date : 1/8/2008 ltem Number : 50

Name : Douglas Deitch | Email : ddeitch@pogonip.org
Address : 3540 Porter Gulch Road Phone : 831-476-7662

Aptos, Ca., 95003

Comments : '
The proposed Well Ordinance amendments will have a significant effect on the environment
(as has your last ten years of intentional nonobservance of your duty under the Well
ordinance to declare a county wide groundwater emergency and protect our water supply).

Consequently, under CEQA, an environmental impact report is required. Please performed
legally, morally, and environmentally sufficient review before proceeding further. Dr. Fisher of
UCSC has already briefed you on the severity of the problem, damage done, and incredibaily
long timeline to see any possible correction.

At some point | hope you will come to the realization that the law applies to you as well and
- you will finally follow it...that's what your oath of office was all about. ' -

—r
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COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ
| STATE OF CALIFORNIA

AT THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MEETING
On the Date of August 19, 2008

REGULAR AGENDA Item No. 30

Public hearing held to consider adoption of a resolution declaring a groundwater
emergency in the Pajaro groundwater basin;

closed public hearing;

Upon the motion of Supervisor Campos, duly Seconded by Supervisor Stone, with
Supervisor Pirie voting no, the Board directed County staff to meet with the Pajaro
Valley Water Management Agency to identify criteria set forth in the County staff report
on the potential groundwater emergency in the Pajaro Basin, dated July 30, 2008, that
can be accomplished within six months time and report back to the Board with those
criteria in four weeks, with the additional direction that the report also include the

‘Pajaro Valley Water Management Agency's Proposition 218 election timeline for future
.fmanumg of basin management

cc:

County Administrative Office

County Counsel

‘Planning Director -

HSA Administration

Water Resources Division/EH

Water Advisory Commission -
PVWMA

City of Watsonville

Monterey County Water Resources Agency

State of Califomnia, County of Santa Cruz-ss.

I, Susan A. Mauriello, Ex-officio Clerk of the Board of Supervisors of the County of Santa Cruz, State of
California, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of the order made and entered
in the Minutes of said Board of Supervisors. In witness thereof | have hereunto set my hand and
affixed fthe seal of said Board of Supervisors.

by - ' , Deputy Clerk ON August 21, 2008
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"I simpty could not imagine the farmers market
being m:?&ﬂm but downtown,” 'says Brokaw. "{
really don't know how I'd survive without it.”

Dettle says he's been working closely with
market vendors, and while no replacement site
has been finalized, he's confident the market will
remain downtown.

Meanwhile, approval of the design phase of
the parking garage will go before the City Council
sometime in Septamber, Dettle says. Beckmann
said he and the rest of the CVD are ready to fight
every step of the way.

Had This Beeit an Actual Emergency . ..

“Luck, be a lady tonight,” goes the desperate
entreaty of the gamblers in the old: Broadway
chestnut Guys and Dolls,

And luck was indeed ladylike last Tuesday
night to South County’s largest water provider, the
PAJARO VALLEY WATER MANAGEMENT AGENCY,
as ittemporarily escaped the clutches of a county
BOARD o_"mcvmxe__momm threatening to rein
itin with a tough dectaration of groundwater
emergency. At the end of the night, the supes
voted not to lower the boam—for now.

Luckis something the PYWMA seems to have
in spades. in the last two years zlone it's survived
the sudden departure of its chief administrator,
three fosing court umz_mu. orders to repay millions
in overbilled fees, a battle between coastal and
inland growers and mare than one ruckus onits
own board.In fact, it's not only survived each
brush with disaster it's emerged enjoying even
greater public support.

That support made itsetf clearly known at the
classy new Watsonville City Council chambers
on Aug. 19, where dozens of speakers stapped '
forward to defend the agency's ability to salve
the area's averdtaftin ng and saltwater intrusion
problems. Those who testified let the m%ma
of Supes know that while they understead its
reasoning, they didn't like the formula gne bit.

Atthe outset of the meeting, the aom.”_a was
considering ifnposing a mandatory 17 umzmﬂ. to
20 percent 3%&9._ in water usé, a moratorium
on all new subdivisions and n_m<m_83m=m
anmE those that raduce other E:E_:mm water °

board speaks with forked tongue,” claimed

one speaker. “The county wants ta impose

more affordable housing,” the speaker noted
lactually, it's a state mandate). Nevertheless,
several others commented on “the contradiction”
between this ﬁ_mn_m,.ﬂmmo: and the memorandum
omcsnm_..ﬁmn&:m: regarding some 200 new
affordable units planned for the controversiat
65-acre Atkinson Lane parcel. ) .

Next the officials testified. DAVE CAVANAUGH
of the Farm Bureau: “A declaration [of
groundwater emergency] would just muddy
the water” Longtime Councilmember DALE
SKILLICORN: ‘A declaration reguires a finding
that adequate measures are not being taken.
Well, they are!” And a passionate Watsonvjlle
mayar KIMBEREY PETERSEN: ") urge you to leave
the control of the water to locals.”

Water gma head DENNIS GSMER didn't-
offer to mummx...wi Supervisar TONY CAMPOS
catled him up., Osmer listed the agency's recent
successes,

“We've held three water forums with no
bloedshed!" he exclaimed. Plus, he recounted,
the PYWMA is paying back past overcharged fees:
ontime, has landed $50 million in grants, has |
nabbed over $400,000 from the state, has cut
staff positions, has a _mam water recycling facility
almost done; hés mnEmE earned compliments
from the farm bureau for the first time “in15
ﬁmana&cm 20" and has just appointed its
m.avma_m_.mm"_n supertech, Mary mmssﬁm_.. as
interim manager. As for the rest, Osmer declared,
“We don't _55 a water problem; we have a
people uazma...

That v_.oau%.mz off m:umz_mo_. ELLEN PIRIE,
who nmn_m*.mm{_...._,.a sorry, but you do have a water
problem,” .n_z_..m copious evidence of former
inaction and Increasing saltwater intrusion.

That, in turn, mativated Supervisor Campaos
to defend Osmer and ask for more time, which
prompted Pirie to retort that time was way over
being up.

Ultimately, however, board members praved
reluctant to stomp too _,_mms:, on a struggling
fellow local institution, "We ought to be very
careful about dictating to other agencies,” noted

. Supervisor MARK STONE, in what might be the

Will luek remain a lady through amzzu Stay

_ur>zm4 CRUZ

Tie Vew mews Sakra Cunr, Carsouea

za_s_.,._,‘ East Coast w_.& _#_&__2_

Moz has had it with the natioral uasm_.n_.cncaw
Atlantic Seaboardcentrism. Turn on the radio,
».:m_..mw MPR's Steve Inskeep yapping from a hooth in
Washington. Pick up the paper and halfthe opinion
page ariginated in the offices of The New York Times,
The natien's powerbrokers are lvy League alums.
Bagels have sent danuts packing. ftain'tfairt

‘Butthe brilliant minds at Planat Cruz have struck

oneforthe West Coast, tuming the Fast nomn
mnmw__m:ama s oWn atomic weapon of am_ga
%mcs_.__ma againstit.

Planet Cruz; The View From Santa Crizz, .\..%.aﬁs.m
flips the iconic Saul Stelnberg New .»Q.»masﬁ.
onto its better side and shows Santa Cruz _m_.aam:m
in glorious detail, with the rest of the riation a .
compressed, hastily sketched aftertholight; The poster,
drawn by artist KIRBY mncuomm ith a cmnmua_os by
Planet Cruz Comedy Hourradio show :on RICHARD
STOCKTON, goes on sale Sept. 12 a1 a Planet neNna.
season party at Graphfix downtown, -

“When 1 look at eur poster, | can se¢ all these
things thatare on it, and 1get this warm feelingthat
'min Santa Cruz,” says Stockton, “Metro Sants Cruz
Is on it, KPIG is on it, the tree sitters are on itt We got
really into it, We even put the marijuana fields on it"

What you won't see are chain storés. "We were
actually offered maney to put a chain on there, and

SEASON PARTYAND POSTER RELEASE is
Friday), Sept. 12, at spm at Qﬁb%ﬁ 1129 Pacy .mn
\5? Santa Cruz,

Pilloried for Hillary - . =

Don't get her wrong—being at the nm_sonw»dn
NATIONAL CONVENTION is a thrill for PAT BAKALIAN
of Santa Cruz, wha's in Denver this week as a Hillary
Clinton delegate, She saw Sen. Ted Kennedy speak
on Monday (“| really gat choked up overthatane”)
and will be at a “private” meetingwith Hillary and
her 1,600 or so delegates on s..mazm&% That's
heady stufffor a political junkie.

But this convention is also a little ._.__....mms_m:m. she
says. Bakallan plans to cast her vote for Clinton, and

* becauseof it she feels a little like an outcast,

“Alot of Hillary delegates] are switching over
[te Obama),” she explains, “I'm not ready; the
.8=<m3_~on..u notover. if we all switched over, it
wauld be more like a coronation.”

Parhaps not surprisingly for a supporter of a
vanquished candidate, Bakalian detects excluslvity
and onm.mam%m& atthis <mm_.m 8=<m=»_o= At the
. 2000 conventien in Los >=mm s, she says, you could
bey ._..mzﬁm and buttons not justfor Al Gore but for

* hisrivalin the primary, Bil Bradley. .

“Here, it's all oamam_....m:m.mmwm. “| can't buy a

+ Hilary button aut there anywhere.And |have a

Hillary button on, you know; and Fhad somecine
_askmet _.a gonna vote for McCain, And 1 say, " s:é

would you think I'm mosm to vote for McCain?* She
said, ‘Well, there wa.hosm really angry people who
are going to vote for McCain.' | said, 'l resent that.”

Asked why she's umn_mumz.:m ina petition
drive to ensure that Clinton’s. nameis platedin
nemination—sinca rendlered moot by'an agreement

.. betweenthe Obama and.Clinton camps—Bakatian

says it's because of the :_no_._n nature of the
campaign, . . ot
“It's the first time a woman has ever won the
presidential primary” she answers, tipping her
hand. (Bakalian is not a fan of the caucus system,
which she says is profoundly undemocratic, Obama
did exceedingly well in the caucuses, while Clinton
excelled in the vl_.am:mm._ “To not recognize that 18
millien vm%_m voted for her ... And she literally won
alithe blg major states. It would be, in some people’s
words that i've heard, a deal-breaker for them.” @

»
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County of Santa Cruz
HEALTH SERVICES AGENCY
P.O. BOX 862,1080 EMELINE AVENUE
SANTA CRUZ, CA 95061
HEALTH SERVICES AGENCY (831) 454-4000 FAX: (831) 4544770
ADMINISTRATION | -

July 30,2008 August 19,2008 Agenda

‘Board of Supervisors

County of Santa Cruz

701 Ocean Street
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

SUBJECT: Potential Groundwater Emergency in the Pajaro Basin

Dear Members of the Board:

On June 10, 2008, your Board scheduled a public hearing for August 19, 2008, to consider
declaring a groundwater emergency within the boundaries of the Pajaro Valley Water
Management Agency. This action took place after several meetings in which your Board
considered the present financial difficulties of the Pajaro Valley Water Management Agency,
which have undermined that Agency’s ability to address the severe groundwater overdraft
taking place in the Pajaro Groundwater Basin. This report presents the information to support a

declaration of groundwater emergency and lays out actions the County can take to address that
emergency.

' Background

The Pajaro groundwater basin is experiencing significant overdraft, which was first identified in
1953.The sustainable yield under the current pumping distribution is estimated to be about
20,000-50,000 acre-feet per year (afy). Annual pumping is approximately 60,000-70 , 00afy
resulting in an-overdraft of 20,000-40,00@fy. The overdraft has resulted in lowering of water -
levels below sea level under 68-88% of the basin during long dry periods, with significant
seawater intrusion over two miles from the coast amountingto a cumulative freshwater loss of
15, 000acre-feet each year, '

The Pajaro Valley Water Management Agency (PVWMA) was created in 1984 to take
necessary steps to secure additional water supplies and manage water use in the basin in order
to bring use into balance and stop the overdraft. PVWMA adopted an updated Basin
Management Plan in 2002 ,and has implementeda number of actions to address the situation:

1.
2.
3.
4.

5.

Water conservation programs for municipal and agricultural use.

Metering of all large water users, with fees charged to all water users based on water use..
Development of a local water supply project to use runoff from Harkins Slough.
Construction of the Coastal Distribution System to supply water to coastal areas and
eliminate pumping in those areas subject to seawater intrusion. :
Participationwith the City of Watsonville in the construction of a wastewater recycling facility
at the City of Watsonville Wastewater Treatment plant (scheduled for completion in

December 2008) . :
30 «
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6. Update of the groundwater model to better assess the sustainabteyield from the basin
(scheduledfor completion in December 2008).

7. Developmentof watershed management programs that wotdd include water resources
monitoring, water metering, nitrate management, wells management, and recharge area

8. Coordination with surrounding agencies to develop and implementan Integrated Regional
Water Management Plan for the Pajaro River Watershed. ‘

9. Negotiationwith inlandwater agencies to acquire supplemental supplies that could be
deliveredto the Pajaro Valley after construction of an import pipeline.

i 2001, the cost of the basin management efforts was estimated to be $131 million, at an
annualized cost of $14 million (2001 dollars). The cost has certainly increased based on the
increased construction costs and the more firmited-avaitability of water for import. PVWAMA has
been seeking to finance these efforts through a combination of state and federal grants and
tecatfunding. Localfunding has been providedthrough a water augmentation charge paid by all
users of water in the basin, and a delivery charge paid by those users who receive delivered
water through the coastal distribution system. In 2003 and 2004, the augmentation charge was
-increasedfrom $80/af to- $160/af, which-was deemed-to-be the amount neededto-implementthe:
basin management efforts. However, in 2007, the California Supreme Court issued a new
interpretationof Propesition 218, which Jead to adeterminationthat those increases were invatid
because they were not conducted pursuant to procedures required by the Court’s interpretation
of Proposition 218. On October 3, 2007, the PYWMA Board acted to rescind the increases,
leaving the augrentation charges at $80/af, half of the amotint necessary to- implement the
Basin Management Plan and at a level inadequate to  maintain even current programs.
Additionally, the Agency is required to pay back $1 1 million in fees already collected.

‘On October 2, 2007, in responseto the critical loss of funding, your Board-approved Stipervisor
Pirie’s recommendation to request a presentation from PVWMA and direct Environmental
Health staff to provide a report regarding actions the County could take to help address the
groundwater overdraft in the Pajaro Basin. PWMA presented a report on October 16, 2007
and on Nevember 20, 2007, your Beard considered various actions the County could take.

- Before choosing a course of action, your Board requested a further report from PVWMA with
additional analysis by the County Water Resources Division Director.

The requested report from P\VWAMA was made avaﬂabfeén March 31 and provided to your
Board as part of the April 15 agenda item. The report addressed many County concerns. but
also teft future actiops undetermined pending a resolution-of more immediate concerns. At that

time, PVWMA sought to achieve short term stability by reducing staff, reorganizing the budget,
increasing community outreach and accountability, and developing the capability to pay back
the funds that were improperly collected as soon as possible. The Agency believed it was
important to reestablish a strong base from which to begin the process of working with the
community to reestablish funding mechanisms for implementation of the Basin Management
Plan. Since Aptil, the Agency has increased efforts to-address the long term issues. The 2008~
09 budget includes aliocation of funds for repayment, operation of recycled water and coastal
distribution facilities, water conservation, basin management, and a process for reestablishment
of rates. The 2008-09 budget indicates that the Agency is beginning to again take forward steps
to address the basin overdraft. ‘ '

However, PVWWMA has also been sued by the Pajaro-Sunny Mesa Community Serviees District
in an effort to force PVYWMA to rescind the remaining water augmentation fees that were putinto
place prior to Proposition 218. ¥ these fees are rescinded, PVWWIMA would essentially have
insufficient funds to function or meet its present financial obligations. PVWMA intends to

QU
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consider its options relative to this suit at its August 13, 2008 meeting.

c A ri

The County has powers to proteet, manage, and regulate groundwater under its general pofice:
powers and the powers of the County Flood Control and Water Conservation District. Exercise
of these powers throughout the basin would require a joint powers agreement with Watsonville
City and Monterey County. The County has very limited authority within the City of Watsonville
and would needto seek the City’s agreement and cooperationfor any efforts that would include:
the City or its residents. There are also financial limits to the County’s exercise of power: the
Countywould also be bound by the requirements of Proposition 218 in the establishmentof fees
to finance groundwater management activities beyond those which could be accommodated in
the present County budget. Recent budget reductions have trad an impact on staff workloads
and it would be challenging to take on significantly more work.

The County also has authority over well construction and development approval in
unincorporated areas of the Pajaro Valley. Section 7.70.130 of the County Code in the well
ordinance includes provisions for declaration of a groundwater emergency in areas subject to-
groundwater overdraft. After holding a public hearing the Board of Supervisors may adopt a
declaration-of groundwater emergency, which must include short-term measures to address the
emergency as well as long-term measures to ultimately alleviate the emergency condition.

The Cotinty has supported and encouraged PVANMA efforts to better manage the Pajaro
groundwater basin and control the overdraft. If it can secure adequate financing, PVYWMA
continues to be the most appropriate agency to manage the basin, with its clear legislative

mandate and most of the infrastructure already in place to do the work that needs to be done.
However, because there is presently no finrancial mechanism in place to address the serious
- groundwater overdraft, your Board has agreed that it is appropriate for the Board to consider
declaring-a-grotindwater emergency in the Pajaro Groundwater Basin. Stuch-a declaration would

include various actions to reduce current water use for all classes of users and provide impetus
for water users and basin-stakeholders to develop the technical and financial programs needed
to bring the basin into balance. -

Proposed [ rati___of n_ grm. qgency

Section 7.70.130 provides that the Board of Supervisors shall declare a groundwater

emergency “in areas demonstrated to be experiencing a groundwater overdraft exceeding the

safe yield in order to prevent further depletion and degradation of water resources where such

degradation threatens the public heaith, safety and welfare of the community and where the

Board of Supervisors finds that adequate measures are notaiready being taken to alleviate the

overdraft situation.” Such a declaration can only be made after holding a public hearing and

considering relevant information including recommendations of water purveyors and the Water

Advisory Commission, and only if the following findings can be made:

1. The desighated area is experiencing a groundwater overdraft exceeding the fong-term
average annual recharge of groundwater resource; and,

2. The creation of new wells of the expansion of existing wells will significantly inerease the
demand on the affected aquifer and thereby increase the overdratft; and

3. The continuation-of the overdraft will result in further depletion and degradation of the water
resource that can lead to, but is not limited to, impairment of the aquifer or allowing the

{ of tow-quality or saline waters, and,
4. Adequate measures are not being taken by water users and other responsible agencies to

lleviate the overdraft situation.
2 1




B Lo |l

0238

Section 7.70.130.B provides that the declaration of groundwater emergency shall include
immediate measures to alleviate the emergency, including: water conservation measures, and
provisions to limit construction of new-wells, and regulate pumping from of expansion of existing
wells in order to prevent further depletion and degradation of the affected aquifer. A declaration
of groundwater emergency shall also provide for tong term measures to develop permanent
solutions to the groundwater problem. Once a groundwater emergency has been declared. the
‘Board shall review progress toward alleviating the emergency at an annual public hearing, and
shall rescind a groundwater emergency after a public hearing when it can be determined that
alternative water sourees are available, an effective grotindwater management program is
implemented, or new information becomes availabie which indicates that the technical data
upon which the original findings were based is no longer valid.

Staff has prepared a draft resolution declaring a grotundwater emergeney {(Attachment 1). Given
the wide range of actions that the County could take and the desirability of responding to public
testimony from the hearing, staff has not yet prepared specific implementing erdinances.
However, if your Board determines to declare a groundwater emergency, staff recommends that
the following actions be taken as a part of such declaration:

1. Establish a geal and Stpporting programs so-that all users pumping groundwater from the
Pajaro Groundwater Basin are urged to immediately take actions to reduce their water use
by at teast 26%. This amount of reduction is consistent with recent state-wide targets and
with local water conservation targets.

2. Urge the City of Watsonville to adopt a resolution declaring a water supply emergency and
establishing Level Two water use reductions (17-20% reduction). Staff will prepare a letter
for the Board Chair to transmit to the Mayor.

3. Add a new section of the county code to promote water conservation and prohibit wastefu
use of water throughottt the unincorporated areas of the County, with an emphasis in the
Pajaro Groundwater Basin.

4. Adopt an ordinance requiring preparation and submittal of an annual agriculturat water
conservation plan by individual agricultural users to document and promote the use of water
conservation measures, and encourage the Monterey County Water Resourees Agency to
require such plans within the portion of the Pajaro Basin under their jurisdiction. Such plans
are already required-on an annual basis of all users in Menterey County in the overdrafted
zones of the Salinas groundwater basin. As an alternative, staff could work with agricultural
users to develop other mechanismsto provide for more efficient agricuttural water use.

5. Establish a temporary moratorium on new subdivisions and building permits for new homes
within the unincorporated areas of Santa Cruz County overlying the Pajaro Basin until a
water demand offset (WDO) program can be developed which will require developers to
implement water conservation measures to reduce water use from existing development to
the extent that there would be no net increase in water use from the basin. This would be
similar to the water demand offset (WDO) program administered by the Soquel Creek Water
District.

6. Establisha moratorium on wells sefving new residentiator agricultural uses unless the user
submits a water conservation plan that demonstrates maximum practicable water efficiency.

7. Direet the County Water Resources Division Director to work with the Pajaro Valley Water
Management Agency, the City of Watsonville, the Fam Bureau, Monterey. County Water
Resourees Agency, and other affected agencies, water users and and owners to promote
the development of technical measures and financing methods to bring water use in the

8. After one year, review the status of basin management efforts and if there is not significant
improvement, consider initiating an adjudication of groundwater rights whereby the courts

30 -~
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either impose reduced water use by all users to stay within the basin's sustainable yield or
impose a physicaland financial solution to provide supplementalwater.

9. if the Pajaro Valley Water Management Agency loses the financial ability to perform its
duties, consider seeking new special legislation or entering into a joint powers agreement
with the City of Watsonville and Monterey County to assume management of the Pajaro-
Basin.

10. Support efforts to fallow agricuitural fand to reduce overall- water use, particutarly in areas
subject to flooding, with high natural resource value, and/or with marginal agriculturalvalue.

Staff is recommendingthat the proposed declarationof groundwater emergency apply within the

‘Pajaro Groundwater Basin, as delineated by the established boundaries of the PWMA. There
has been some suggestion that the declaration include areas to the west in the jurisdiction of
Central Water District and the Soquel Creek Water District, given that some groundwater flows
from those areas into the Pajaro Basin. However, those agencies are already actively
implementing a comprehensive groundwater management plan that is intended to manage
these areas within their sustainable vield. Adverse impaets in the western portions of the
Aromas sands formation are very likely a result of excessive pumping in the Pajaro basin.

R n Com

n-evaluating the status of groundwater management in the Pajaro Basin, staff has consuited
with various involved agencies and entities. Their related activities, concerns and comments can
be summarized as follows:

County Water Advisory Commission — The County Water Advisory Commission discussed-this
matter at its Aprl, May, and June meetings. The Commission endorsed the staff
tecommendation to consider declaring a groundwater emergency and recommended that the
public hearing be held in South County.

Pai i at gement Agencv — Staff has consulted closely with staff and the Ad
Hoc Executlve Commlﬁee of PVWMA. The PVWMA Board considered the staff

- recommendation on May 28 and voted unanimouslyto encourage the Board of Supervisors to

hold a public hearing to consider declaring a groundwater emergency. The Agency will be
further considering the matter at its August 13 meeting.

Citv of Watsonville — The City of Watsonville implements a number of water conservation
programs including an effective toilet rebate replacement program. City staff have indicated

to consider declaring a stage 2 water supply emergeney, which would implement
additional restrictions and conservation measures. The City recently adopted a higher water rate
for higher fevels of water use in-order to-encourage greater efficiency. The City’s ultimate-goal is
to put in place measures that allow it to grow without any increase in groundwater use.

v -Cor s Agency — This agency supperts the-efforts of PVAMA to
manage the Pajaro groundwater basm Beyond that, they do not anticipate a need for their
agency to get more involved.

Soauel Creek Water District = The SqCWD Board of Directors considered the March 25 report
from PVWAYMA to the County at their May 6 meeting and transmitted a letter in which they
supported the efforts of PVWMA, requested extension of the Coastal Distribution System further
north toward La Selva Beach.

Santa Cruz Countv Farm Bureau - The Farm Bureau believes that PVWMA should continue to

& N
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‘be the lead agency responsible for groundwater management. Atthough mest Pajaro Valley
growers already utilize relatively efficient irrigation practices, at least some growers have
indicated that they could further reduce water use, partieularly if parallel reductions were-
implemented for urban water users. Technical assistance for improved irrigation efficiency can.
sesource Conservation District of Sants ' 2 € i

itis, therefore, RECOMMENDED that your Board:

+. Holda public hearing to consider declaring-a groundwater emergency within the boundaries
of the Pajaro Valley Water Management Agency;
2 Adﬂptfhefesmufbﬂﬂechﬁngagmunﬁwawremrgencyﬁ
3. Direct the Water Resources Division Director to prepare ordinances and related measures
“to- implement the declaration of groundwater emergency, including the actions
described in this report.

Sincerely,

(KAt

Rama Khalsa, Ph.D.
Health Services Agency Director

RECOMMENDED:

'SUSAN A MAURIELLO-
County Administrative Officer

Attachments: Resolution

ce:  County Administrative Office
‘ . County Counsel
Planning Director
HSA Administration
Water Resources Division/EH
Water Advisory Commission
PVWMA
City of Watsonville
Monterey County Water Resources Agency
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CBD BOSMAIL

From: CBD BOSMAIL

Sent:  Friday, August 15, 2008 8:08 AM
To: CBD BOSMAIL

Subject: Agenda Comments

Meeting Date : 8/19/2008 item Number : 30

Name : Douglas Deitch-Monterey Bay Conservancy Email : ddeitch@pogonip.org
Address : 3540 Porter Guich Roa Phone : 831-476-7662
Aptos '

Comments :

Dear Supervisors,

(Please attach at the end of this email and incorporate by reference my 3 page pdf email submitted 5/16/
as agenda comments to ttem# 3t on your 5/20/08 agenda, as | will be referencing them).

The declaration of groundwater emergency, as we all realize, does not solve this very grave decades old
problem. Your recognition of this problem, at least ten years and billions of dollars of our lost/expropriatec
water resoutees late, can be a beginning.

The joint cooperation required between Santa Cruz and Monterey Counties and the City of Watsonvitte tc
effectively address this dilemma can and should be the start of a new regional state created agency
incarporating and merging the jurisdictional areas of PVWMA, Soquel Creek, and Central Water Districts,
minimally. Santa Cruz {SCMU), which possesses this region's largest storage facility, Loch L.omond, and
huge financial and environmental ALBATROSS almost around it's neck with it's desal attempt, is also-a
very prime candidate for a regional agency and soution.

Central and Soquel Creek Districts share the basin with PYWMA and these districts’ no longer needed
existence and counterproductive balkanizing affect, redundant administrative costs, lack of educationally
and experientially qualified leadership, apparent conflicts of interest favoring agbusiness and the farm
pureau, dismally poor track record of accomplishment of anything, etc., indicate that these agencies
(PVWMA, Central, and SqCWD) be terminated and merged into one regional agency which can coording
sustainable management of the Aromas Red Sands, and perhaps more.

This can never be achieved otherwise.

http://207.111.238.178/Aptos_Times96.htm

We hear and know how important "focal control” of our water is. The current tegistation under PYWMA

makes this an impossibility by providing agbusiness control and slant of PVWMA to primarily corp muliti

national TENANT agbiz through it's terms and the Farm Bureaus' ridiculous power of

appointment/nomination of 3-of 7 board members.

This has atiowed a 25 year "FIELD DAY" for these intersts to "GO TO TOWN" and STEAL! our groundw;

supply which our children and grandchildren {if you have them, and 1 DOY) WILL NEED BIGTIME! Pleasg
"read and familiarize yourselves with the PVWMA and SqCWD. They are dinosaurs.

In today's California and world water reality, this act and agency and it's mission has been antiquated an
cbnnidAd A andad Qamao with QACWD and Central ‘ ‘i\ ~
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We can achieve balanced ground water basins here. But we cannot do this and continue to grow 25% of
this country's berries. We must somehow reel in the berry industry here to a sustainable level of _
production...sustainable carrying capacity here indicates reduction must be at least 25%...8000 of 32,000
acres....about the same amount of acreage as has been converted from orchard to berries.

There are too many innaccuracies and incomplete information in your staff report for me to itemize here.
eg. The current sustainable yield of the basin is 24k/affyr. ,
http://pogonip.org/WaterDocs/PVWMATechnicalMemorandum.pdf
http://www.register-pajaronian.com/fe_view__article.php?storyu_id=3879&page__id=72&heading=0
http://207.111.238.178/BetweenF urrows_96.pdf
http://pogonip.orgNVaterDocs/SantaCrquaterSolutionWeb.pdf

Please review my websites at

begentlewiththeearth.com

begentlewiththeearth.org

begentlewiththeearth.net ‘

for accurate and detailed information and history.

However, as always, | would be more than pleased to make a complete and comprehensive presentation
you on exactly we can and should go about doing this. This is what | am interested in doing. Not suing
people or being supervisor. :

Pleae call on me.

Respectfully,

Douglas Deitch
‘ED/Monterey Bay Conservany

AN
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San Andreas Mutual Water Company

P.O.Box 326, Aptos, CA 95001-0326

19-August-2008

Santa Cruz County Supervisors

Re: Public Hearing on Declaration of a Ground Water Emergency in the Pajaro
Valley

The Board of SAMWAC would like to impress upon the County Supervisors the
seriousness of the overdraft situation in the Pajaro Valley and strongly urge them
to declare a ground water emergency.

We would also like to urge the Supervisors to inject themselves into this problem
to the fullest extent allowed by law. The community residents and Pajaro Valley
growers are depending upon the County to drastically change the direction of the
past many years and establish a sustainable solution that everyone can buy into.

While SAMWAC did participate in legal action against PVWMA, we are fully
supportive of their mission. We felt that spending massive amounts of taxpayer
money on water diversion and importation would not be financially supported by
the'.community. We would like to maintain the agricultural environment of the
Pajaro Valley and will support PVWMA on a mission that makes economic sense.

Board of Directors - San Andreas Mutual Water Company

Gerald Fehr, President | Sahdra Hoppe, Vice President
Ann Stemler, Secretary Owen Sharp, Treasurer
Dwight Lynn, Member at Large '
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Water Management
Challenges in the Salinas Valley

BY MICHAEL CAHN, UC WATER RESQURCES AND IRRIGATION ADVISOR

MONTEREY, SAN BENITO AND SANTA CRUZ COUNTIES

ENVIRONMENT

griculture in the Salinas Valley the underlying aquifers, and developing However, even with CSIP, sea water
is highly productive, not only plans to protect the quality of surface has continued to intrude into the aquifer.
due to an ideal climate and waters. To strengthen efforts to halt sea water
fertile soils, but also because : intrusion, Monterey County landowners
=50 its water resources. Unlike Slowing Sea Water Intrusion recently voted to initiate the Salinas Valley
other regions that rely on water imports, Maintaining ground water levels is Water Project (SYWP). This project will
the Salinas Valley has remained self- * especially critical near the coast to prevent  madify the spillway of the Nacimiento
reliant in supplying water for agricultural, seawater from intruding into the aquifers. dam so that additional water can be
environmental, and urban uses. The Depending on the weather, which affects stored in the reservoir and an inflatable
fortunate combination of adequate rainfall,  water-use of crops and urban landscapes dam will be constructed at the northern
a large catchment area in the surrounding 450,000 to 600,000 acre-feet of water are end of the Salinas River to divert surface
hills and mountains, and a large capacity annually pumped in the Salinas Valley. Over  water released from the reservoir to farms
to store water in the underground aquer pumping of wells has caused sea water to along the coast. The diversion dam wil
has sustained a plentiful water supply - enter into the upper and middle aquifers be deflated to allow for fish migration.
in the Salinas Valley. In addition to v along the coast, leaving farmers thhout The combination of substituting surface
ground water storage, Monterey County | a useable WatETsBuRE~THE! onterey and recycled water for ground.water will

minimize pumping along the coast, and
hopefully slow or halt further intrusion of
seawater into the Salinas aquifers.

established the Nacimiento and San i County Water Resources Agency (MCWRA}
Antonio reservoirs at the southern end { estimates that the seawater contamination

- of the valley in 1957 and 1961 to provide i of the aquifer reduces ground water
flood control during the rainy season and i supplies by 9,000 to 13,000 acre-feet

to potentially store up to 713,000 acre- feet\ per year. Preventing Nitrate Contamination

of surface water. LSt s ST SE e b been taken of Ground Water

The water resources of the Salinas to slow the front of saline water moving In addition to protecting water resources
Valley must be protected to meet current into the aquifer and to provide coastal for agricultural use, there is also a great
and future needs. Addressing the interests  growers with an alternative water source. need to protect water supplies for
of agricultural, environmental, and urban In 1998 Monterey County added a urban and environmental uses, A highly
users is a complicated process. Fortunately,  tertiary treatment facility to the regional productive agricultural region, such as
the Salinas Valley has a track record of waste-water treatment plant, and began the Salinas Valley, uses large i inputs of
pro-actively managing water resources producing recycled water for irrigation of fertilizers that have led to the leaching of
by involving the public, government 12,000 acres of coastal farmland. Known nitrate into the groundwater. Nitrate may
agencies, industries, and environmental as the Castroville Seawater Intrusion not impair agricuhtural uses of the water,
advocacy groups. Despite sometimes- Project (CSIP), this water recycling facility but this contamination limits the use of
conflicting viewpoints, a common theme is currently the largest in the United States  water for human consumption as well as
of agreement has been that local solutions  used for the production of fresh fruits for environmental uses. The MCWRA
are the best solutions. This has been and vegetables. The supplemental use identified 34 shallow welis in the Salinas
shown in the community’s approach to of recycled water reduces the amount of Valley that have nitrate levels three times

. Mmanaging seawater intrusion near the ground water pumping along the coast by  greater than the 45 parts per million federal

coast, addressing nitrate contamination in nearly 13,000 acre-feet per year. : drinking water standard.

36 COASTAL - - R D4



—
FEEETHITTIEYT Y s Lo

COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ

GOVERANMENIAL CENTER T 701 QCFAN STREET BSANTA CRUZ, CALIFORNIA $5080-4069

(40 422X ATSS W4T PAX fa At 00 YO oty ABATLEY
JANETK, DEAUTZ  WALTER J, SYMONS ADI WORMH ' LaA
FIAST DISTRICY SECOND CHATRIZT "ATEI'Rg nn'mgprt fgﬁztilélggl':g! J:::HAI‘;IE?OH‘!!ESVY

6£/16/98

BOARD QF SUPRRVISQORS
County of Santa Cruz
701 Qcean Streel

Santa Cruz, CA 35060

RE: SETTING SUBLIC HEARING TO CONSIDER DECLARATION
OF GROUNDWATER EMERGENCY IN THE PAJARD VALLEY

Dear Members of the Board:

‘There has bean considerable public discussion about the atatus (<34
the groundwater resources in the Pajaro valley. On June 2, 1338,
the woters in the Pajare Valley Water Hanagement Agsncy’s { PVNMRA)
jurisdiction sdopted Measurs U which mandates, for a period of 10
years, that the PVWMA shall postpons design or construction of a
pipeline to import walker into the Pajaro Valley, iwmpoaed a 10
year moratorium on the purchase by the PVWMA of water from any
aource outside of its boundaried, and also mandated a raduction
in the augmentation fees# charged to watar Qaers in the pPalaro
Valley, fees which are used as a means of supporting projects Lo
improve or develop walelr resgurces.

There seems Lo be little doubt that the watexr resources available
zo the PVWHA and its users ave in a state of overdraft. Last
weak, in considering Item 53 on cur Board agenda related ro
creation of positions in the County gowarnment to help facus the
development of County water policies, we also accepted a Jocunent
entitled *An Hvaluation of Water Remouxces Monitoring and
Management Rfforte in Santa Crus County.” The summary of that
documant, made a parc of the agenda item as Attachment 6, in the
pection entitled "fmpusa Specific to South County/Pajaro,” made
the following factual findings:.

“2. Annual pumpage in the Pajaro Basin is 68,000 acre-

' feet/year. The gafe yleld of the basin ia cited in tha
Basin Managemant Plan as 31,000 acre-feet/year.
Overdraft is approximataly half of demand. The PVWMA
ia plamning to develop an additional 28,000 acye-
feet/year to meer demands through the year 2040.

o
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=3. The rate of geawaber intrugion rapges from 1¢,000 to
15,000 acre-feer/year. This volume of annual seawater
intrusion is greater than water use in mid-County, San
Lorenzo Valley and Scotts Valley.

4, This area is the most significant water supply
imbalance in the County. <Yhe State has threatened
adjudication. Mechanlems to address the problem are in
the planning stages but ars not presently in place.
Thireiexists a lack of local consensuas on prochlen
adlut long.”

fSimilaxr findings have been made by the Pajaro Valley Water
Management Agency amdd lts compsultants. In a document antitled
*Water Supply Project Summary Report” dated May 19, 1998,
prapared by the firm of Montgomery Watson, cohsultante to the
Warer Management Agency, it is stared am follows:

*The primary water-supply for the Pajarc Valley is water
pumged from the underlying groundwatar aquifer. This
aguifer ig recharged by rainfall on the adjacent mountains
and frowm recharge through the Pajare River and cresks that
flow across the coastal valley. The water needs of this
cogstal valley have ocxceeded the natural recharge of the
underlylng aquifer. The resulr ig that, based on he long-
Larm average, the amount of groundwater pumped from the
basin hag exceeded the amount of water that has racharged to
cthe basin during the sams period of tima. This condition,
when the rata of pumping exceeds the xate of recharge, ia
referred to as overdraft. The overdraft conditions in the
Pajarn Valley have resulted in a general, long-term decline
in groundwater slevations....

“The long-term decline in groundwater levels ham remulbted in
seawater intruding into the groundwatsr aguifer...Scawater
intrusion results in a lewering of groundwater ?uality.
Seawater contains chlorides at concentrations o
approximately 19,000 parte per million (pgm). The
California Stats drinking water atandaxd for chlozides is
250 pfm, and it is gemerally recognized that high levels of
chlorides (approximately i00 ppm For strawbarrvies} can ba
detrimental to agricdulryral cropa. Continued intrusion of
seswater into the groundwater aquifer will result in greater
portion of the aquifer not being suitable for municipal or
agricultural use.” (Mantgomery Wataon, £$-1)

Tha Water Bupply Project report concludes rhar there is an
existing daficit of approximately 18,000 acre-fewt/year and a
future ficit of 24,000 acre-feet/year, indicating a critical
need for the development of additionsl water suppliey either

a
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through gongorvation or capturo of new rosouxecs. Tho atudy
concludes that up to 5,000 ncreﬁfeetlyear could be developod
through diversion and capturs of local surface water supplies and
up to 9,000 acre-feet/year could he saved through adoption of
consexvation measures. Thia still leaves a subatantial
shorefall, particularly with regard to estimated future water
needs in rhe Pajaro Vailay. :

Proponents of the pipeline project believe that this is the best
sclution to make up this difference, but the PVWMA wab barred by
the votarg on June 2 frowm pursuing that project. This leaves a
pubstantial unresolved problam ard a situation in which the
Pajaro Valley Water Management Agency hag had its aptions
gubgtantially constrained by the votars in the Pajaro Vallaey.

Gur County oxdinances on water wells contaln proviaions governing
the process by which we may declare a groundwatar emargency.

The ordinance, Scction 7.70.130, provides, in pertinent part, as

follows: .
*A groundwater emergency ahall.he declared in areas
demoniatrated Lo be pxperiencing a groundwatexr Overdraft
exceading the safe yield in order to pravent turther
depletion and degradation of wateyx rescurces where such
deogradation threatens the public health, cafety and
welfare of the community....

A. heclaration. A declaration of a groundwater
emexgency shall be made by the Board of
Supervisora only aftar a public hearing. Such an
emexgency shall be declared by resolution of the
Board afuer the public hearing to consider all
releavant information such as, but not limited to,
the most current groundwater atudy,
recompendations of water purveyors and the Water
Rdvigory Commission, and enly after the following
findings can be made:

1. The dasigrnared arsa is experiencing a
groundwater overdraft axcesding the long-term
average annual recharge of groundwater
Raegourcey;

2. The creation of new wells or the expanpion of
exiasting wells will significantly increass
the demand on the affected aquilexr and B
thereby increase the overdraft: and

3. The continuation of the overdraft will result
i further deplarion and degradation of the
water resources that can lead to, but is not
limited to, impairment of the aguifer or
allowing the ingress of low-qualicy or ealine
watars.® (emphasies added)
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Toe ordinance goes on Lo deserlke the types of conservation and
remeadial measurss that the Board of Suparvisors is enritled to
entablish, requires up to take into account and give special
consideration to the aeasonal needs of agriculture, ewpowars the
Board to anter into joint powers agreemente with other agencies
in order to promote the goal of finding permanent solutions to
the graundwater problem, requires the Board to provide for at
least an annual review of any declaration that is adopted, and
provides procedures for resoinding the declaration of amergency.

I have received sowe iloput from representatives of the Farm
Bureau, farmers, and elected officials in Watsonville that they
would like to be given a furtherx o?portunity to work om local
aolutions to this problem. A loeal solutlion, if one can be
achioved, would ba prafarable to a set of responaes to this
crisis mandated by the County, but to date, there is 1ittlas
evidence that a local consensus has formed in support of any
solution that will not still leave the problem substantially
ynreaclved. wWe hearxd testimony at our Beard meeting last week
from the Chairman of the PVWMA, Mr. Dutya, that he falt the
declaration of a groundwater emergency was a good idea. We are
in the process of conaeidering budget supplemenls Lo permit uw to
create new water policy positions in the County which, if
anacted, will probably require most of the summer in order to
accomplish crearion and filling of the positiona.

With thaee thoughts in mind, I would recommand that. the Boaxd
cenasidexr setting a public hearing on the evening of September 22,
1998, for the purpose of conridering the declaration of a
groundwater ewergency in the Pajaro Valley area aserved by the
Pajaro Valley Water Managewsnt Agency and request ioterested
partiag te provide us with the data we will need to guida us. It
appears to me that all the prerequisites to this declaration can
be factually mat at this eima, bt this additional time will
allow local officials, the agriculture community, and Water
Management Agency rapressntatives to avaluate tha conpegquences of
the passage of Measure D on June 2, give conasideration to new
ways of looking at this problem that may result in development of
2 stronger loCAl confiemsus ad to appropriate responses, and alliow
the County to be in a better position to act should no effectiva
direction develop locally.

Accordingly, 1 recommend that the Board act to:

1. #et & public hearing oo the evening ol Septumber 22,
1998, to conpiderx adoption of a declaration of a
groundwater emergency in the juricdiotion of the Bajaro
Vallsy Warter Management Agency. .

2. Request County Counsel to prepare an opinian for the
Board of Supervisors deacribin% any limits on our
authority to so acr given the Fact that payrt of the

CH of "f;
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sarvice area is oucside County boundariea, as well as
to inform the Boaxd on the nature and extent of the
remsdies that are available to us under this ordinance
or related ordinances or statutes; and

Regquast the County Administracive Officer to solicit
from intarestad agencias, including, without
limitation, the Pajaro Valley Water Management Agency,
the Faym Bureau, the City ot Watsonville, Monterey and
Ban Danite Counties and any countywide water agencies
in eithey of said counties, the Warer Adviaory
Commisgion, and the Directors of Planning, Health
Services and Public Works, their input on hoth the
necessity of such a deqlaration and the responaes that
the County should undertaks to address the gituation.

tth strict

cc:  Pajaro Vallay Watrey Management Agency
sapta Cruz County Farwm Bureau :
Plannmg Deparcment

watex

iso Cormaisasion

Wateonville City Council

1011A5
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Re: Hi Gagy.... a question for you, please?..... What does "shall” me...

Subject: Re: Hi Gary.... a question for you, please?..... What does "shall” mean in your Welf
Ordinance?.. Request to Agendize Public Hearing For Declaration of Ground Water Emergency]
From: Gary Patton <gapatton@ pcl.org> '

Date: Fr1, 10 Nov 2006 20:59:58 -0800

Fo: Douglas Deitch <ddeiich@got.net>

Doug;:

Just getting to this; sorry to be tardé I do NOT feel comfortable about being “imported” into the Oral
Communications peried. In terms of theegal question, “shall” means “shall” to me; however, I do think the
ordinance (as I have just quickly reviewed it) does require the Board to make a set of determinations, and to
that extent they retain the discretion to make a decision whethef the facts are one way or another. The way
to see just how mandatory “shall” is in the context of the facts is to submit documentation of the ,
tracking the ordinance directly, and then make the request that the mandatory language be followed. kf the
Board does nothing or decides that it has discretion, despite the facts, then a Court can review botiTthe
facts and the law, and will either decide that (1) the facts aren't Proven to make the “shall” mean shall; or,
that the facts ARE proven, but the “shall” language is in fact only “directory,” not mandatory; or (3) that the
facts are proven according to the ordinance, and that there is a mandatory duty, which the Board has failed
to carry out, in which case the Court will direct appropriate action. Do note, of course, that the Board retains
the discretion to amerid the ordinance, which will make it difficult to convince a court that it should direct
the County ta do something that the County is only mandated to do because of an ordinance that it can
change at any time.

In sum, our system of government (except where the people act directly) is really one of “representative”
government, and the representatives we elect really do have a great deal of leeway; if they don't do the right

thing (as the majority of the people see it) the remedy is “political,” i.e., elect other representatives, or recall
the ones that aren’t doing what the majority wants.

Gary A. Patton, Executive Director -
Planning and Conservation League

1107 9th Street, Suite 360

Sacramento, CA 95814

Telephone: 916-313-4520

Email: gapatton@pci.org

Website: www.pcl.org

On 11/9/06 11:07 AM, "Douglas Deitch” <ddeitch@got.net> wrote:

Hi Gary,

I have ary A .. ettt e e e cevnes (uh ohl)

1 am getting ready to sue the Board of Supervisors again over your Well Ordinance.

As you know (having written the ordinance), the ordinance uses the werd-"shall”. (see below)
The Board of Supervisors "shall declare a ground water emergency....”

Mark Stone has told me in a board meeting that "shall” is defined in county codes to allow the
Board discretion...shall doesn't mean shall.
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Douglas Delzch
chonip Foundation
n Ztreet

zp1l Missic
San_ Crux,
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Subject: [Fwd: Re: Coastal Ag Pumping] ' A=A TR CXUD -
From: Douglas Deitch <ddeitch@got.net> ?O I\)’L‘ \yc M C QLQ ' h b
Date: Tue, 24 Feb 2009 11:32:28 -0800 '
To: ellen.pirie@co.santa-cruz.ca.us, Neal Coonerty <nealcoonerty @hotmail.com>,

mark.stone@co.santa-cruz.ca.us, "J." <wallacejnichols@mac.com>, john@friendsoﬁohnleopold.com;
Ddeitch <ddeitch@pogonip.org>

John,
Thank you for your response.
I do not agree with your conclusion that

"it is premature to say that the BMP currently requires cessation of pumping on individual parcels
in the coastal areas.”

based on the following reasoning:

The link below is a PVWMA technical memo on basin sustainable yield which contends that the
current yield of the PVWMA basin will drastically (and I coptend absurdly/uhrealistically)
increase from it's current 24/k/a/f/yr to 49/a/f/yr when cqastal ag well pumping is stopped on ag
lands (around 8k acres of 32,000 total?) on ocean side of Highway I.

http://pegonip. org/Waterbogs/PViMATechnicalMemorandum. bdf

Coincidentally (?) (please ask Mary Bannister about this, or maybe she could reply to all
recipients of this email with her explanation/) this 25k/a/f/yr is equal to the amount of water
which is unmentioned/unaccounted for in PVWMA's ppt presentation (attached) prepared by Mary
Bannister (?)/PVWMA and trotted around to all water agencies, LAFCO, BOS, etc. to explain PVWMA's
BMP in 2005.

I call this pulling a 25k/a/f/yr "water rabbit® out of a hat with smoke and mirrors.

This is the essence of PVWMA's BMP since 1993, as evidenced by the below linked 1993 PVWMA BMP
selection:
http: onip.orq/WaterbDocs/EnvirommentalImpact . pdf

That why I characterize what's going on as at least two decade successful "Water/Berry Ponzi
Scheme".... ‘

We have consistently deficit spent our ground water supply € 200% overdraft @ 15k/a/f/yr resource
loss/expropriation by 90% berry use per year for 20years?. .. i
based on the promise of high (or even balanced) future water supplies and "returns" based on the
"tech silver bullets" of import, desal, recharge/injection, recycling/reclamation and, .....
most "tech" significantly of all @ 25k/a/f/yr of new local supply....provided by....

Smoke and mirrors, or stopping ag well pumping on ag lands by the coast and sustainably pumping
twice water (ied9k/a/f/yr) as much sustainably inland w/ no further saltwater intrusion??2?

Please COME ON......and this is expected to be gustained from a ground water basin that is almost
entirely below sea level now?!2!

Also, please appreciate also that the "import" silver bullet (only expected to, on average, have
provided 13.4 a/f/yr) has betn eliminated from the equation of needed new supply in reducing the
45k/a/f/yr current overdraft.

Furthermore, it must be appreciated that the hydrological beneficial effect of "stopping ag well
pumping” on these particular parcels being acquired by the Land Trust is two fold :

1. Stopping ag well pumping on these particular parcels, which WILL be required at some point, one
way or another...... John, you even recommended as staff to BOS that a ground water emergency
being considered since 1998 be declared in this specific area a few months back, right? (with
pumping restrictions being one of the remedies, correct?)... will necessarily have a beneficial
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affect on the saltwater intrusion problem, unquantified at this moment, perhaps, but certainly far
less than a doubling, we can be sure.

2. If no ag well pumping occurs, no berries will be grown. For every acre that no berries are
grown on, we will save and conserve an additional 3 acre feet per acre, times the number of acres
not continued being cultivated, the further reduce the 45,000acre foot yearly overdraft. This is
actually the only water benefit we will be able to count on FOR SURE to reduce our massive
overdraft,...PUMP LESS!

This is why ag well pumping must be stopped as soon as is possible on as many of these acres as is
possible! '

The Tie Property is in play now and the funds used for it's acquisition will be most
appropriately, efficiently, and effectively used in this manner to protect our water and wetlands
by not continuing to grow berries or any other crop requiring well water.

John, to refresh your recollection, perhaps it would benefit you to reread your comment from the
below linked front page Sentinel article from 19982
http://beqgentlewiththeearth.com/

It’'s a pity that our responsible decisions makers are not fully using their critical thinking
abilities to perceive just how ridiculously and absurdly unrealistic and unattainable the water
supply balance equation of PVWMA and SQCWD, that shares this supply, is.

I guess that's why it's appropriate to call this a "Water/Berry Ponzi Scheme" which has drained,
to a large extent, the balance in our PVWMA and SqQCWD Water Bank.

Respectfully,
Doug
ED/MBC

John Ricker wrote:
Doug,

I am responding to your phone message regarding ag well pumping in coastal areas of the Pajaro
Groundwater Basin

As I see it, the 2003 Basin Management Plan (BMP) calls for a cessation of coastal pumping as
soon as supplemental water is made available to those areas. You are correct that the county and
others questioned whether or not the sustainable Basin yield would really increase as much as
projected if coastal pumping is stopped. That is one of the reasons PVWMA is updating the
groundwater model upon which that determination was based.
Much of this is now up in the air. The agency does not currently have a funding source for a
supplemental supply as called for in the BMP, and the availability of supplemental water is
challenging. The groundwater model is being substantially revised and should give us better
insight and confidence in what the sustainable basin yield is and would be with reduced coastal
--pumping. The Basin Management Plan will need to be reviewed and revised to reflect new figures
on sustainable yield, new funding mechanisms, and availability of supplemental water, If
supplemental water can not be realistically or economically provided, then the revised BMP will
need to provide for reduced pumping in the basin, with a likely emphasis in the coastal areas.
Until this work is done, I believe it is premature to say that the BMP currently requires
cessation of pumping on individual parcels in the coastal areas. John




[Fwd: Re: Coastal Ag Pumping) ' /D? o) {; EL’

John Ricker

Water Resources Division Director

Santa Cruz County Environmental Health Services
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TASK: Technical Memorandum 4 for Subtask 6.1
SUBJECT: Baseline Conditions and Basin Sustainable Yield Analysis
SUBMITTED BY: David Lindow / Montgomery Watson
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Chris Smith / Montgomery Watson
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DATE: | May 31, 2000 vo Moot P5
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lntroduction

The Pajaro Valley Water Management Agency (PYWMA) is in the process of refining and
analyzing the potential alternative water supply scenarios to alleviate the long-standing
groundwater overdraft and seawater intrusion problems in the Pajaro Valley. As part of this
process, it is critical to have a clear understanding and knowledge of what the magnitude of
the overdraft and seawater mtrusion rates are for the present state of the groundwater basiri.
Additionally, it is important to understand and define the sustainable yield of the Basin, as the
future water supply alternatives will depend on the sustainable vield from the local
groundwater basin. c

As documented in numerous groundwater studies conducted over the past several years, the

The Pajaro Valley Integrated Ground and Surface water Model (PVIGSM) has been
developed to assist in: '

* Gaining knowledge on the historical conditions of the groundwater basin,
* Evaluate the present state of the groundwater basin,

* Estimate the sustainable yield of the basin, and

Page 1






levels, although not as fast as in Scenario A. Figure 14(c) shows that the reduction in
coastal groundwater pumping would not impact the stream recharge conditions
significantly. In Scenario B, the groundwater system would still benefit from

approximately the same recharge rate as in the Baseline Conditions.

Based on the suggestion in the 1993 Pajaro Valley Basin Management Plan (BMP) for the
economic viability of any alternative water supply scenario, the 1000 AF/yr threshold for
seawater intrusion is also analyzed under this coastal pumping reduction case. Figure
14(a) shows that a 70 percent reduction in groundwater pumping would result in

-approximately 1000 AF/yr seawater intrusion. Thaf is, the groundwater pumping should

. be maintained at approximately 55 TAF/yr to meet the 1,000 AF/yr seawater intrusion
threshold. Based on Figure 14(b), this reduction in groundwater pumping would still have
positive impact on the rate of change in groundwater storage. Figure 14(c) shows that the
stream recharge conditions would not be impacted significantly.

| Figure 17 shdws the impact of coastal pumping reductions on regional average
groundwater levels, over time. Figure 18 shows the impact of coastal groundwater
pumping reduction on the rate of seawater intrusion, over time.

Summary and Conclusions

The PVIGSM was used to analyze the present conditions of the integrated groundwater and
surface water system in the Pajaro Valley, and to develop estimates of the scale and magnitude
of the overdraft and seawater intrusion. In addition, two scenarios were developed to evaluate
the level of pumping reduction that would be required to stop seawater intrusion. The
- resulting sustainable yield of the groundwater basin for the two scenarios was developed.

The present conditions of the basin are analyzed under the “Baseline Condition”. The Baseline
Conditions assume cuirent levels of land and water use and irrigation practices continue for
next several decades. The impact of this level of water use and groundwater pumping is
evaluated during a 68-year hydrologic cycle. -

Results of the Baseline Condition analysis shows that in the long-term, a total of 59 TAF/yr
enters the groundwater basin in the PVWMA area. During the same period, groundwater
pumping from the basin in the PVWMA area is estimated to be 69 TAF/yr. Since the long-
term groundwater pumping exceeds total recharge into the basin, the groundwater basin is
would be in overdraft condition by approximately 10 TAF/yr. The long-term average annual
rate of seawater intrusion is estimated as 10 TAF/yr. This rate will fluctuate during the wet and

dry hydrologic cycles, ranging between 8 to 14 TAF/yr. |

In order to alleviate the basin from overdraft conditions and stop seawater intrusion, two
pumping reduction scenarios were considered. Scenario A considered a basin-wide pumping
reduction and Scenario B assumed that the pumping reduction would.take place in the coastal
areas west of Highway 1. '

Under the basin-wide pumping reduction scenario, it is concluded that a 45 percent reduction
in pumping would reduce the rate of seawater intrusion to about 1,000 AF/yr, and a 65 percent




piserd

o
reduction would nearly stop the seawater intrusion. That is the sustained groundwater Yi‘e /l‘;
pumping in the basin should be 38 TAF/yr and 24 TAF/yr for the 1,000 AF/yr and 0 AF/ Y ¥ K
thresholds for seawater intrusion, respectively. Under the basin-wide groundwater pumping ] 0.
reduction scenarios, the change in groundwater storage will become positive and the stream || P
recharge to groundwater will be reduced, resulting in increasing streamflows and stream' w}ﬁ."
outflows to the Bay. ' ‘

nder the coastal pumping reduction scenariq, it is concluded that a 65 percent reduction in |
the coastal groundwater pumping would reduce the rate of seawater intrusion to about 1,000 M }l
AF/yr, and an 83 percent reduction in coastal groundwater pumping would nearly stop the W

seawater intrusion. That is the sustained groundwater pumping in the basin should
approximately 55 TAF/yr an yr for the 1,000 AF/yr and 0 AF/yr seawater intrusion 6

thresholds, respectively. Under the coastal groundwa{er pumping reduction scenarios, the
change in groundwater storage will become positive, however, the stream recharge to
groundwater will not be impacted significantly.

Page 9
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1. Summary

executing the BMP. The No Project Alternative is defined as no remedial action. That is to say, no
plans, policies, programs, or projects would be undertaken by the PVWMA or any other body or
individual in the Basin. Ground water would continue to be the source of water for agricultural
irrigation, industrial and commercial use, and domestic residential use. Ground water use would
increase to meet higher future water demand. The Basin’s overdralt condition would worsen.
Seawater intrusion would continue to advance underneath the coastal lands at the current rate of
10,000 acre-feet per year or higher. Frrigation with ground water would continue along the coast area
until the salt content in the soils built up to the point where agricultural crops could not gTow.
Domestic wells along the coast would also become unusable s the sodium content increased. No
substitnte water supplies would become available Dth:r” than pnrt:hasing botiled water.

2.4 Demand Management Only Alternative — ‘FO\”O]/\)!“@ '
; B

Section 10.2.4, Demand Management Only Alternative, of the BMP mﬁtaim a more detailed
discussion. This alternative would use only demand management measures to achieve the Apency's
water management objectives: to balance water use and supply in the Basin and progressively

decrease seawater intrusion. The Basin would be brought into balance through mandatory basin-wide
pumping controls only, for residential, agricultural, and industrial users. Ground water modelling has
indicated that it would be necessary to reduce ground water use by 60 percent from current levels.
All users in the Basin would receive only 40 percent of their current needs by the year 2040. Since
municipal and industrial uses comprise 23 percent of current use, the major reduction would fall on
agricultural users. In effect, this wouid reduce agricultural operations by 40 to 60 percent and halt
or reduce current levels of muniﬁipal- and industrial development (refer to the following
socioeconomics discussion). This Alternative represents the most probable scenario if the State
Water Resources Control Board were to intervene. State intervention would oceur as a result of the
PVWMA's failure to implement a BMP, which is in essence what would occur under this Alternative.
The State by statutory adjudication would institute someone to régulatc and oversee the
appropriation of water in the Basin, resulting in stringent pumping controls.

There are however, other ways the Demand Management Aliernative could, be formulated which
would involve the acquisition of land or water rights to meet overdraft reduction goals. The BMP
considered a demand management element which involved the acquisition of land to meet overdraft
reduction goals. The retirement of 6,500 acres of coastal area land from irrigated agriculture could

NGW Tong-1cTm sustamale pumping of SU,000 AF/YL. This water could be shared by the rémammg

ot il oo a5 |
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Douglas Deitch: Pumping must stop on wetlands

Posted: 01/04/2009 01:30:22 AM PST

Congratulations to Santa Cruz Caunty Land Trust on the Watsonville wetfands deal ... 486 acres bought
for you with public/eco funds to save Watsonville's wetlands. One major probiem, though, are your ptans
to continue growing berries and pumping ag wells on this land.

To best protect our wetlands and address our massive yearly water overdraft, the Pajaro Basin
Management Plan BMP requires a different plan. This property is located in the most critical area where,
according to the BMP since 1993, all ag well pumping must be ceased to stop further saltwater intrusion
and no other water is available to continue responsible and sustainable production. None of our elected
officials, UC academics, or any other environmental leaders/organizations from Gary Patton on down are
aware of this.

‘The saltwater intrusion caused by continued pumping here has been for decades, and still is, catastrophic
to our regional groundwater. in any event, land contiguous or proximate to our invaluable and dwindling
wetlands should not be cultivated at alt. it can only harm these hyper-sensitive and rare habitats. Renting
and farming this land for funding to "restore wetlands™ and this nonprofits' executives’ and employees'
salaries? is a curious contradiction and amounts to very poor vision and stewardship for this property and
our community.

| have been trying to refate this general message to Terry Corwin and the Land Trust Board for well over
the last two years, with no response from

them: Yet I'm still hopingl 've unsuccessfuily
been trying to convey this same message
from the BMP to you, my neighbors and my
community for the last 15 years, one quarter
of my life, as well,

Advertisement

Louking for new and independent music?

This land growing berries yearly might cost

us almost as much water as two of our new

now and counting $100 million desal plants

before O&amp;M can produce in a year

operating 24/7... and we are in a drought and

still as of yet 10-year undeclared countywide
" water emergency.

Most importantly: the major part of our and
Pajaro’'s BMP regional water solution
equation here requires no ag well pumping
on these lands and an additional 7,000 acres
minimally. | would strongly recommend that
any nonprofit or state grant funding must be
contingent on fallowing this land and
complete and permanent cessation of all further ag well pumping to best conserve our water supply and
wettands. This can be a very significant stant to our water solution, .

Then visit the New Music Exchange today!

After all, when our water supply and environment is finally completely played out by our Jocal Berry/Water
Ponzi Scheme that's running here, we won't be able to printup any more_.......

Douglas Deitch is the executive director of the Monterey Bay Conservancy.

i

Y
ot

Q

by

i
=
=
M
]
£
i

i T -
.@2 Font Resize - Return to Top

Subscriber Services

classifieds

Mobile Edition

what's on sale

CityKids' helps
young people
positively impact
their lives,

their communities
and the world.

o learn mare or get
involved, check out
wivw itykids.com.

Citylids uses the
1S Lo endage and
train young paople

tQ create positive
and powerful
Soltions to-issues
fmpacting: their

tives, Young pesple
tearn to improve
thelr own educational
status, bacome
agents for sockat
change, take action in
community prejects,
and carry positva
messages o ther
pears. And they have
a great time dding it.




Request For Reconsideration of "Watsonville Slough Acquisitions” ... J) ‘ ‘ O i L"‘

Subject: Request For Reconsideration of "Watsonville Slough Acquisitions” Funding Approval
From: Douglas Deitch <ddeitch@got.net>

Date: Thu, 19 Feb 2009 13:12:21 -0800

To: sschuchat@scc.ca.gov, tnevins@scc.ca.gov, tmuzik@dfg.ca.gov, Charles Lester
<clester@coastal.ca.gov>, Ismith@tnc.org, Ddeitch <ddeitch@pogonip.org>

Sam,

(Please forward to all (including DVD copy) California State Coastal Conservancy Board Members and
other relevant parties, at your discretion). I will be at your meeting February 26 in Oakland to
tender a Public Comment. I would prefer, of course, for this to be agendized and for a
representative, preferably Ms. Corwin, to be requested to attend, as well as Ms. Terry Nevins and
Ms. Laura Ingraham, from the Coastal Conservancy, Ms Terry Muzik from Fish and Game, and Ms. Laura
‘Smith from the Nature Conservancy, the staff persons involved in this properties' review.)

THANK YOU, :

DOUG

February 19, 2009

California State Coastal Conservancy
(Nature Conservancy

US Fish and Wildlife Service
California State Coastal Commission)

Dear Board Members,

At your November, 2008 meeting, you approved funding for the 486 acre Watsonville Slough
Acquisitions

<http://www.scc.ca.qov/webmaster/ft f/sccbb/0811bb/0811Board05 Watsonville Slough Acquisitions.pc
in the amount of $6,000,000. Additional funding by the Nature Conservancy and Wildlife

Congservation Board has been approved in the total amount of $16,180,000 for the acquisition of
these parcels free and clear with ownership and management of this property by the project
applicant, The Land Trust of Santa Cruz County.

For the reasons outlined below, I am respectfully requesting that you please reconsider this
.decision and minimally modify it due to possibly intentional and purposeful inaccurate and
incomplete staff reports and due diligence done in connection with the application and it's
proposed continuation of berry production and, consequently, agricultural well pumping on these
parcels.

-®arlier today, I have forwarded you emails through Sam Schuchat at the Coastal Conservancy for the
purpose of documenting the history, since 2006, of my attempts/efforts to meet with Terry Corwin
at the ILand Trust of Santa Cruz to advise and to confer with them on the unadvisability of their
plans and "direction" to preserve our farmlands, wetlands, and water
supplies-watersheds-habitats,. etc., in the Pajarc Valley.

The DVD's "Our Inconvenient Truth", that I have provided to you for your review was also supplied
to the Land Trust twice in early 2007, along with requests to meet with them and discuss their
plans "to preserve farmlands" with ag easements and other strategies that were oblivious to our
local ground water overuse and salt water intrusion catastrophe caused by growing 25% of this
country's berries here in Pajaro Valley. -

My contention is that the SC Land Trust purposefully ignored/"stonewalled" me for 2 years so they
could present their plan to continue ag well pumping on the Watsonville wetlands properties to
derive revenues for themselves...at the expense of our water supply and the massive further salt
water intrusion resource loss caused by their continued pumping.

T further contend that the omission by the Land Trust of SC in their application to you (and
others) for funding for this project of the vital and necessary information relative to cessation
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of continued ag well pumping and the requirements of the Pajaro Basin Management Plan that I
provided them with was purposeful and intentional. The facts indicate that the Land Trust wants
and wanted to continue to pump ag wells and grow berries so the land can be rented and substantial
revenues derived for the Land Trust's operations. The nondisclosure of this information to you has
occasioned action by the Coastal Conservancy for funding which is actually counter to the purposes
for which this funding was requested by the Land Trust and is by law intended. The Land Trust and
their Board and President in it's entirety refuses to commmnicate with me on this matter and/or
reconsider their approach.

Specifically, for example, on page 7.), the project, as currently approved and confiqured, is
inconsistent, not "consistent with the Conservancy's enabling legislation as it will provide for"
not improved, but rather, further and continued unconscionably and chronically degraded "water
quality for the lower Pajaro River and Monterey Bay" through, according to the late Marc Reisner,
author of Cadillac Desert, speaking here in Pajaro in 1998, "the worst salt intrusion rasource
loss in the world" caused by berry overproduction here which continues to this moment,

The additional claims of consistency with Goals Objective 6E, Objective 7 (page 7.), claims of
"urgency", resolution of more than one issue are likewise specious and unsubstantiated.

I request and write from a position of specific successful and insightful experiences for well
over 15 years in this area on these specific water and critical habitat ssues.

I am very aware of and laud the fact that "the Conservancy also provided funds for the
construction of the Wetland Educational Resource Center, located on the Pajaro Valley High School
Campus, directly across from the proposed acquisitions.”

This center and program and it's importance to the approval and high schol's successful existence
at this site was initially conceived by me in my capacity Co-Chair of the Curriculum bevelopment
Committee <http://dougforsupervisor.com/new high school .htre> for the new high school, which I was
an ardent supporter and Committee member of in 2000, when the high school was approved by the
Coastal Commission....despite the equally ardent opposition of groups like, surprisingly, Wetlands
Watch! How things change!

My past successful collaboration with Fish and Game in 1992-1995 in acquisition of 43 acre
Willoughby Ranch <http://207.111.238.178/new pade 10.htm> w/ Jim Sorro (Video
<http://pogonip.orq/video.html>) also greatly heightened my appreciation of the habitat and well
as critical water mapnagement values of various uses for these properties....and what constituted
their highest and best use.

I think, from my experience, I have some very good suggestions for you to consider.
I hope you will provide me the opportunity to do so.

Respectfully submitted,
Douglas Deitch

Executive Director

Monterey Bay Conservancy

501 Mission Street, Suite 1
Santa Cruz, California, 95060
831-429-4009

www.begentlewiththeearth,com <http://www,begentlewiththeearth.com>
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County Coupans POST stepped in to acquire the
READERS property at the request of LTSCC,
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was frozen as a result of the budge
impasse in Sacramento.
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Using its land acquisition fund, POS
took title to the tand, known former
" as the Cheung Ranch, on January §
for $3.1 million. The amount pald includes a $1.5 million grant to POST from ~
The Nature Conservancy expressly for this project. This grant was made
possibie by a Conservancy fund previously established by the David and Lucile
Packard Foundation to protect high—priority habitats on California’s Central
Coast.

The property, located west of Highway 1 in Watsonville, includes important
wildlife habitats adjacent to some of the most valuable and fertile organic

farmiand In California. The site's wetlands help maintain water quality and
provide habitats for an array of native birds and amphibians.

On December 19, conservation organizations in California were notified that a
bond funding from state agencies for their projects had been suspended as of
Becember 17. This halted ali previously designated spending from these
restricted bond funds. Projects throughout California designed to create and
maintain local parks and protect open space, agricultural fand, watershed lanc
and wildlife habitat were all affected.

After unsuccessfully pursuing other remedies, officials from LTSCC contacted

POST on January 5 to see if the Palo Alto-based tand trust could help with the
acquisition, which had to close in three days. POST, working closely with LTS¢
and Monterey-based representatives of The Nature Conservancy, mobilized to
complete the $3.1 million purchase in less than a week. In the event that stat
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THE REGENTS OF THE UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA -

D1ANE M. GRIFFITHS OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY AND CHIEF OF STAFF
Secretary and Chief of Staff 1111 Franklin Street, 12" Floor

Oakland, CA 94607-5200
ANNE L. SHAW (510) 987-9220
Associate Secretary FAX: (510) 987-9224

February 19, 2009

“Tar

Douglas Deitch

Monterey Bay Conservancy
501 Mission Street

Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Dear Mr. Deitch:
On behalf of Chairman Blum, this acknowledges receipt of your letter and CD mailed
February 17. Your correspondence will be reported to the Board in the next report of

communications. It is my understanding that President Yudof also received your items.

We appreciate your concern and for taking the time to write.

Sincerely,

Diane M. Griffiths
Secretary and Chief of Staff to The Regents -
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UC president cails reaction o E. coli ocuthireak a ¢
Tom Ragan - Sentinel staff writer
Article Launched: 03/24/2007 3:00:00 AM POT -

WATSONVILLE — UG President Robert Dynes vowed Friday 1o look into the possibility of bringing more
research scientists to the fields of the Central Coast, where E. coli outbreaks Jast year are changing the future
of farming and the concept of food safety.

On his second day in the area, Dynes leamed a little bit more about the powerful strawberry industry here, in
which the university has played a crucial role.

A former physicist, Dynes said the solutions to preventing food-bome illness ultimately will lia with better
agricultural practices and sound science.

"There’s a hysteria and everybody is blaming everybody else,” he said. "Sound science is what we need, and
right now everyhody is confused as to how the strain is being transmitted.

"What's happening is growers and ranchers are look at the circumstances and are coming up with their best
guesses on how to prevent it"

Federal and state health officials have traced the source of contamination to four ranches, inciuding Mission
Organics in San Benito County, and Wickstrom Ranch just outside Aromas, but Dynes said there is still much
to leam about how the unusually potent strain, 0157:H7, is transferred from a field of spinach to the grocery
stores.

As part of the tour, Dynes listened to thase who have felt the adverse effects of E. coli firsthand: local growers
and cattle ranchers under increasing pressure to protect their produce.

Those in the livestock industry — between 2 and 3 percent of the cattle are known to camry the strain — have
suddenly found themselves having to set their cattle operations back 800 feet from fanniand.

Growers are considering building fences to
keep wildlife out as the cry for answers among
buyers and retailers increases with every new
report of E. coli contamination, which, in turn,
is affecting their bottom line.

Find Your Graduating Class
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But Friday's visit wasn't all gloom and doom. Dynes [Bamed plenty about the strawberry industry at the
Watsonville-based UC Davis Strawbeny Research Center, where many of the country's varieties of
strawberries are created.

Nearly 60 percent of the world's strawberies come from strawberry breeding and licensing laboratories in the
UC system, which has succeeded in creating 33 varieties in California since the Jate 1970s.

If you thought that the strawbemry industry was big in the Pajaro Valley, responsible for providing at least a
quarter of the country's strawberties, consider this: the UC System made $5 million in royatties last year, the
university's fifth largest revenue generator.

So next time you eat a slrawberry, bear in mind that here are suble differences in tastes in each variety,
whether Camarosa, Diamante, Ventana, Albion or Seascape.

But many of them would not have been bred or cross bred had it not been for the pomotogists in the UC
system, according to Pam Kan-Rice, a spokeswoman for the UC system.

Contact Tom Ragan at irzqap@santacnizsentinel.com

i S °
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'~ iCity on a Hill Press wants to hear from you! Please take our online survey and t2ll us what's on youy mind.

Letters to the Editor
From Doug Deitch

Dear Editors,
Let’s do the numbers.

According to UC President Dynes during his visit here a few weeks back, the UC Strawberry “Pomology” Research Facility in Watsonville provides
60% of the technology and strains for our $500 million local Pajaro production here, reportedly one-fourth of our country’s total, and more elsewhere.

o AR s

© e R

President Dynes proudly reports that UC yearly earns $5 million royalties from this, its fifth-biggest revenue generator. However, our local costs

% include 30 percent of our yearly salt water intrusion water resource loss of $300 million (the equivalent of 7.5 new SC Desal plants operating 24/7 at
{ $40 million a pop ... or $270 million) which is effectively “exported” and appropriated from our local groundwater supplies in berry product by

{ multinational corporations who sell and ship it worldwide.

Our local massive saltwater intrusion resource loss of 15,000 acre/fect approximates this year’s total San Lorenzo River flow of 16,700 a/f.
Additionally, cur community must bear the costs attributable to helping support the extremely low-income 20,000 undocumented workers aud other
documented farmworkers and their families who reportedly reside in our county to maintain this production. Though UCSC and the UC systems talk
“sustainability,” is this $5 million a year maybe the reason that there is only UCSC and UC silence and nonresponse to our local, massive, and uiterly
unsustainable annual saltwater intrusion resource loss, the worst in the world according to the late Mark Reisner, author of Cadillac Desert, caused by
the 90 percent user ... our local berry overproduction?

Please see begentlewiththeearth.org for the rest of the story!

i

Doug Deitch

Executive Director
Monterey Bay Conservancy
501 Mission Street

] Santa Cruz, Ca., 95060

H ' __ddeitch@pogonip.org
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Negligence in PV water troubles basis of suit
DAN WHITE - Sentinel staff writer
Article Launched: 05/21/2000 3:00:00 AM PDT

SANTA CRUZ — Doug Deitch, an unsuccessful candidate in this year's Board of Supervisors race, is suing
the board, saying it has been negligent in its handling of the Pajare Valley's water troubles.

Deitch, a property manager, made water issues the center of his supervisorial campaigns in 1996 and again
this year, losing both times by a wide margin.

Deitch’s lawyer, Alexander Henson of Garme, said the suit is an attempt to force the supervisors to declare a
ground-water emergency in the Pajaro Valley, which has long wrestied with problems like water overdraft and
sea water creeping into the underground supply of fresh water.

Supervisors considered declaring a ground-water emergency last year, which would have enabled the county
lo take over water-management duties from the Pajaro Valley Water Management Agency. Ultimately, the
supervisors opled against the idea in part because of concerns over their legal jurisdiction.

Supervisor Mardi Wormhoudt said Friday that the lawsuit, filed in Santa Cruz County Superior Court, strikes
her as a publicity stunt.

"l appreciate Mr. Deitch’s concern about water overdraft in South County,” she said. "But if he thinks that it is
going to be soived by his filing a lawsuit against the Board of Supervisors, | wouldn’t want 1o rely on him to
water my garden.” '

"What he thinks will be acoomplished by this, other than publicity for himsetf, t really don’t know," she said.

The Pajaro Valley Water Management Agency has argued that the supervisors doesn’t have authority over it
because the agency was created by the state Legislature in 1984.

Deitch's suit was filed May 12. Henson said
the county board has until early .June to
respond.

Find Your Graduating Class
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In recent years, the board has been divided on the idea of a ground-water emergency.

Wormhoudt said the county does need to keep working on the issue, *but that doesn’t mean | think we need to
step in and take over the job of elected members of water districls.”

The Pajaro Valley water agency estimates that Pajaro Valley farmers and residents pump out approxirnately
*69,000 acre feet of water per year. An acre foot equals 326,000 gallons of water, enough water for about four
househotds in a year.

In comparison, rainfall and other sources recharge the water fables only 31,000 acre feet per year, according
to the agency. But these figures are the subject of some debate in the valley and vary considerably from year
to year.

Henson said the board has resisted the idea of dectaring an area-wide emergency in spite of the serious and
escalating problem.

.Deitch contends he, and others in the county, have suffered "imeparable injury” from the overdraft and supply
troubles. He Is seeking no monetary recourse, except for court costs.

Henson said the court system is not an unusual forurm to settle this kind of concem.

"This is what I 'do all the time,” said Henson, noting that he has filed suits against several counties, including
Sonoma and Mendocino, to force them to upgrade "deficient” general plans.
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31) 429-4009

County of Santa Cruz

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

1Y OCEAMN STREFT. SIHTE S0, SANTA CRUZ, DA 950603069
(2T 4542200 FAY (831) 454.3262 T0O (B31) 454.2923

JANET K. BEAUTZ WALTER 3. STMONS MARD) WORMHOUOT TORY CAMPDS JEFF ALMQUIST
FRST CASTRICY SECOND CISTRICT THIRD BISYRICT TQURTH DISTRICT FETR NSTICT

April 11, 2090

Douglas Deitch
31540 Portexr Guloh Road
Aptos, CA 95003

Dear Mr. Destch: fj)aAAQ(

Thank you for your letter dated April &, 2000, requesting that
the Board reconsider the action taken at our February 1%, 2000,
meeting with regard to Item 61, a progreéss report on ongoing
activities to mitigate overdraft in the Pajaro Valley. It is my
personal belief that the action taken by the Board at that time
was appropriate and, accordingly, I am respectfully declining
your requeat to bring the matter back before the Board. However,
1 have circulated a copy of your letter to each Supervisor for
their individual consideration.

Sincerely,
LV’\}M GQ; ’

MARDI WORMHOUDT, Chair
RBoard of Supervisors

Ml pad

o Clerk of the HBeard
Planning Department

L9 TAG
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County of Santa Cruz

OFFICE OF THE COUNTY COUNSEL

" 701 OCEAN STREET, SUITE 505, SANTA CRUZ, CA 95060-4063
(831) 454-2040 FAX: (831) 454-2115

Assistants
SAMUEL TORRES, JR,, COUNTY COUNSEL Deborah Steen Tamyra Rice
) Harry A. Oberhelman il Pamela Fyfe
CHIEF ASSISTANTS Marie Costa Ellen Aldridge
RAHN GARCIA ' Jane M. Scott Kim Baskett
DANA McRAE

October 27, 2000

Alexander T. Henson, Esq.
27880 Dorris Dr., Suite 120
Carmel, CA 93923

Re:  Deitch v. Santa Cruz County Board of Supervisors
Santa Cruz County Superior Court Case No. CV 138377

Dear Mr. Henson:

This note summarizes our short conversation on Thursday, October 26, 2000. At
that time you tnformed me that the County was required to respond, and that our previous
agreement had been terminated.

I noted my. current staffing shortages and you graciously consented to my
providing you in letter form the basis of our demurrer.

You agreed to defer my initiation of the meet and confer process until after
November 10, 2000. By that date my office will provide you our general legal
obligations to your complaint. If; after you have had a chance to review our position, and
We cannot come to an agreement, then we can discuss the options for a briefing schedule
with a hearing date in early January. Should you have any questions please feel free to
contact me.

Thank you for your professional courtesy.

Very trul yours,‘ i
—
néﬁ// ~ |

SAMUEL TORRESJR.
County Counsel

ST\caw ~
cc: Kim Baskett

dietsch.wpd



P.O. BOX 542 701 OCEAN STREET
SANTA CRUZ, CALIFORNIA 95061
(408) 454-2099

September 20, 1999

Douglas Deitch

3540 Porter Guich Road
Aptos CA 95003

Dear Mr. Deiteh:

The Santa Cruz Civil Grand Jury is in receipt of your complaint dated September 3, 199,
and assigned case #SDY9-104. '

We will advise you of the disposition of this complaint.

Thank vou for bringing this matter to our attention.

Si Wo‘ urs,



County of Sahta Cruz

GRAND JURY
701 QOcean Street, Room 318-i
Santa Cruz, California 95060
(831) 454-2099

Mr. Douglas Deitch
3540 Porter Gulch
‘ Aptqs,..CA 95003

Réfercncc: Request for Grand Jury Action
' Complaint ce- 03-001
RE: County Board of Supervisors

Dear Mr. Deitch,
This is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint referenced above. Your request will be
considered by the Santa Cruz County Grand Jury. Should you have additional

information, please forward it for inclusion with the complaint file.

Law and policy prohibit the Grand Jury from disclosing any aspect of an inquiry.
Recommendations, if any, may be contained in the Grand Jury Final Report.

Be assured that your identity will be known only to the Grand Jury. We are swom to
Secrecy to ensure confidentiality of your identity and any information you may supply

to us.

Sincerely,

C - '/):'/-

Otis Johnson, Foreperson
2003-04 Santa Cruz County Grand J ury

ce: Grand Jury File
CC Committee
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SANTA CRUZ COUNTY BOARD OF

DOUGLAS DEITCH

3540 PORTER GULCH ROAD
APTOS, CA $5003
831-476-7662

IN PROPRIA PERSCHNA

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY OF SANTA CRUZ

DOUGLAS DEITCH, Case No.:

Petitioner,

PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDATE
and

SUPERVISORS,

Respondent

ot et e et et e e e St e

éomes now Petitioner tec allege as followé:
f.
Petitioner Douglas Deitch is a resident and taxpayer in the County of
Santa Cruz. To exhaust administrative remedies and to secure from the
Respondent Board cf Supervisors the performance of their ministerial duty
which they have failed to perform as set out below, Petitioner Deitch has
appeared before the Respondent Beard of Supervisors on numerous times over

the last eight years and in written letter and by email,.requested

agendization and action on the county-wide groundwater emergency matter under
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Title 7 Santa Cruz County Ordinance, Section 1.70.130. ©Petitioner Deitch has
additionally previously filed suit on this matter, (see CV13887), which
Respondent claims is now barred by -the statute of limitations.

The Petitioner brings this action on behalf of himself, of who resides
in the immediate vicinity of the water supply which is being over-drafted and
depleted as hereinafter alleged. Petitioner is beneficially interested in
the faithful performance by Respondent of its‘official duties concerning the
protecticn and preservation of the environment in Santa Cruz County.
Petitioner is aggrieved and has suffered irreparable injury from the actions
complained of herein in that there is no adequate remedy at law to make up
for the failure of the Respondent tc agendize this matter, to hold a public’
hearing, and to declare a water emergency as required by the local county
ordinance,

Ir.

Respondent Santa Cruz County éoard of Supervisors is that body which
directly governs Santa Cruz County and has ultimate responsibility for the
enforceﬁent of all county ordinances including Title 7, Saction 7.70.130.

ITI.

Pursuant to Title 7 Santa Cruz County Ordinance, Section 7.70.130 the
Respondent Board of Supervisors has a ministerial duty of’declare a
qroundwater.emergency upon presentation of evidence that the areas to be -
designated afe experiencinq a groundwater overdraft exceeding the long-term
average annual recharge of groundwater resources, and has been so

continuously since at least 1988 (please see www-begentlewiththeearthAorg,

com. or net.) when the Board of Supervisors first reviewed and approved the

first comprehensive county-wide Water Resources Management Report, that tha

(15
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1 |{creation of new wells or the expansion of existing wells in the designated

N

ares will significantly increase the demand on the affected aquifer and

3 |{thereby increase overdraft; and that the continuation of the overdraft will
4 lfresult in further depletion and degradation of the water resource that can

5 |jlead to impairment of the aquifer or‘allowing the ingress of low quality or
6 || saline waters. In fact, since 1588, the County Report has indicated that

7 wéter resourcé loss has been 15,000 acre feet per year to salt water

8 || intrusion. The Respondent Board further has a ministerial duty pursuant to
9 || Section 7.70.130(B) to establish water conservation measures, to limit new

10 ||wells and to regulate pumping from existing wells in order to prevent further

11 || degradation or depletion of the affected aguifer.
12 ) Iv.
13 At a duly noticed public hearing held on February 15, 2000, and

14 || numerous times before this date and thereafter, the Respondent took testimony |
15 || concerning whether the conditions requiring the declaration of a groundwater
16 ||emergency as defined in Section 7.70.130 existed in the Pajaro River Valley
17 || groundwater basin. There was and is substantial uncontradicted evidence that
18 |} the conditions sét out in Section 7.70.130 requiring the declaration of a

19 || groundwater emergency do still today exist in the county-groundwater basins,
?G and have continuously since Bpril 1998. Notwithstanding such evidence and
21 |{the lack of any substantial evidence to show the conditions warranting the
22 || declaration of a groundwater emergency d?d not exist, the Respondent refuses
23 || to perform its ministerial duty to declare such a groundwater emergency.

24 Wherefore Petitioner prays as follows:

25
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i+ For alternativs and peremptory writs of mandats compelling
Respondent ta perform its ministerial duty to declare a

groundwater emercency in ali Ccounty groundwater basins;

2. For costs of suit including reasonable attcrneys fees

pursuant to Code of Civil Procedure Section 102

P
=

H

3. For such orcher further relief as the Court decms just and

O of

r
% *

reagonabls.

:Date/g%/ﬁ//éztzjg Petiticner
7S/ :

Douglas Beitech

VERIFICATION
T Douglas Beitch declare under penalty of perjury of the laws of the

state of Califoerria Lhat all the informaticn the stated herein is true and

correct to the best of my knowledge.

ey ) f208
7

Jougias Daiteh




1o @4“3_

Farmers back Ellen Pirie in supervisor’s race
Posted: Thursday, Apr 3rd, 2008 '

ol ey &R TN éﬁf:@;}

it took just a couple hours for Santa Cruz
County agriculture leaders to render a verdict
for whom they want to win the June race for
Second District Supervisor: Ellen Pirie.

Pirie, who has held the position for seven years,
earned the endorsement of the Santa Cruz
County Farm Bureau after squaring off with two
challengers Wednesday at a campaign forum
sponsored by the agency.

Candidates seeking to replace Pirie are water
activist and property manager Doug Deitch and
Pajaro Valley High School music director Dan  poug peitch, o candidate for county supervisor,
Young. speaks before agriculture leaders Wednesday in
Weatsonville,

Since farm bureau leaders unanimously
supported  Pirie, their endossement  was
announced almost immediately, with no need for debate.

“Although we don’t agree on every issue, Ellen has been a great friend of farming and one of our
few voices on the board,” said Watsonville nursery owner David Cavanaugh. “The farm bureau
believes she knows the issues and involves us in the process as issues come up.”

The Second District is the county’s most diverse, running from touristy Capitola through upscate
- Aptos, Rio del Mar and La Selva Beach, and into a portion of Watsonville,

. j %1 As far as farming goes, ag leaders described Young, who has never held office, as an unknown
entity; Deitch is a one-issue candidate whose sole campaign ptatform is “anti-agriculture,” they
i said.

ﬁeitc_h believes that farmers are overusing groundwater. He called for taking 8,000 acres of
Pajaro Valley agricultural land out of production and preserving it as open space. The plan would
cost 5,000 people their jobs and an estimated $150 million in lost revenue, he said.

At Wednesday’s forum, held at the Golden Ricksha restaurant, each time Deitch was asked a
question on issues ranging from road repairs to the apple moth infestation, he woutd switch the
~ subject to groundwater overdraft.

A similar platform did not land him too much support in past supervisor races in 1996 or 2000.
He earned about 11 percent of the vote in 1996,

bed 2 4R T2 N
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But Deitch said he is hardly discouraged by the farm bureau’s endorsement of Pirie.

7 ﬁi congratulate Ellen and i assume this endorsement indicates that the agriculture community
J wants to continue to use 90 percent of our water for ag production at 200 percent overdraft,
expropriating 5400 million of our groundwater annually as they've done for the last 10 years,
and continue to pay nothing for it,” Deitch said. “i hope for the future of the comiminity that

f the voters want something done differentiy.” '

Young takes a hard-line stance against growth and development. As the county faces more and
more pressure to rezone land currently devoted to agriculture, some farmers said they liked his
desire to preserve agriculture and keep the City of Watsonville's growth in check.

Cavanaugh said he liked Pirie’s record, despite occasional disagreements with farmers over
ssues like funding for fire protection, road repairs and the current moratorium on roadside
herbicide spraying.

“She regularly sends her aides to listen in on meetings of the bureau’s legislative committee,”
he said. *I don’t remember (Supervisor} Tony Campos ever sending someone.”

Firie has raised $20,858 for her campaign so far, according to the county elections office. Deitch
and Young have not reported contributions. Deitch said his carnpaign is seif-financed.

In addition to the farm bureau’s endorsement, Pirie earned the Democratic Wormen’s Club
endorsement last week.

FRGRVRABFINDIFITERISIPISORD
*Photo by Tarmo Hannula*
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Election Focuses on Farming

By Jamie Marks, Editor

P“f“'_m
' In This Issue
Criteria for elect-
ing a good
supervisor ...
Page 2
Ecological Farm
meeting. sOws
some ideas ...
Page 10

HIS month's primary election for state,
national and local offices has drawn a
large number of candidates. At the county
level, three supervisors' seats are being con-
tended, with incumbents in the First (Live
QOak) and Second {Aptos) Districts facing
several challengers, The Fifth District seat
(San Lorenzo Valley) will go to a newcomer.
The Santa Cruz County Farm Bureau posed
the following two questions to all of the
supervisorial candidate; their response fol-
lows:

1. What do you feel is agriculture's biggest con-
tribution to the county, and how would you work
to maintain and enhance agriculture in Santa Cruz
County?

2. How shouid the county solve conflicts, which
arise at times, between agriculture and the urban
population?

Second District (Aptos-La Selva)

Walt Symous, incumbent:

1. "Agriculture's biggest contribution is that
it is the number one industry in the county.

It employs some 7,000 people directly and indi-
rectly. The county produces more strawberries,
fresh fruits and vegetables than any place in the
United States. What I would do and intend to
do and what needs to be done is thart cities and
the county must create ways to encourage the
economic growth of agriculture and stop the
flight of processing and frozen-food plants by
positively dealing with their economic interests.”

2."The major conflict is not necessarily me-
thyl bromide, because thar will filter out to its
own leve] of acceptance. The major conflict is
the attempt by cities and individuals to develop
prime ag land. In this county, only 7.5 percent
of prime ag land is in farming. To continually
deplete that land will adversely impact the abil-
ity of farmers to continue to farm."

Paul Elerick, retired IBM manager:

1. "Agriculrure provides the jobs in the field
and frozen-food industry for thousands of people
in South County. In order to keep it going, the
county cught to get behind the various water

Continued on Page 8

~Second District Candidates

Walt Symons

Paul Elerick

Lowel Hurst

Doug Deitch
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Supervisor Contenders Discuss Ag

From Page 1

agencies-and continue to see that the
water is fresh. The issue of saltwater
intrusion ! continue to be concerned
about. The county ought to see that
the proposed projects to control it, like
a diversionary dam, pipeline for im-
ported water and recharge, can hap-
pen. They're in a position to remove
roadblocks."

2. "The conflicts between what the
ag people need to be competitive are
incompatible with neighborhoods.
Methyl bromide, I believe, is a prob-

lemn, and it should have been faced long.

before now. On the other hand, I can't
see wiping out the strawberry indus-
try without some kind of reasonable
plan to help people survive. There's got
to be another way. Supervisors are
going to be accused of holding firm
onrezoning ag land, but thereis a con-
flict in the use of ag land for non-ag
use, such as industrial uses. | believe
the county needs to hold firm (on re-
zoning ag land) as long as they can,
but not rigidly. There are some things
that people have to be willing to com-
promise on."

Lowell Hurst, City Councilman,
Teacher:
1. "The major contribution to th

county is in its economic, dynamic
growth and job creation, and revenue
generation. It's the jobs that are cre-
ated by the agricultural industry thar,
help create the economy throughout
the county. In addition 1o the produc
tion factors of hundreds of crops, it'sy
the packaging and transportation andj
sales jobs and law jobs, banking and
financing jobs that are created becausd
of ag's production.” ‘

2. "We have to make sure that farm-}
ers have a right to farm. That means]
limiting the bureaucracy and some of
the governmental controls on agricul-
ture. It doesn't mean we scrap the en-
vironmental laws or we allow farmers
to be bad neighbors, but we need to
review how we treat agriculture as a
business. Agriculture needs adequate
housing for its workers, it needs the
infrastructure in terms of roads, and
it needs the land to do processing and
shipping from. It also needs an ad-
equate water supply, but we have to
make sure farmers are using water ef-
fectively and that the aquifer is main-

" tained for the future."

Doug Deitch, Property Manager:
1. "The biggest contribution of ag-
riculture is it's the second biggest rev-
enue production activity after tourism.
Its contribution is through its revenue

production through self-sustainable
and warer-responsible activities. It's
very important to me thar all agricul-
tural activity in Santa Cruz be self-sus-
taining and water responsible. By pro-
viding a supervisorial function that
will work with farm activity, we can
work toward that objective. I want
people to call me and feel that I'm ac-
cessible."

e

2."(Conlflicts) have to be reviewed
on a case-by-case basis. There are
problems with the use of methy! bro-
mide, versus problems of the location

\ of substandard housing in inappropri-

ate areas. I know that the Farm Bu-
reau wants to change the location of

darmworker housing. There should be

ppropriate land zoned for ag hous-

gng, and I would assume that would
gbe located in an urban afea.”

First District (Live Oak-Stmmit)

Jan Beautz, Incumbent, attorney:

1. "Agriculture's biggest contribution
is it's one of the top two industries in
the county, the other being tourism.
Obviously it's a really important finan-
cial base for the community. It think
it's important for our Country, too, not
just for our little area, to produce food.
We can take pride in how much food
is grown in this county. As to what
the supervisors can do, I think it's

First District Candidates

Jan Beautz
. 8 March 1996 Between The Furrows
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Carolyn Busenhart

Michael Duffy






