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Regarding the proposed ordinance for the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin:  

   

We own and live on property just east of the Geneseo Rd. & Union Rd. junction. Our only source of 

water is the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin. In the 9.5 years that we have lived here, we have seen well 

levels drop significantly. Three years ago an immediate neighbor had his well worked on and discovered 

the water level had receded 25 feet in two years.  

   

Water has been, and always will be, a precious resource in California. The decline of our water supply is 

the major concern we have about our property. We have done what we can to reduce and limit the 

amount of water we use. We realize the county has limited authority concerning water use from the PR 

Groundwater Basin. The proposed county ordinance is a responsible step in the right direction to help 

stabilize our dwindling water supply. We support this ordinance and implore you to adopt it.  

   

Sincerely,  

Gary & Jan Seals 
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Commissioners, 

We have been following Paso Robles Groundwater Basin issues since the groundwater model report was 

presented in early 2005. Our property is located within the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin. Our only 

source of water is from our well which draws from the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin.  

The water level in our well has dropped over 90 feet since it was drilled in 1998. Prior to purchasing the 

property in 2000, we had a pump test performed and tested the water quality. No reports were 

available at that time regarding the overall groundwater situation. We purchased our property within 

the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin based on what we believed to be a good well. Since that time, we 

have watched the water level in our well drop continually. 

With the proposed land use ordinance, the County is doing what they can within their limited authority 

to deal with the declining groundwater levels. This proposed ordinance is a responsible approach that 

addresses a serious problem. The declining groundwater levels are putting many rural property owners 

within the basin at risk. Our properties will be worthless without a source of water.  

We cannot attend the July 26th hearing due to a prior commitment. We ask that you consider our 

comments and recommend approval of Land Use Ordinance amendment LRP2010!00014 to the Board 

of Supervisors. 

Thank you. 

Sue & Karl Luft  
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July 20, 2012 

Dear James Caruso, 

We are located within the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin and depend on a well for our drinking 

water.

In February 2012 we had to drill a new well at twice the depth as our original well to supply our 

home with water. 

We are concerned about the dropping water levels and what it means to us as homeowners who 

depend on access to drinking water to stay in our homes. 

Thank you for your time. 

Brandi and Charlie Lykes 
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July 24, 2012 

 

Re:  Land Use ordinance Amendment # LRP 2010-0014 

 

Planning Commissioners: 

 

It’s taken a long time for these proposed ordinances to come before you.  The first study 

was completed 10 years ago, and there have been four different studies of the 

groundwater basin since then. Then there was the two year public process of preparing, 

presenting, reviewing, and adopting the Resource Capacity Study.  This has been a slow 

and thorough process. 

 

In past years, because people assumed there would always somehow be enough 

groundwater, many mistakes were made in subdividing, building, and other water uses. 

With hindsight, “blame” can be thrown in every direction.  Like Shakespeare’s “death by 

a thousand cuts”, the basin has been sucked into decline by 10,000 wells, and now the 

basin is now in a certified Level of Severity III.   

 

In the rural areas, there is no possibility of supplemental water from Nacimiento, or state 

water, or desalinization. Dams and pipelines and big expensive projects that might or 

might not be feasible would in any event take many years and a lot of money to bring 

water in – assuming there is water somewhere else to be brought.  Groundwater is the 

only source of water for homes and agriculture. 

 

The County’s ability to effect ordinances that would protect groundwater is quite limited.  

Agricultural, the biggest water user, is protected by state law.  Some of the winegrowers 

are leading the way with voluntary water conservation, but others are not. More big deep 

wells are going in all the time, converting dry land farming into vineyards, and increasing 

total vineyard water use.  Voluntary measures are good, but they are inadequate to 

reverse the trend.   

 

The proposed ordinances are modest and well thought out.  They have the support of the 

Water Resources Advisory Committee. 

 

The people who oppose the ordinances seem to do so mainly for two reasons: 

 

1.  As a general philosophy, they want to keep government out.  That has been the 

approach thus far, and it has contributed to the basin’s decline. 

 

2.  Others object because they want to be able to subdivide their property.  But with 1,500 

existing vacant lots over the basin, there is no need for more rural lots.  Existing homes 

and ag properties are in danger of losing their water and their investments becoming 

worthless.  The water rights of current users should take precedence over possible future 

sub dividers. 
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I support the staff recommendation and urge you to adopt it. 

 

Respectfully, 

 

Della Barrett 
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San Luis Obispo County 

Planning Commission 

1055 Monterey Street, Rm D170 

San Luis Obispo, CA 

 

July 26, 2012 

 

Re:  Land Use Ordinance Changes in the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin 

 

Dear Honorable Planning Commission: 

 

The Paso Robles Wine Country Alliance has been very active and participatory in the efforts to 

address the state of the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin over the past three years.  We do not 

question that there has been a showing of decline in the basin, particularly in the area known as 

the Estrella-Creston area.  This decline threatens residential and vineyards alike.   

 

As such, we readily signed on to the Groundwater Basin Management Plan Steering Committee, 

have participated in encouraging additional wells be added to the Groundwater Monitoring 

Program, and assisted in the Vineyard Irrigation Study due to be released early next year.  

Moreover, vineyards are water efficient and programs at both the local at state level continue to 

develop methods of improvement and performance measures. 

 

Throughout the public hearing process on the Resource Capacity Study, the Alliance commented 

on the Board’s action as premature until these efforts had more fully matured.  Of most 

considerable concern with the land use restrictions is the absolute restriction on all subdivisions, 

or the creation of new parcels until a LOS I is achieved. 

 

We find this single action egregious and over-reaching for the following reasons: 

 

• There is no evidence that this prohibition will result in a net water savings.   

 

• A thorough and complete analysis should be performed to determine what benefits will 

be derived through a moratorium on all subdivisions.  

 

• Staff has failed to demonstrate how imposing land use restrictions, particularly 

prohibiting all land subdivisions, will result in a net reduction of water demand on the 

basin.  

 

• An outright restriction on all land divisions in the rural area of the basin is over-reaching.  

There are explicit standards already in place that allow Agricultural Subdivisions so long 

as they are adequate in size and design to ensure the long term protection of agricultural 

resources. 
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• Eliminating agricultural land divisions would not result in a significant change in overall 

water – for example, 40 acres within 120 acre single parcel vs. 40 acre subdivided parcels 

would yield relatively the same water usage. 

• Land Divisions may be sought for inheritance or estate planning to keep the farm in the 

family and should not be precluded. 

• Unintended consequences could result including:  negative land values; reduced 

investment interest, negative public perception; economic impacts and discouraging 

collaborative efforts. 

• Adopting ordinance changes that result in land use restrictions will take away from the 

spirit of cooperation that has been established over the past 16 months through the 

collective efforts of the Blue Ribbon Steering Committee. 

 

• The Blue Ribbon Committee has made much progress to work cooperatively together 

with key stakeholders to ensure the health of the basin.  We oppose the shift from 

stakeholder-driven cooperation to a prohibition on all land subdivisions. 

 

Moreover, we find the CEQA exemption to be inadequate for the land use changes proposed.  

The Proposed Ordinance is a project under CEQA and a thorough environmental analysis needs 

to be conducted. The conclusion of staff that these changes are exempt from CEQA disregards 

the CEQA process, and more importantly, the public review process. 

 

During the hearings on the Resource Capacity Study, questions were raised whether or not the 

adoption of the RCS, with incorporated recommendations subject to further action, was subject 

to CEQA.  The response from staff was the adoption of the RCS did not constitute a “project” 

under CEQA, and on the record assured the public and decision-makers that a full environmental 

analysis would be performed on any ordinance changes.  We object to the finding of staff that 

these changes are exempt from CEQA.  We assert a full environmental analysis and public 

review vetting is necessary to address potential impacts in the following CEQA categories: 

 

 Population and Housing: 

 

An environmental analysis should determine growth inducing impacts on other areas as a result 

of the ordinance changes.  An increase in population within concentrated urban areas should be 

considered while the reduction of housing type or desirability/marketability need also be 

assessed.  

 

Transportation/Traffic: 
  

An assessment on transportation and traffic patterns that may result by restricting all land 

subdivisions in the rural area needs to be conducted.  An increase in vehicular trips and effect on 

Levels of Service within areas where residential development may shift needs to be analyzed. 

 

Land Use/Planning 
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A full analysis needs to be conducted to consider the overall land use planning consequences as a 

result of restricting the creation of all new parcels in the rural areas of the Paso Robles 

Groundwater Basin.  

Hydrology/Water Quality: 

Shifting residential development from the rural areas to the urban centers fails to recognize that 

the municipalities withdraw from the same basin.  A shift from one area to another, particularly 

when that shift is directed towards the areas of highest concentration and use could significantly 

exacerbate the problem, rather than fix it.  A full environmental analysis is necessary to 

understand the potential impacts to both hydrology and water quality as a result of these 

ordinance changes which will re-direct development away from the rural areas to more 

concentrated urban centers. 

An adequate environmental review would include an analysis on current groundwater data and 

actual water savings of the proposed ordinance requirements.  A CEQA document should look at 

the potential for measureable reductions and the ability for other Community Water providers to 

handle re-directed growth as a result of these land use restrictions. 

Agricultural Resources: 

Consideration must be given on the environmental consequences to agriculture by restricting all 

land subdivisions.  There are situations where a subdivision may be necessary to keep the family 

farm in the family or create more manageable parcel sizes for production.  The potential 

environmental effect on agriculture as a resource identified under CEQA must be examined.  

Utilities/Service Systems: 

Development in the rural areas require support through individual service systems to provide 

wastewater and water.  An analysis should be performed to consider the net effect on public 

water and wastewater systems to be certain these systems are not overburdened or their capacity 

is exceeded as a result of these changes.  

Public Services: 

An analysis should be performed to determine what effect the project may have on the need for 

new or altered public services including but not limited to fire, police, schools, etc. 

 

Aesthetics: 

Aesthetics should be considered and the potential impact to aesthetic qualities found in a rural 

setting that combines native open spaces, along with ranch homes and homesteads, well- 

manicured and maintained rural residential and winery development.  All of these amenities add 

to the aesthetic quality of the rural setting that should be considered. 

 

EXHIBIT LRP2010-00014:E

Page 44 of 46



P a g e  | 4 

 

 

 

We appreciate the opportunity to continue to work collectively on cooperative groundwater 

management and continue to remain fully engaged to ensure the health of the basin.  For any 

questions or comments please don’t hesitate to contact Lisa Bodrogi, Government Affairs 

Coordinator at 937-8474 or lbodrogi@pasowine.com. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Lisa M. Bodrogi 

Government Affairs Coordinator 

Paso Robles Wine Country Alliance 

530 10
th

 Street 

Paso Robles, CA 93446 
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