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CA
DIRECTORS: COASTAL ggmgsm
Pi=Bils  Peter M. Douglas
. Executive Director
Jaaa Cobin California Coastal Commission
Vice Preside:
Fresdont 45 Fremont Sireet
gﬁ';g‘;‘“”“ Suite 2000
San Francisco, CA 94105-2219
Gl:egntySm:lm
Diestet Dear Mr. Douglas:
Dt_maldV:.Ileueuve
ADipactar The CCSD respectfully requests at least a 90-day continuance of Revised
Findings, ltems 6.a. and 6.b. Appeal No. A-3-SL0O-06-053; Application No. E-07-
OFFICERS: 001) and Reconsiderations ltems 7.a. and 7.b. Appeal No. A-3-SLO-06-053,
N Application No. E-07-001 from the Califprnia Coastal Commission’s 12/13/07

General Manager - @0€Nda in San Francisco,

| "},’:;;f“ Q,Ni',‘,’fj“d"“ The CCSD Board of Directors and staff have worked diligently to develop a good
.relationship with Coastal Commission staff and would like to use their expertise in

Keky Chouse developing a viable project. We would fike to discuss with Coastal staff the
continued feasibility of San Simeon Creek and other possible ocean infake
locations.

We believe this additional time will allow us to work constructively to develop the
best possible project in conformance with Coastal Act objectives.

Sincerely,

Rilfoin-

my A. Rudock °
General Manager

cc:  Coastal Commissioners
CCSD Board of Directors
Bruce Gibson, Supervisor/2™ District, SLO County Board of Supsrvisors
Art Mantandon, District Counsel
Bob Gresens, District Engineer




ITEM NO. Th7a & 7b

A-3-SLO-06-053 / E-07-001
Cambria Community Services District

M CCSD Request for Continuance
B Ex Parte Communication

m Correspondence




DIRECTORS:

Tlasy Funke-Bily
Lresident

Joza Cobin
Vice Prexidens

Teter Chaldecort
Directoy
Gregoty Sanders
Diregtat

Donald Villegewve
Directar

OFFICERS:

Tammy Rudock
General Manager

Arther R. Moatandon
Districr Countel

Kathy Choure
Diserics Clerk

RVlCES DIST. BN ¢

@ s, u\u,; KT

' % ﬂ ,'?'M
"#'Phﬂ‘i;\- (.. M&a‘j A ﬁ\\,u‘ ,‘ﬁ m’ "
g ‘:9,\,9‘(%\#

“""""ﬁm *%‘%ﬁfs

v

EC102007

ON

December 10, 2007

Peter M. Douglas

Executive Director

California Coastal Commission
45 Fremont Street

Suite 2000

San Francisco, CA 94105-2219

Dear Mr. Douglas:

The CCSD respectfully requests at least a 90-day continuance of Revised
Findings, Items 6.a. and 6.b. Appeal No. A-3-SLO-06-053; Application No. E-07-
001) and Reconsiderations ltems 7.a. and 7.b. Appeal No. A-3-SLO-06-053,
Application No. E-07-001 from the California Coastal Commission’s 12/13/07
agenda in San Francisco, -

The CCSD Board of Directors and staff have worked diligently to develop a good

_relationship with Coastal Commission staff and would like to use their expertise in

developing a viable project. We would like to discuss with Coastal staff the
continued feasibility of San Simeon Creek and other possible ocean intake
locations.

We believe this additional time will allow us to work constructively to develop the
best possible project in conformance with Coastal Act objectives.

Sincerely,

Ruldoi-

my A. Rudock
General Manager

cc:  Coastal Commissioners
CCSD Board of Directors
Bruce Gibson, Supervisor/2™ District, SLO County Board of Supervisors
Art Mantandon, District Counsel
Bob Gresens, District Engineer
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FORM FOR DISCLOSURE REcEy VE
OF EX PARTE , {9 Coe
COMMUNICATION o ¢ 2007
€oasT HRRN
Date and time of communication: 11/29/07 - 3:30 p.m. : OASMLGQWWW
(For messages sent to a Commissioner '
- by mail or facsimile or received as a o
telephone or other message, date’ B
time of receipt should be indicated.) . .
_ \ v ©,
Location of cotamunication: In Office, Eureka, CA 1’4}
~ (For communications sent by mail or %‘5 )
facsimile, or received as a telephone ‘ ’31%, &@
or other message, indicate the means ’““%
%

of transmission.)

Person(s) initiating communication:

Person(s) receiving communication:

Name or description of project:

Maggie Heberlin, Sue Leskiw, and Mel
McKinney from the Organization of
Regional Coastal Activists (ORCA).
speaking on behalf of LandWatch of San
Luis Obispo County

Bonnie Neely

Cambria Community Services District,
San Luis Obispo County, for geotechuical
and hydrogeologic testing permit.
Agenda items 6 & 7 on 12/13.

Detailed substantive description of cortent of communication:

(If communication included written material, attach a copy of the complete test of the written
material.) See Attached ORCA Action request opposition to these agenda items due toa

_lack of new evidence or facts to reconsxder the matter.

11/29/07

Date

M%LQM

S1gnamre of ComxmssI&{xer

If the communication was pmwdcd at the same time to staff as jt was pravided to a Commxssxonm-. the commumcanon ishotex

parte end this form does not need to be filled out.

If communicetion occuned seven or more days in advanpce of the Comission hearing on the itex that was the subject of the
commuhication, complete this form and tramsimt it to the Bxecutive Director within seven days of the communication. If it is
reasonable to believe that the completed form will not arrive by U.S. mail at the Commission’s main office prior to the
commencement of the meeting, other means of delivery should be used, such as facsimile, overnight mail, or perscnal delivery by
the Commissioner to the Executive Director at the mecfing prior to the time that the hcanng on the matter commences.

. If commummﬁon occuxred within seven days of the hearing, complete this form, provide the information orally on the record of
the proceedings and provide the Executive Director with a copy of any written material that was part of the communication.
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FINAL '
: ORCA ACTION REQUEST FOR MEMBERS
Please submit no later than two weeks prior to he,armg week. -

- This formts to be used to request actlen from the Statewide
' 'ORCA network. This is for projects that have been approved
as a pnonty project and must be submitted no later than 2

" weeks prior to the week of the hearmg
.C,oung_z _reguestmg act:on: |

,'San Lu:s Obispo Couﬁty L

Contact (Coungz Organlzer or lead volunteerz

. 'Name: Pam Hearthermgton and Nancy Graves- Phone"

0 'amzatlon if 'our or¢ anlzatlon has a os:t:on A

LandWatch of San L,uls'Oblspo Ceunty_ .

' Date approved by your 'Cou'h'tz. ORCA chagter: o

'Nofe: Please fill this out even lf the staff report is not yet
_ava:lable If you do you may submit an amendment to this
| after the staff report is released : - :

¥ kR K Ok * % ***t#._*************\\;**.t**"*,** -
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. Date of hearing and agenda item number

” THURSDAY, DECEMBER 13, 2007 San Frahcisco

6 7 a. Appeal No. A-3-SLO- 6~-053 (Cambrla Commumty Services Dist., San Luis Obispo Co.)
Appeal by Sierra Club Santa Lucia Chapter, San Luis Obispo County Land Watch, and Commissioners
Shalienberger and Wan from decision of County of San Luis Obispo grantlng permlt with conditions to
Cambria Community Services District to allow geotechnlcal and hydrogeologic testing for a proposed .
desahnatton facmty, at San Simeon State Beach, County of San Luis Obispo. (TL-SF) .

é—\:]b Appllcatron Na. E-o7-001 (Cambna Commumty Services Dist., San Luis Obispo Co.) Cambria
Community Services District denied permit to allow geotechnical and hydrogeologic testing for ’
proposed desalination facility, at Si'l,%'_"_‘ff’“ State Beach, County of San Luls Oblspo. {TL-SF)

Issue:

Request for Reconsideration by Cambria Community Services District

1. Descnptlon of lssue (please be congcise- ho more ‘than 2-3 pages- Y :
preferably bullet point style). This. will be used as a “scrupt" by the haxson. '
lnclude in your descnp’aon the fol!owmg . :

) .Cambna Community Services Dlstnct (CCSD) is requestlng that the above
referenced appeal and application be reconsidered in accord with Public
Resources Code _Sectlon 30626 and 30627 and Article 18, Callfom:a Code of

~Regulations
e Th'e'Cambria Community Service Disttict's is requesting a reconsideration of the' permit
for its proposed desalination data-gathering prOJect demed by the Commnssxon at the
September 6, 2007 Eureka meetmg . )

Your position on the it lssue'

o Oppose X '
T \PProve as proposed

Approve with modxficatlons
Why you take that posutlon based on Coastal Act pollmes

+ Public Resouraes Code Section 30627 (3) the basis of tbe request for
reconsideraticn shall be either that there is relevant new ev1dence :
which, in the exercise of reasonable’ dzllgence, could not have been
presented at.the hearing on the matter or.that an error of fact or law
has occurred which has the potential of alter.mg the initial decision.

—
d i in the above o

code 50 Vi v‘o_ '




—_—
’7007/DEC/03/M0N 04: 07 PN HUMBOLDT CO. ADMIN FAX No. 707 445 7299 F. 006

s Cmestr e eeae.
; " —————

New evidence or facts

e CCSD is alleging that they did not have an opportunity to present their desalination
facility plans to the commissioners during the September 2007 Liearing and this
constitutes ‘new evidence or facts” '

-4 The Cambria CSD and 1ts representatwes, throughout the course of the County perrmt
process and in two full hearings before the-Coastal Commission, and in correspondence,
conversations and personal meetings with Commissioners and staff prior to each hearing

* did not choose to include-information on the full desalination project, and now wishes to .
do soin a pew hearing. -- leading to the observation of Executive Director Peier Douglas
at the September 6, 2007 Eureka hearing that "we’ve made it very clear, time and agam,
that we do not bchcve this is an appropnate site for a permanent fa0111ty "

K3 Therc is no new ewdencc or facts that could not havc been presented at the hearing. The
" CCSD had ample opportunity to present their case to the commissioners. Certainly under
- the “grilling by Commissioner Steve Blank” they had ample opportunity to present ‘their
plans Present at the Eureka hearing representing the CCSD were their engineer, a:project
. consultant, manager of the CCSD, two board directors and the staff attoruey. Any one of -
these.could have at anytime set the record straight if there was a misrepresentation of fact
or new evidence. CCSD’s lobbyist David Neish judiciously lobbied each'and every
commxsmoncr CCSD’s request does not meet the standard in the Coastal Act for
- “new ev1dcnce ' :

. Errorin Iaw

¢ CCSDis alleging thiat Peter Douglas made a-statement at the close of the CCSD’s
presentation in Eureka (when they could no longer rebut) that “no dcsahnanon facilities -
would be allowed at San Simeon-State Beach”. The CCSD is alleging that this copstitutes
an “error in law”. The CCSD stated numcrous times at this and previous hearings that the
puzpose of their dnllmg was to s1te beach wells at the San S1meon Beach drilling sxte

+ ’I’herefore Pcter Douglas was correct in his ‘statement because componcnts (beach wells)
of a desalination project are illegal at the San Simeon site due to LCP zoning and L.CP
" setback ordinances. San Simeon State Beach is zoned for recreation and desalination _
" facilities and their components are not an allowable use under the current LCP Thereis '
. mo error in law.- '

' 'No Grounds for. Reconsidération' .

. Any decision for recomtdcrauon must be based onthe Coastal Act and the argument put
forth by the CCSD does not support recorisideration under the Coastal Act or the Public
Resourccs Code The commissioners madc there decision which was 1nte111gent, accurate’
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# and supported by the ev1dencc and the law. There was no error of fact, evxdence or law as
described in the Coastal Act and Public Resources Code -

+ Contrary to the CCSD's surnise, it is clearfrom the transcript of the September6 hearing
that no Commissioner who spoke to the subject of the location of the permanent
facility and who subsequently voted to uphold our-appeal of the CCSD's permit believed
. that CCSD planned to build a permanent desalination faclhty duectly on San Slmcon
State Beach, o . i

* Comn:ussxoner Blank‘s direct qucstmnmg of the D1stmct's engmeer on the point the
District wishes the Commission to now reconsider, and the Commissioner's conclusxon -
] think this is a precursor to a larger plant in thisarea, Its proximity to a state park just
leaves me feeling uncomfortable ~ was clear. There is no indication in the record of an

etror of fact or law.

* The CCSD made a strateglc dec1s1on not to'disclose mformahon that was in the1r
. possession at the time they apphcd for their permit, thereby avoiding the tequirernent for
a full Environmental Impact Report on the entire project. That strategy having falled,
they are now. makmg a strategc dec1szon 1o dlSClOSe that mformanon -

Speciﬂc request of the llalson to be used in the desnred communlcatlons with ‘_
Commlssmners (issues in the Staff report, reasons for appeal ete.).

No Second Chances

Grantmg the CCSD’ § request would sct an appallmg precedent for every prOJcct proponent
" whose developmcnt permit is denied by the Commission and who wants to try for a second bite
of the apple. All notions of fair play and playing by the rules call for a denial of th15 request
We urge the Comnussmn t0 dcny the request for recons1deraﬁon

‘ State whether you are available to call the Commlss:oner should he!she have -
questlons and provude you phone number/ email. - . Yes - :

- 805-927-1802 : :
‘ Mahala1@charter net

If you agree with the staff report? If not where are your dlfferences? Agam be
concise. _ . .

S&%ﬂ' SrERDS
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3. Action requested from Statewide ORCA hetwork (éheck all that apply):

X0 Letters written

x0 Phone calls . -

X0 Coastal Commissioners — Liaison communication -
- Dx Atténd a C-L'Jmmi;.ssiﬁn Hearing | i

-Date and location of Goastal Comrﬁissign heah‘né ;

San Francisco, Thu}sday December 13, 2007+
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'BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

105§ MONTEREY, Ron D420 * BAN L5 DRISPD, CALIFOINIA 93408-1003 « B05,761.5450

December 6, 4007 '
DEC 0 6 2007 BRUCE GIBSON
! CALIFORNIA SUPERVISOR DISTRICT TWO
i Calfaria Coaktal & | COASTAL COMMISSION
| 48 Fiamont S, Suo 2008, GENTRAT, SOAGT AREA

' San Franciscd, GA 84106-2219

| .
Re:  Cambria Community Bervices Disirict — Requast for Recansidaration for Approval
! of a Coastil nevlgiopmant Parmit for Geological and Hydrogeologic investigation
L Activities at the $an Simean Creek State Beach Area

Dear Commispioners:

| urge you approva the Cambria Community Servicee Districts (CCSD's) request for
reconside of your {ied vots of Septamber 6, 2007 an the above subject permit. The
 investigation graject la & ey support actvity that will go loward selving the current water shoriage
. emergency in|Cambrda. Comments immadistely before your vole Indicate that thare was likely
| some confusipn ae o the facts of tis proposal. In falmess, the CCSD should be sliowed the
opportuntty to eddress thgse lasl minute camments during a reconsideration haering.

“ The CCSN is fampleting jts due diligence with this investigation, in order to develop futura praject

aliematives. [Thelr propgsals will abide by recommendations mads by your Commission in it

! varlous repor(s and comments on other prajects, namely, @ subterrsnean Intake that will avold

! - Impacts to marine ife. The CCSD has also completed a very public and transparent progess In

|  completing li5; environmental clearance process and County-issuad Goastal Development Permit
i forinis Investigation. |

! The citizans jand busingsses of Cambria are under considersbla duress due to the current
ehartage of water, Many pf these same businesses, as well as tha state-run campgraund, raly on
the CCBD's wjater ta alsa|serve the many visitors to the Coast  Expanding the avallabillty of fresh
water will alsq benefit the municipal, agricultural, and environmanial usars of this limitad and vital
resource.

| appreciate ypur conaldefation of the CCSD's request.

: BRUGCE GIBSON )
Supervisor, District Two
San Luis Obigpo County

Sinceraly,

Michgel Chrisman, Karen Scarboraugh, and Brian Baird, Resources Agency
ayer, Lantds Commisslon

Dauglas and Thamas Luster, Coastal Commissian staft
Bunn?r%d James Bourgart, Business, Transportation and Hausing Agency
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- Commissioner Achadjian: : Wit onisrg |

As reported, the Cambria Community Services District desalination test well
request was denied approval with a six to six vote. Furthermore, it was reported that some
commission members may have been misinformed in that the wells were merely for test
purposes and that there was no intention 1o construct the plant on state park property. It
defies belief that in the approximately seven months between the Coastal Commission’s
stoppage of the test well construction by the and the approval hearing, there was not
complete understanding of CCSD plans and intensions. Which leads to one of two
conclusions: either the CCSD failed in making all points clear, or that certain
commissioners failed to understand those points. Either conclusion points to public
official negligence that baffles powerless constituents such as me, a Cambria property
owner in building limbo, or the long suffering residents who face severe rationing and
extreme fire danger nearly every year due to an inadequate water supply. If the
misunderstandings did indeed occur, fairness demands that the Coastal Commission grant
another hearing and vote.

1 agree with the commission’s demands that the test wells should be constructed
with reduced environmental impact from what was originally planned. Perhaps CCSD
first attempts were designed to be the most cost effective, but politically risky. Perhaps it

. does take what seems to be an inordinate amount of time for the Coastal Commission to
schedule a ruling hearing. However, watching all this government agency maneuvering
leaves the rest of us scratching our collective heads and wondering how public works
projects ever get accomplished.

‘Commissioner Achadjian, please push for another hearing. A drought-proof
water supply is of great importance to the community and to my wife and me, in our
eighth year of waiting since buying our property, and our twenty fourth year since we
first saw Cambria and knew that was where we wanted to finally cail home.

Thank you, | RECEIVED
?”W/“A NV 27 2007
' CALIFORNIA

Richard Ferranti

. g COASTAL COMMISSION
5805 Encino Drive CENTRAL COAST AREA
Atascadero, CA 93422

Email: richard ferranti@sbeglobal.net
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24 October 2007

Dear California Coastal Commissioners and Executive Director,

I send you individually this letter to thank you for the all the work you do to protect the coast of
California. So many difficult decisions confront you at each meeting. Your careful consideration of the
work done by staff shows how seriously you take your elected and appointed responsibilities.

I also thank you specifically for your action at the meeting on September 6, 2007, to protect San
Simeon State Beach and Park, the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary, and the Cambria State
Marine Conservation Area. The photo above shows this part of the coast in one of its always changing
forms. The geotechnical and hydro-geologic testing on the beach proposed by the Cambria Community
Services District would violate the integrity of ocean, creek, beach, and wetlands in ways far beyond
so-called mitigation’s reach.

Please know that I and many others here in Cambria applaud your work. With such diligence you and
others acknowledge that the well-being of the earth and the future of humans are inseparable.

With grateful best wishes, I am
Sincerely yours,

Elizabeth Bettenhausen, Ph.D.

345 Plymouth St.
Cambria, CA 93428

/ cc: Charles Lester, Senior Deputy Director
Central Coast District Office of CCC

Pieo Rook Oued mouth of
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24 Qctober 2007

Dear California Coastal Commissioners and Executive Director,

I send you individually this letter to thank you for the all the work you do to protect the coast of
California. So many difficult decisions confront you at each meeting. Your careful consideration of the
work done by staff shows how seriously you take your elected and appointed responsibilities.

I also thank you specifically for your action at the meeting on September 6, 2007, to protect San
Simeon State Beach and Park, the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary, and the Cambria State
Marine Conservation Area. The photo above shows this part of the coast in one of its always changing
forms. The geotechnical and hydro-geologic testing on the beach proposed by the Cambria Community
Services District would violate the integrity of ocean, creek, beach, and wetlands in ways far beyond
so-called mitigation’s reach.

Please know that I and many others here in Cambria applaud your work. With such diligence you and
others acknowledge that the well-being of the earth and the future of humans are inseparable.

With grateful best wishes, I am
Sincerely yours,

Ao~ Beterhausom
Elizabeth Bettenhausen, Ph.D.

345 Plymouth St.
Cambria, CA 93428

cc: Charles Lester, Senior Deputy Director
Central Coast District Office of CCC
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24 October 2007

Dear California Coastal Commissioners and Executive Director,

I send you individually this letter to thank you for the all the work you do to protect the coast of
California. So many difficult decisions confront you at each meeting. Your careful consideration of the
work done by staff shows how seriously you take your elected and appointed responsibilities.

I also thank you specifically for your action at the meeting on September 6, 2007, to protect San
Simeon State Beach and Park, the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary, and the Cambria State
Marine Conservation Area. The photo above shows this part of the coast in one of its always changing
forms. The geotechnical and hydro-geologic testing on the beach proposed by the Cambria Community
Services District would violate the integrity of ocean, creek, beach, and wetlands in ways far beyond
so-called mitigation’s reach.

Please know that I and many others here in Cambria applaud your work. With such diligence you and
others acknowledge that the well-being of the earth and the future of humans are inseparable.

With grateful best wishes, I am
Sincerely yours,

Elizabeth Bettenhausen, Ph.D.

345 Plymouth St.
Cambria, CA 93428

cc: Charles Lester, Senior Deputy Director
Central Coast District Office of CCC
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24 Qctober 2007

Dear California Coastal Commissioners and Executive Director,

1 send you individually this letter to thank you for the all the work you do to protect the coast of
California. So many difficult decisions confront you at each meeting. Your careful consideration of the
work done by staff shows how seriously you take your elected and appointed responsibilities.

I also thank you specifically for your action at the meeting on September 6, 2007, to protect San
Simeon State Beach and Park, the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary, and the Cambria State
Marine Conservation Area. The photo above shows this part of the coast in one of its always changing
forms. The geotechnical and hydro-geologic testing on the beach proposed by the Cambria Community
Services District would violate the integrity of ocean, creek, beach, and wetlands in ways far beyond

so-called mitigation’s reach.

Please know that I and many others here in Cambria applaud your work. With such diligence you and
others acknowledge that the well-being of the earth and the future of humans are inseparable.

With grateful best wishes, I am
‘ Sincerely yours,

Elizabeth Bettenhausen, Ph.D.

345 Plymouth St.
Cambria, CA 93428

cc: Charles Lester, Senior Deputy Director
Central Coast District Office of CCC
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24 October 2007

Dear California Coastal Commissioners and Executive Director,

1 send you individually this letter to thank you for the all the work you do to protect the coast of
California. So many difficult decisions confront you at each meeting. Your careful consideration of the
work done by staff shows how seriously you take your elected and appointed responsibilities.

I also thank you specifically for your action at the meeting on September 6, 2007, to protect San
Simeon State Beach and Park, the Monterey Bay National Marine Sanctuary, and the Cambria State
Marine Conservation Area. The photo above shows this part of the coast in one of its always changing
forms. The geotechnical and hydro-geologic testing on the beach proposed by the Cambria Community
Services District would violate the integrity of ocean, creek, beach, and wetlands in ways far beyond
so-called mitigation’s reach.

Please know that I and many others here in Cambria applaud your work. With such diligence you and
others acknowledge that the well-being of the earth and the future of humans are inseparable.

With grateful best wishes, I am
Sincerely yours,

Elizabeth Bettenhausen, Ph.D.

345 Plymouth St.
Cambria, CA 93428

cc: Charles Lester, Senior Deputy Director
Central Coast District Office of CCC
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December 1, 2007

Mr. Steve Blank RECEIVED
California Coastal Commission

45 Fremont Street DEC 4 2007
San Francisco, Ca. 94105 g

CAUFOF!NIA

C0as
RE: December 13" Vote on Cambria Test Drilling for Desalinization Pro{é%tcoMMlSSIoN

Mr. Blank:

You were one of six Commissioners who voted against the Cambria test drilling for the desalinization
project. As you are aware, the Cambria Community Services District believes that many of the
Commissioners did not have accurate information and have requested a new hearing on December 13.
Since your prior vote threatens to unravel a very sound Master Plan that has taken over a decade to
construct, [ hope you will consider the information below before your next vote.

It’s Temporary: The test drilling is temporary, takes up a small footprint, and the area will be completely
restored. Further, it is the most economical than alternative locations.

Precedent of drilling on State Park Land: While the opponents are clever in using the ‘precedence’
argument of drilling on a state park property, the fact is that unless the CCSD invoked imminent domain,
the test drilling will indeed occur on public land. Further, there is nothing more pristine about the proposed
drill site than the beach areas North or South of the proposed site. In fact, since more than half of the area
serves as a parking lot, I would argue that it is a more desirable location that other publicly owned land
North or South of the proposed site.

A ‘No’ vote subverts the will of the public: In 2006, Cambria voters passed Measure P-06 by a 78%
margin. While this measure provides that future extension of water service outside of the current Master
Water Plan be decided by a vote of the public, the Measure was clearly viewed by the local population as a
referendum on the soundness of the Master Plan and the desalinization project that serves as its foundation.
Opponents understand that the best way to thwart a project is to thwart every step of the project — beginning
with the test drilling. However, as the Measure P-06 indicates, the opponents are certainly not serving the
will of the public.

Prolonged Risk of Fire: While opponents of the test drilling view the first vote as a victory, those of us
with property in Cambria believe the vote simply prolongs the high risk of an inadequate water supply to
suppress the fire we all know is coming.

I urge you to consider these points and vote to approve the temporary Cambria test drill site on December
13th.

Steve Evans

153 Vierra Way
Hercules, Ca. 94547



United Lot Owners of Cambria
“UnLOC”

December 5, 2007 FAX (415) 904-5400

California Coastal Commission
Tom Luster

45 Fremont Street, Suite 2000
San Francisco, CA 94105

Subject:. Cambria CSD’s Request for Reconsideration, Agenda Item Th7a&b of the hearing
scheduled for Dec 13, 2007

Honorable Commission and Staff:

| write you on behalf of the owners of vacant residential lots in Cambria who have now been
waiting seven years for Cambria Community Services District (CCSD) to find water and lift its
moratorium.

We support Cambria Community Services District's (CCSD) Request for Reconsideration and
urge you to grant the request.

Based on the reports of our representatives who were in attendance at the Sept 6, 2007 appeal
hearing and upon our review of the transcripts, we agree some of the Commissioners were
confused by the Executive Director’s closing statements, and that this confusion may have led to
a different vote than would have resulted had such remarks not been made.

We would further argue that the whole notion of permanent structures was mis-construed by the
Executive Director and at least some of the Commissioners. Whether CCSD plans in the future
to submit a separate application to build a permanent desalination plant next door, down the road,
or across the street, or never at all should not have been brought into the debate. That’s not what
the subject application is about.. The only thing that should have been decided is whether the
temporary test wells applied for are allowable under the Coastal Act.

There should really only be two questions: Is temporary construction allowed in the proposed
location? And if wondering what this would lead to; Are underground structures allowed in the
proposed location. Since CCSD already has other underground structures in the same State

~ Park, and the Park management has already agreed in writing to the proposed work, there is
hardly room for debate on this matter.

The mere speculation by the Executive Director in his closing remarks that CCSD might be
planning something that he had no proof of and was not part of the application is by itself enough
to warrant the reconsideration.

Looking forward, please don't be fooled by the small number of Cambria residents who lobby you
and speak at your hearings and would have us believe that all of Cambria is against building a
desalination plant. Instead, consider the fact that the CCSD Board of Directors has been
consistently unanimous for years in its agreement that a desalination plant of limited capacity is
the best solution to Cambria’s water shortage. The community endorsed this position by not

Protecting the entitlements and value of vacant lots in Cambria
UnLOC.org
PO Box 820, Cambria, CA 93428
Member, American Association of Small Property Owners, AASPO.com




contesting the last election for CCSD board. Clearly, the majority in the community are
supportive of a well-planned desalination project.

What this is really about for a few Cambrians is growth control. They are trying to block a
necessary water project for the simple reason that they don't want any more homes built in their
town, and they don’t own the property. This in spite of the fact that the property in question is
zoned single family residential and your Commission has identified it as the first place that any
future growth should be allowed within the LCP area. This is just another episode in 30 years of
blocking water projects. Please do not participate in the charade.

We do not support the allegation that subsurface drilling violates the spirit of protections required
in the State Park.

We are simply asking at this time that you agree to reconsider your previous decision. The
project is needed by the community, and it is needed by owners of property that is being rendered
useless by CCSD’s inability to develop an adequate water supply.

Thank you for your support,

Sincerely,

Deryl Robinson
President, United Lot Owners of Cambria



Dec. 2, 2007

RECEIVED
Commissioner Mary Shallenberger
California Coastal Commission DEC b 2007
45 Fremont St., Suite 2000 | CALIFORNIA
San Francisco, CA 94105 COASTAL COMMISSION

Subject: Dec. 13, 2007 Coastal Commission Agenda Items 7a & 7b
Reconsideration of Test Well Drilling for Desal Plant at Cambria, California

Honorable Commissioner Shallenberger:

As Cambria citizens and full time residents of 18 years, we implore you to allow the
drilling of test wells for a future ocean water desalination plant for Cambria. The very
temporary and small impact of these test wells on the beach is outweighed by the critical
need of people for water for our daily lives and fire protection. Permission from State
Parks and the County of San Luis Obispo was obtained long ago, and the actual plant will
be built inland, and out of the view shed of Highway 1.

Finding our community a reliable back up source of water has been studied for much
longer than the 18 years we’ve lived here, at very substantial cost to taxpayers. Our local
officials have concluded that desalination is the best option for us. Several years ago
local property owners sent in ballots to the Cambria Community Services District Board,
with more than a majority voting for desalination. We don’t have adequate water to fight
a fire and, believe me, this is on all our minds as we ponder current events in Malibu and
Southern California.

There is a small but vocal “no growth” minority who would chance having Cambria
wiped out by fire, rather than allow a new water source. Some of these people are non-
residents. Our CCSD Board has addressed population growth by integrating a lot
reduction plan to be implemented hand-in-hand with desal and other aspects of the Local
Coastal Plan. It would be an absolute travesty to waste all the staff time, planning work,
and money that has gone into this. : ‘

Please listen to the majority of actual residents and vote to allow the test wells. Thank
you for considering our input.

Respectfully submitted,
WW Y

Marian & Mike Willis

Cambria, California

Wl




To: Tom Luster Page 20of2 2007-12-05 21:33:54 (GMT) 19492094421 From: Deryl Robinson

California Coastal Commission . RE C Ey 1
Central Coast District Office Op ) Ve b

Charles Lester, Senior Deputy Director

725 Front Street, Suite 300 Co, Ms e, 2 00y
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4508 440047‘7,/4
FAX (831) 427-4877 Sty

Honorable Commissioners:

1 write you on behalf of the owners of vacant residential lots in Cambria who have now been waiting
seven years for Cambria Community Services District (CCSD) to find water and lift its moratorium.

Please don’t be fooled by the small number of Cambria residents who lebby'you and speak at your
hearings and would have us believe that all of Cambria is against building a desalination plant. Instead,
consider the fact that the CCSD Board of Directors has been consistently unanimous for years in its
agreement that a desalination plant of limited capacity is the best solution to Cambria’s water shortage.
The community endorsed this position by not contesting the last election for CCSD board. Clearly, the
majority in the community are supportive of a well-planned desalination project.

What this is really about for a few Cambrians is growth control. They are trying to block a necessary
water project for the simple reason that they don’t want any more homes built in their town, and they
don’t own the property. This in spite of the fact that the property in question is zoned single family
residential and your Commission has identified it as the first place that any future growth should be
allowed. Thisis just another episode in 30 years of blocking water projects. Please do not participate in
the charade.

We do not support the allegation that subsurface drilling violates the spirit of protections required in the
State Park. We also do not support the allegation that CCSD plans to have permanent structures in the
park. In reviewing their plans, it is clear that such is not the case. Your Commission owes it to all of us
to take enough time to review and understand CCSD’s plans.

We are simply asking at this time that you give conditional approval to allow CCSD to proceed with test
drilling only to verify feasibility of this proposed desalination facility. The project is needed by the
community, and it is needed by owners of property that is being rendered useless by CCSD’s inability to
develop an adequate water supply.

Thank you for your support,

Sincerely,

Deryl Robinson



Dec. 2, 2007 RECEIVED

DEC 0 6 2007
California Coastal Commission :
Central Coast District Office : AS_(IQAAll:lgg'rﬁAl}lvllf\SS‘ON
Charles Lester, Senior Deputy Director 0
725 Front Street, Suite 300 GENTRAL COAST AREA

Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4508

Subject: Dec. 13, 2007 Coastal Commission Agenda Items 7a & 7b
Reconsideration of Test Well Drilling for Desal Plant at Cambria, California

Honorable Commissioners;

As Cambria citizens and full time residents of 18 years, we implore you to allow the
drilling of test wells for a future ocean water desalination plant for Cambria. The very
temporary and small impact of these test wells on the beach is outweighed by the critical
need of people for water for our daily lives and fire protection. Permission from State
Parks and the County of San Luis Obispo was obtained long ago, and the actual plant will
be built inland, and out of the view shed of Highway 1.

Finding our community a reliable back up source of water has been studied for much
longer than the 18 years we’ve lived here, at very substantial cost to taxpayers. Our local
officials have concluded that desalination is the best option for us. Several years ago
local property owners sent in ballots to the Cambria Community Services District Board,
with more than a majority voting for desalination. We don’t have adequate water to fight
a fire and, believe me, this is on all our minds as we ponder current events in Malibu and
Southern California.

There is a small but vocal “no growth” minority who would chance having Cambria
wiped out by fire, rather than allow a new water source. Some of these people are non-
residents. Qur CCSD Board has addressed population growth by integrating a lot
reduction plan to be implemented hand-in-hand with desal and other aspects of the Local
Coastal Plan. It would be an absolute travesty to waste all the staff time, planning work,
and money that has gone into this.

Please listen to the majority of actual residents and vote to allow the test wells. Thank
you for considering our input.

Respectfully submitted, '

M trcas & Mhoe, Wellis

Marian & Mike Willis
Cambria, California




DATE: December 5, 2007

TO: Sara Wan

45 Fremont St.

Suite 2000

San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 904-5200

FROM: Sherwin and Marilyn Rubin
4414 Greenmeadows Ave.

Torrance, CA 90505

(310) 375-4483 .

RE: Cambria test drilling for desalinization project re-vote on 12/13/07
Dear Ms.Wan:

You voted against test drilling. I don’t know if you misunderstood the relevant details
because of information not presented. The main point is that this is to be a tiny test site
(the size of a car) and in no way to be the site of the actual desal plant. This test site was
chosen because it is more cost effective. The site is in a parking area so the temporary
impact is minimal.

The Cambria area has had a tenuous water supply for many decades and has debated the
way to fix the problem for over 30 years. We have finally come together by a 78%
margin to agree on the desal solution.

About seven years ago one of the main water wells was contaminated by the chemical
MTBA leaking from a gas station tank. This left the town in a more perilous position. A
reliable source of water is needed urgently for these salient reasons: fire suppression,
lodging resources for the main area business of tourism, and comfort of residents to lead
a normal way of life.

As a property owner we hope you will not unravel a carefully planned solution which
took 30 years to devise. Please approve the temporary Cambria test drill site.

Sincerely,

el %/WF%/LV
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Tina S. Dickason
574 Leighton St.
Cambria, CA 93428

December 6, 2007

D
California Coastal Commission 'RE CEIVE
Commissioners & Alternate Rosters : ﬁ“ﬂ
45 Fremont St. Ste. 2000 - pecl?®
San Francisco, CA 94105 cmfgmmﬁwﬂ
RE: COMMISSION HEARING 12-13-2007 1ITEM 6B CORSTA-

Dear Calif. Coastal Commissioners and Alternate Rosters:

I am writing today to convey my opposition to the Cambria Comm-
unity Services District's request for a re-hearing to drill tem-
porary wells and conduct tests on the beach at San Simeon State
Park, for a proposed desalination plant inland.

While I am fully aware that Cambria and Cambrians have to address
the critical need for a water supply, I am unable to support any
intrusion into and onto a State Park Beach, which happens to also
be a marine sanctuary and a bird habitat, including the endangered
Snowy Plover. State parks and beaches should be off limits to any
utility infrastructure and possible development.

Living along the Central Coast is, I consider, a privilege, and one
I do not take for granted. But there are trade-offs; one of which

is the conservation of our precious resource, water! More creative

solutions need to be explored and instituted in the area of conser-~
vation and the recycling of existing water. These should be at the
top of Cambria*s priorities!

I am enclosing along with this request. a copy of the CCSD's letter/
report dated 9-10-2007 to its ratepayers proposing a rate increase
under the title, Long-Term Financial Management Plan". Included in
this proposal under Exhibit "A", CCSD PROPOSED WATER CAPITAL IMPROVE=-
MENT PROGRAM are:(2) entries for Desal Project (see high-~lighted),
amounting to $1,692,400.00. I'm curious as to why the ratepayers
were being asked to pay for these entries, when no approval for a de-
sal plant, or even testing procedures were approved. (This proposal
was rejected by a Majority Protest under "Proposition 218").

I fear if approval is granted to the CCSD for a re-hearing and to
ultimately approve testing for a desal plant on a state park beach,

a harmful precedent will have been set. I urge the commissioners to
take careful, considerate and responsible deliberation over this most
sensitive and important decision.

Respectfully,

@/ﬂ/ﬁ /J /(///WW

Tina S. Dickason

encl. Cambria Comm. Services District®s notice/report 9-10-2007




/\;;éjé'c.%c’/’{ Under TrOfITIIT T T
Vote  1l]alam? |

CAMBRIA COMMUNITY SERVICES DISTRICT
P.O. Box 65 » Cambria, CA 93428 - Telephone: (805) 927-6223 - Fax: (805) 927-5584

September 10, 2007

Dear Cambria Property Owner and Tenant Customer:

The Cambria Community Services District’'s (CCSD) Water and Wastewater treatment plants,
transmission lines, collection systems, storage tanks, and other facilities are owned and operated by -
you and all the rate payers who live in Cambria. The CCSD Board of Directors is elected by the
ratepayers to oversee the operations and maintenance of the utility systems and plan for future needs
like the on-going search for an alternative water supply. To this end the Board embarked on a:Long-
Term Financial Management Plan and as a result is now proposing a significant rate increase for

Cambria residents.

You will learn as you read this entire letter and attached notice that you will have the opportunity to
express your feelings about the rate increase. To assist you in making that judgment we have
attached information, which fully explains each aspect of the proposed changes and provides
examples of how the changes will affect you personally. We hope you will take the time to carefully
review this printed material and then attend a public information meetlng to get your questions-
answered before you make your personal decnsuon

First here are the reasons WHY we have dec:ded to request a rate increase for everyone at this time:

e Best business practices for public utilities require that it maintain a balance between rate
income and expenditures. For a variety of reasons the CCSD has not been in compliance with

this practice for some time.

e Without a reasonable balance between revenue and expenditures the CCSD will have difficulty
obtaining funding from the bond market for its capital improvements (such as new water
supply), as one of the requirements for approval is an unequivocal balance between revenue

and expenditures.

e A major reason for the imbalance is that the CCSD has chosen not to increase rates to
adequately cover costs for a number of years and has relied rather on using General Fund

reserves to make up the shortfalls.

e During the Long-Term Financial Management Plan study the need became abundantly clear
that the CCSD must do something it has never done and that is to maintain at least a 60-day
working capital account (equaling 60 days of operating expenses), which is a requirement of
existing bond covenants.

e Additional revenue through a rate increase will enable a more systematic approach to planning
- for important Capital Improvement Projects from resoiving water storage deficiencies for
firefighting to bringing in an alternative water source.



« Periodic maintenance of the existing facilities in advance of costly breaks in pipelines for
example require a depreciation fund set aside for those contingencies rather than hoping cash
will be available when the need arises as we do now.

What Changes Ratepayers Can Expect
A bi-monthly bill that clearly specifies your costs based on the following:
¢ Your designation as one of three classes of customers/ratepayeré.

e The size of your water meter and your consumption. These changes should eliminate any
need for future water conservation surcharge actions.

e Anamount based on your customer classification, and proportioned per EDU allocation for
commercial and lodging customers, to partly fund the Buildout Reduction Program (BRP). This
Program is designed to manage growth to ensure an adequate water supply for the Board-
approved cap of 4,650 residential connections through the retirement and conservation of
vacant lots. We are proposing only a partial fee (50%) for the BRP through June 30, 2008,
which is sufficient to fund the Program’s planned activities during that time period. Effective
July 1, 2009, the full fee recommended by the Citizens Finance Committee for the BRP will be

implemented.

| e An increased level of confidence that there is a balanced budget for all utility functions with
~ specified funding for an approved list of capital improvement projects and a depreciation fund- -
-~ for continued systematic replacement and maintenance of the utility infrastructure. R

We encourage your active involvement in the important decisions to be made by the CCSD Board of
Directors concerning the proposed rate increases at the scheduled public hearing on Thursday,
October 25, 2007, at 12:30 p.m. Additionally, the proposed rates will be discussed as a regular
business item at the next CCSD Board Meeting on Thursday, September 27, 2007, at 12:30 p.m.
Both meetings will be held at the Veterans Memorial Building, 1000 Main Street, in Cambria.

Sincerely, ‘
g 3 (o

Tammy A. Rudock
General Manager




September 10, 2007

Dear Property Owner and Tenant Customer:

As part of its Long-Term Financial Management Plan that provides for adoption of best managemeht
practices within the industry and establishes sustainability within each utility as a self-supporting
enterprise fund, the Cambria Community Services District (CCSD) is proposing increases in the water

and sewer rates.

Along with the established residential and commercial classifications, a third customer class is being
proposed for lodging establishments, including hotels, motels, lodges, vacation rentals, and B&Bs
- (Bed and Breakfasts) to address the unique service characteristics.

Water rate increases will include a fee for the CCSD Buildout Reduction Program. Development of
these fees is outlined and discussed in the report developed by the Citizens Finance Commlttee for

the Buildout Reduction Program.

- This notice explains the proposed rate increases as required by Proposition 218. The proposed rate
increases are recommended for adoption by the CCSD Board of Directors at a public hearing -
described in this notice. Property owners and tenant customers are encouraged to-attend. -

NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARING

Ata publlc hearing the CCSD will consider proposed increases in the water and sewer rates The
proposed changes are listed in this notice. The public hearing will be held:

Date: Thursday, October 25, 2007
Time: 12:30 p.m.
Place: Veterans Memorial Building, 1000 Main Street, Cambria 93428

This notice is being sent to all property owners and customers who are tenants of leased properties
that are directly responsible for payment of water and sewer services within the CCSD. If adopted,
the proposed rate increases will become effective beginning January 1, 2008, and will be reflected in
the customer’s bill mailed on March 10, 2008.

Subsequently, water and sewer rate ’increases are proposed to take effect at the beginning of each
fiscal year as follows: July 1, 2008; July 1, 2009; July 1, 2010; and July 1, 2011.

One-half of the recommended fees for the Buildout Reduction Program will be included in the water
rate increases effective January 1, 2008. The remaining half will be incorporated with the water rate
increases effective July 1, 2009.

WHY CHANGE WATER AND SEWER RATES?
The CCSD is required to provide water and sewer services pnmarrly through user rates. Each utility
has its own enterprise fund, one for water and the other for sewer operations. These utilities are
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expected to be self-sufficient pursuant to professional best management practices within the water
and sewer utility industry. Each operation should generate enough revenues to cover its expenses.

An interim rate adjustment was implemented by the CCSD in 2006 to cover inflationary costs. Also,
CPI (Consumer Price Index) adjustments were made to the rates in 2002 and 2003. Otherwise, the
CCSD has not implemented a rate increase since 1992. While managed for cost containment,
service expenses increased throughout the past 15 years, while revenues remained the same. The
CCSD customer base became fixed when the moratorium was imposed in 2001 as a result of
insufficient water supply. Revenues from connection fee resources became relatively nonexistent.

Therefore, the water and sewer enterprise utilities have generated negative cash flow for the last
several years. Revenues have not kept up with the operating costs of providing water and sewer
services. Operating budgets have been balanced with “borrowed” reserves from the General Fund.

Finally, the CCSD has curtailed routine infrastructure maintenance and improvement projects.
Further delays may result in system farlures operational deficiencies, and regulatory compliance

concerns.

Priority capital improvement projects have been funded with cash for the past few years, and |
availability of utilities cash reserve funds has been depleted. The proposed water and sewer rates
provide for bond financing using respective utility revenues for identified priority projects as follows:

» CCSD Water Capital Improvement Program attached as Exhibit “A”; and .
= CCSD Wastewater Capital Improvement Program attached as Exhibit “B”.

- Therefore, the proposed water and sewer rate increases are necessary.to:....

1. Provide sufficient funds for ongoing operations and maintenance.

2. . Support rehabilitation and repair of water and sewer infrastructure and facilities, which
~ provide service, and to comply with governmental regulations. F

3. Maintain working capital reserves to reduce risk and prudently manage the CCSD’s

utility -system resources, and to comply with revenue bond requrrements

WHY DEVELOP A CLASS FOR LODGING ESTABLISHMENTS?
In developing an equitable rate structure, revenue requirements are allocated to various customer

classifications according to the cost of service rendered. Allocation to customer classes within the_ ..

CCSD is based upon annual volume of water consumed, capacity related to peak flow periods
(including fire protection requirements), strengths of wastewater, and the number of customers.
Customers are classified to reflect groups of customers with similar system demand requurements
‘who can be served at a similar cost.

Each customer class is allocated its share of base, maximum day and peak hour costs. The number
of units of service required by each customer class provrdes a means for the proportronate
distribution of costs e Lo e '
Lodging establrshments were extracted from the commercral class because of the large volume of
water consumed and the system demand requirements to serve these business enterprises. The
. proposed rate structure for lodging establishments recognizes the hrgher service demands and
provides for rate tiers to accommodate the increased usage. C e e



PROPOSED WATER AND SEWER RATE INCREASES

The proposed water rate structure takes into consideration the service demands of each customer
class and reflects inclining tiers for each unit (ccf) of water consumed, for continued and enhanced ‘

water conservatlon One unrt of water equals 748 gallons.

Please see the attached rate schedules

« CCSD Proposed Water Rates — Exhibit “C”; and
= CCSD Proposed Wastewater Rates ~ Exhibit “D”.

WHERE DOES YOUR DOLLAR'GO? }
For both water and sewer, during the first year of rate increases, the revenues generated will go to:

Working Capital
19%

Routine Capital

% ) Operations &

Maintenance
60%

14%

" Inflationary increase alone is $26.28/bill

WHY IS THE BRP FEE ADDED TO PROPOSED WATER RATES?

The fee for the Buildout Reduction Program is proposed to be included into the water rate increases.
Implementation of the Buildout Reduction Program is underway and funds are necessary for
maintenance of the retired lots and acquisition of vacant lots to meet the program'’s objectives.

The Buildout Reduction Program is a water conservation program, which reduces the future demand
for water within the Cambria community. Its implementation allows for accurate planning as to the
size of storage tanks, transmission lines, and supplemental water projects. Recently, the CCSD
contracted with the Land Conservancy of San Luis Obispo County to assist with this process.

The report of the Citizens Finance Committee for the Buildout Reduction Program is available at the
CCSD website: www.cambriacsd.org, or at the Administrative Offices for the CCSD located at 1316
Tamson Drive, Suite 201, in Cambria, California. It proposes BRP fees as follows:

* Residential: $8.81 monthly, or $17.62 bi-monthly
. Commercral $39 40 monthly, or $78.80 bi-monthly (varies dependlng upon use)

PROPOSED BRP FEES

The following BRP fees will be added to the water rate increases:
* Residential: $8.81 bi-monthly, effective 1/1/08
$17.62 bi-monthly, effective 7/1/09
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» Commercial and Lodging, based upon EDU allocation as follows: -

BRP FEE TIER EDU ALLOCATION BI-MONTHLY BRP FEE, | BI-MONTHLY BRP FEE,
EFFECTIVE 1/1/08 EFFECTIVE 7/1/09

1 0.33-3.99 $9.85 $19.70

2 4.00 ~9.99 $19.71 $39.40

3 10.00 —- 14.99 $39.40 $78.80

4 15.00 - 19.99 $59.10 $118.20

5 20.00 and above $78.80 $157.60

SAMPLE RESIDENTIAL UTILITY SERVICE BILL (CONSUMPTION: 12 UNITS)
Current Charges: Proposed Charges: (Effective 1/1/08)

Water $ 54.76 Water $ 92.99 (including BRP)
Sewer $ 75.14 Sewer $ 99.95
TOTAL $129.90 TOTAL $192.94

OPPORTUNITY FOR COMMUNITY INPUT
. The CCSD consulted and contracted with the professional engineering firm of Black & Veatch, which
conducted a thorough cost of service analysis of the water and sewer utilities. The development of a

Last month, on August 23, 2007, Black & Veatch presented the Draft Long-Term Financial

Management Plan for the Water and Wastewater Utilities to the Board of Directors at its regular
‘meeting. The draft report is available for review at the CCSD website: www.cambriacsd.org, or at the -
Administrative Offices for the CCSD located at 1316 Tamson Drive, Suite 201, in Cambria, California.

Property owners and tenant customers may express their support or opposition to the proposed water
and sewer rate changes and/or added customer class for lodging establishments during the public

hearing on Thursday, October 25, 2007, at 12:30 p.m. Alternatively, a written statement of support or
protest may be filed by the both the property owner and tenant customer with the CCSD District Clerk
at or before the time set for the public hearing. A written statement of support or protest must include:

The portion of the rate changes that are being supported or protested
Name of property owner or tenant customer;

Service address; and
Original signature of property owner or tenant customer; no copies will be accepted.

Support or protest statements can be mailed or personally delivered to the CCSD District Clerk on or.
before the close of the public hearing on Thursday, October 25, 2007, at 12:30 p.m., as follows:

By Mail: Cambria CSD In Person: Cambria CSD ,
' Post Office Box 65 1316 Tamson Drive, Suite 201
Cambria, CA 93428 Cambria, CA 93428 ‘
QUESTIONS? o

. For more information regarding this notice of the proposed water and sewer mcreases or for personal--
consultation regarding the impact of these proposed water and sewer rates on your bi-monthly CCSD
utility bill, please contact the CCSD at (805) 927-6223.
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EXHIBIT "C" - CCSD PROPOSED WATER RATES

L FY 2007/2008 e
Meter Service _ Lodging
Size Charge Usage  _ Resid ial Usage Commercial Usage (Mo!els/B&Bs)
inches © S/bi-momthly . cof - Sfkcf ccf S/ccf . eef ) S/ccf
5/8"x 34" 2845 .06 7 0.00 0-6 2407 206 228
LS 3729 710 7585 715 480 LTS 536
112" 6279  11-18 12.17 16-40 9.60 16-40 9.92
2 8828 ' 1925 21.59 41-80 14.40 41-85 15.96
3" 200.46 >25 31.40 81-125 24.00 86-150 20.52
4" 32793 125-175 28.80 151-350 34.20
6" 646.62 >175 36.00 >350 45.60
8" 965.30 :
FY 2008/2009
Meter Service : Lodging
Size Charge Usage Residential Usage C ial Usage {Motels/B&Bs)
inches $/bi-monthly ccf $/cef cef $icef cef Siccf -
5/8" x 314" 30.72 0-6 0.00 0-6 2.59 0-6 246
1" 40.28 7-10 848 7-15 5.18 7-15 5.79
| @ VA 67.81 11-18 13.14 16-40 10.37 16-40 10.71
2" 95.34 19-25 23.31 41-80 15.55 41-85 17.24
3" 216.50 >25 3391 81-125 2592 86-150 22.16
4" 354.17 125-175 3110 151-350 36.94
6" 698.35 >175 38.88 >350 49.25
8" 1,042.53
“FY 2009/2010
Meter Service ‘ Lodging
Size Charge Usage Residential Usage Commercial Usage {Motels/B&Bs)
inches $/bi-monthly cef $/ccf ccf S/cef ccf $/ccf
5/8" x 314" 33.18 0-6 0.00 0-6 2.80 0-6 2.66
1" 43.50 7-10 9.16 7-15 . 5.59 7-15 6.25
112" - 7323 11-18 1419 16-40° 11.20: 1640 11.57
2" 102.97 19-25 25.17 41-80 16.79 41-85 18.62
3" 233.82 >25 36.62 81-125 27.99 86-150 23.93
4" 382.50 125-175 33.59 151-350 39.90
6" 754.22 >175 41.9 >350 53.19
8" 1,125.93
FY 201072011
Meter Service - Lodging
Size Charge Usage Residential Usage Commercial Usage (Motels/B&Bs)
inches $/bi-monthly - cef $/ccf cef $/ccf ccf $lecf
5/8" x 3/4" 3583 0-6 0.00 0-6 3.02 0-6 2.87
1" 46.98 7-10 9.89 7-15. 6.04 7-15 6.75
12" 79.09 11-18 15.33 1640 12.10 1640 12.50
2" 111.21 19-25 27.18 41-80 18.13 41-85 20.11
3" 252,53 >25 39.55 81-125 30.23 86-150 25.84
4" 413.10 125-175: 36.28 151-350 43.09
6" 814.56 >175 45.35 >350 57.45
8" 1,216.00 :
FY 2011/2012
Meter Service Lodging
Size Charge Usage Residential Usage Cc ial Usage {Motels/B&Bs)
inches $/bi-monthly cef $/ccf cef $lccf ccf Sicef
5/8" x 3/4" 38.70 0-6 0.00 0-6 3.26- 0-6 310
1" -50.74 7-10- 10.68 7-15 6.52 7-15 729
112" 8542 11-18* 16.56 16-40 13.07 16-40 13.50
2" 120.11 19-25 29.35 41-80 19.58 .. 41-85 2172
3" 27273 >25 42.71 81-125 32.65° 86-150 27.91
4" 446.15 125-175 39.18 151-350 - 46.54
6" 879.72 >175 48.98 >350 62.05
8" 1,313.28




£T'el 088 61’6 0T'9 pLs §S'E

69'L1 L1y 6991 01°t1
RERTAS RESTAS REVAS RERTAS RESTH RER RERTY RECEY RERTAS REC/EN
0502 0502 ve'el re6l 00°ee 00°¢e 00'ss - 00°SS 00'89 00'89
ow-ig/g ow-1q/§ ow-19/§ ow-1q/§ ow-1q/§ ow-19/§ ow-19/§ ow-19/§ ow-iq/g ow-1q/¢
[EPIUNUCY) [eNUSPISaY [BI0JOWli0)  [BHUapIS3y  [U0IAWW0)  [BNUAPISAY  [eRIaWW))  [BHUAPISIY  [eIolAWWI0))  [BHU3pISSY
Sa)EYy 221AIAG JO 150 sajey 201AI98 JO 150D sajey uj paseyq sajey uj paseyq sajey uj paseyq
C10T/110T Ad 1107/010T Ad 0107/600T Ad 6007/800Z Ad . 8007/L00T A4

S31VY ¥3LVMILSVM 03S0d0¥d G$I9 - .., LISIHX3

af1ey) 201A13S ANpowIwio))

(snufy £-0) 2810y 314325 A|YIUO-16]




Page 1 of 1

Tom Luster

From: Cynthia Hawley [cynthiahawley@att.net]

Sent:  Tuesday, December 11, 2007 11:29 AM

To: Tom Luster; Peter Douglas

Cc: Alison Dettmer

Subject: Brown Act violation - Cambria CSD - no public meeting for decision to pursue reconsideration

Dear Peter and Tom,

I've attached a Brown Act “demand letter” to the Cambria Community Services District from LandWatch San
Luis Obispo County.

No public meeting was held by the CCSD between September 6" — when the Coastal Commission denied the

San Simeon Beach test well project — and September 19t when the District sent its request for
reconsideration. Our letter points out that the decision to pursue a reconsideration must have, then, been
made in private, in violation of the Brown Act.

Cynthia Hawley

12/12/2007




San Luis Obispo County

Posv Orrice Box 174 ¢ Camsnria, CaLrrornia 93428

December 11, 2007

Ilan Funke-Bilu, President

Cambria Community Services District
1316 Tamson Drive

P.O. Box 65

Cambria, CA 93428

RE: Brown Act violation by the Cambria Community Services District
Dear President Funke-Bilu:

This letter is to notify you of a violation by the Cambria Community Services District (District)
Board of Directors of the Ralph M. Brown Act which requires, among other things, that actions
taken by the Cambria Community Services District must occur at open and public meetings.

On September 6, 2007 the California Coastal Commission denied a permit to allow the Cambria
CSD to do geotechnical and hydrogeologic testing including installation of test wells at San
Simeon State Beach (project) in preparation for the District’s proposed desalination facility. On
September 19, 2007 the District submitted a formal request to the Coastal Commission for
reconsideration of the Coastal Commission’s denial pursuant to Public Resources Code sections
30626 and 30627.

Your Board of Director’s decision to continue to pursue a permit for this project and to authorize
a request for reconsideration by the Coastal Commission of its denial did not occur at an open
public meeting and must, therefore, have occurred privately and in violation of the Brown Act.

Section 54952.6 of the Brown Act defines “action taken” expansively, that is, as “a collective
decision made by a majority of the members of a legislative body, a collective commitment or
promise by a majority of the members of a legislative body to make a positive or negative
decision, or an actual vote by a majority of the members of a legislative body when sitting as a
body or entity, upon a motion, proposal, resolution, order or ordinance.”

Pursuant to the requirementé of the Ralph M. Brown Act, LandWatch San Luis Obispo County
demands that the Cambria Community Services District Board of Directors cure and correct the
illegally taken action by: .

1. Formal and explicit withdrawal of the action taken by your board that authorized District
Manager Tammy Rudock to make the September 19, 2007 “Request for reconsideration
pursuant to Public Resources Code §§ 30626 and 30626 and Article 18 of the Public
Resources Code”.



. Disclosure at a subsequent meeting of the individual Board member’s considerations

relating to the District Board’s decision to request the reconsideration by the Coastal
Commission.

. Disclosure at a subsequent meeting of the individual Board member’s considerations

relating to how the District intended to fund the proposed test project if it were to be
permitted by the Coastal Commission as a result of a reconsideration.

. Full opportunity for informed comment by members of the public at the same meeting,

notice of which is properly included on the posted agenda.

. Full opportunity for informed comment by members of the public by making copies of all

documents in the possession of the Cambria Community Services District related to the
costs of the proposed project and the District’s method of funding the project available to
members of the public prior to the meeting at the Cambria Public Library, on request at
the District office, and at the meeting as demanded above.

 As provided by Brown Act § 54960.1 you have 30 days from the receipt of this demand to either
cure or correct the challenged action or inform LandWatch San Luis Obispo County of your
decision not to do so.

Respectfully,

Cynthia Hawley
LandWatch San Luis Obispo County

CC:

Art Montandon

Peter Douglas

Tom Luster :

Joseph T. Francke, Legal Counsel, California First Amendment Coalition



