
From: Cheryl McDowell
To: Haley Dodson
Cc: Tim Carmel; Donn Howell
Subject: Public Comment please read
Date: Thursday, April 14, 2022 7:49:16 AM

Hello   Board

I  had  a dialog   with  GM Weigold  on  Next Door  regarding  opening  up  the  District office  to  receive  protest 
forms  and 

do  daily  business.  (The  post  as  been  removed  by GM  Weigold)   Numerous  folks  have  complained  not 
receiving  their  protest  info

or  forms  which  present  a  problem  -  they  have  been  denied  45 days to protest  as per  Prop 218 rules.

The  doors  to the public  must  be open …I  contacted  the  following  service  districts   Mission Hills in Lompoc,
open  8-4:40  M-F,  Templeton Community Service District

M-F   8to 5,   Nipomo  Community  8-4   M-F.    they  are  open… I’m  sure  others  are  as  well..

thank  you

Cheryl McDowell
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From: Crosby Swartz
To: BoardComment; John F. Weigold IV; Ray Dienzo
Subject: Public Comment on 4-14-22 Agenda Item 7.B Todd Groundwater
Date: Thursday, April 14, 2022 12:52:21 PM

We have reviewed the agenda package for Agenda Item 7.B Todd Groundwater contract, and
we have the following comments.

In the discussion for the AMP Annual Report and Groundwater Modeling contract
(agenda p.70), there is a statement that "Staff believes additional modeling and
justification of lagoon monitoring triggers, such as groundwater levels at the percolation
pond and lagoon monitoring wells, is necessary to defend assumptions within the AMP
which will likely be challenged by resource agencies.
What specific additional modeling scenarios is Todd Groundwater being asked to
provide?
What specific assumptions within the AMP are resource agencies likely to challenge? 
Have the resource agencies specified what additional groundwater modeling scenarios
they are requesting?
The Todd Groundwater memorandum Task 2 description (agenda p.82) states "This task
allows for up to six simulations testing new combinations of WRF operation, stream
flow conditions and irrigation pumping conditions" and "Details of the additional
scenarios are to be determined".
How will the details of the additional scenarios be determined and who will make that
determination?
The Todd Groundwater memorandum Task 4 description (agenda p.83) concerns a
monitoring program during periods of WRF operation but fails to include monitoring
salt water concentration at wells 9P4 and 9P7.  Salt water intrusion into the aquifer is
the main limitation on the amount of fresh water that can be extracted from the CCSD
wells.
We recommend that the Todd Groundwater contract be revised to clarify these
questions. 

mailto:crosbyswartz99@gmail.com
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From: donaldarcher
To: BoardComment
Subject: PUBLIC COMMENT 1: PUBLIC ACCESS TO CCSD OFFICE & STAFF
Date: Thursday, April 14, 2022 11:44:46 AM

CCSD BOARD OF DIRECTORS:

I have tried many times to call the CCSD offices during posted office hours and only am able to
get an automated answer informing me to leave a message with the answering service.  The
office itself is locked from public access.  This is unacceptable!  

This policy discourages public interaction with the CCSD and places a burden on the public to
persist in getting through to staff.  This is also unacceptable.  CCSD is a public agency and
should not be cloistered and unapproachable.

I understand that the pandemic originally made such a policy necessary.  I can understand
mask requirements and perhaps limited hours to public access as well as social distancing and
monitoring the number of people entering for interaction.  However, some access should be
permitted and one should be able to talk to staff rather than an answering service during
office hours.

I wish to drop off my Prop. 218 Written Protest Form directly to staff and have it dated and
stamped 'received' as well as receive a dated copy for my records.   I've done this in the past
and should be able to do so now.   Frankly, unfortunately, I don't trust the CCSD enough to
mail the form in or leave it in a dropbox slot outside the office.

Please arrange to have posted hours so that Prop. 218 forms can be personally delivered
directly to staff.

Thank you,
Donald Archer

Please enter this comment into the public record.



From: donaldarcher
To: BoardComment
Subject: PUBLIC COMMENT 2: CCSD ACCOUNTABILITY FOR RATE INCREASES
Date: Thursday, April 14, 2022 12:11:16 PM

CCSD BOARD OF DIRECTORS: 
 
The public is entitled to know how revenue from rate increases beginning in 2014 has actually
been spent toward addressing the issues that prompted the rate increase proposals.  Simply
showing how the money was to be allocated is not enough.   
 
What dollar amounts have been actually used for the proposed projects since 2014?  I would
like to see clear, concise figures spent on each specific project the rate increases were
supposed to remedy.   
 
Have the past increases done what they were proposed to do or have they been diverted to
other purposes?   
 
The CCSD needs to provide the public with specific information on its actual spending to
address the issues that were supposed to be addressed with each rate increase since 2014. 
 
The district cannot keep asking for rising rates without providing a clear accounting for how
the money from previous rate increases has actually been spent. 
 
Also, the ‘proposed inflationary rate adjustments’ are ill-defined.  Inflation numbers do not
necessarily reflect the actual cost the district will be paying for providing services.  It may
simply be another way for the district to increase revenue without justification. 
 
Thank you, 
Donald Archer 
 
Please enter this comment into the public record. 



From: Elizabeth Bettenhausen
To: Donn Howell; kadean@pacbell.net; Harry Farmer; Cindy Steidel; Tom Gray
Cc: John F. Weigold IV; Ray Dienzo; Kathe Tanner; Tom Luster; Esme Wahl; Doug Barker; Dan Falat; BoardComment; Donn Howell; Karen Dean; Harry Farmer; Cindy Steidel;

Tom Gray
Subject: Item 7.B. CCSD Board of Directors Agenda, 14 April 2022
Date: Thursday, April 14, 2022 10:33:52 AM

CCSD Board of Directors:

The more I study this item, the more concerned I am. 
 
1. In the staff discussion, no specification is given of what remains to be done according to ESA Section 7 that
was not covered by the AMP work completed by Ms. Cleveland over four years. This paragraph is quite
stunning in its generality:

This will include discussions and coordination with several State and Federal agencies, including the U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, the Regional Water Quality Control Board, and the California Department of Fish and Wildlife.
Due to the amount of time elapsed between the date of previous studies and today, additional scope has
been added to update the wetland delineation of waters of the United States and California (Task 1 of the
attached proposal). [p. 69 of Agenda,
https://www.cambriacsd.org/files/548d6b33d/2022+04+14+Regular+Meeting+Agenda+Packet+Posted.pdf]

1.1. Why is it necessary now to discuss and coordinate with federal agencies, specifically U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service, the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, and the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers?

1.2. Has all necessary discussion and coordination been completed with Hearst San Simeon State Park?

1.3 Has all necessary discussion and coordination been completed with California Coastal Commission?

1.4 What is "the attached proposal," that is not actually attached?

2. This statement concludes the staff discussion about hiring Mr. Merk:
Given the amount of work involved and Mr. Merk’s experience with Cambria and the regulatory agencies
involved with the WRF permit, staff believes his cost proposal is reasonable (p. 69).

2.1. What is Mr. Merk's experience with Cambria?

2.2. What work is involved with the regulatory agencies specifically and explicitly? This leads to my next point,
because no staff analysis is given to the Board about Mr. Merk's letter of 30 March 2022. Does the staff
believe everything that Mr. Merk describes is required for the CDP application?

3.  I have received no reply to my email to you about the meaning of the word "construction" in Mr. Merk's
letter of 30 March 2022 to Mr. Dienzo. 

3.1. How does construction relate to the general statements about the need made in the staff discussion?

4. "AMP Annual Report and Groundwater Modeling"
The memorandum on 30 March 2022 to Ray Dienzo and Melissa Bland, Cambria Community Services
District, from Gus Yates, Senior Hydrologist, re: Groundwater Analysis and WRF Permitting Support in 2022,
is much more specific about the scope of work to be done.

4.1. "Task 4. Develop Monitoring Program for Periods of WRF Operation" describes work needed for the past
8 years to determine (in cooperation with biological analyses) environmental effects of operating the
EWS/SWF/WRF. 

4.2. What is the timeline for Task 4?

4.3. Do the CCSD General Manager and the District Engineer agree with Mr. Yates' description of the whole
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scope of work needed?
4.4. At the end of the Staff Report, it states, "2. Approve an Amendment to Consultant Services Agreement
with Todd Groundwater," but no wording is given for the Amendment here or in the Resolution. Hiring a
consultant with vague requirements in the Agreement has happened frequently in CCSD, and I hope you do
not continue it!

I request that you Table this item until the description of the purpose of hiring consultants, needed specific
services, and Agreements and Amendments are explicitly, clearly, and adequately stated. The proposed
Recommendation on pp. 85f. does not address these matters at all.

Thank you for your immediate attention to this in your meeting this afternoon. Please enter this letter into the
public record of this meeting, whether or not I read it aloud in public comment.

Elizabeth Bettenhausen, Ph.D.
full-time Cambria resident since March 2002



From: Elizabeth Bettenhausen
To:
Cc: John F. Weigold IV; Ray Dienzo; Kathe Tanner; BoardComment; Donn Howell; Karen Dean; Harry Farmer; Cindy Steidel; Tom Gray; Esme Wahl; Tom Luster
Subject: Agenda 14 April 2022, Item 7.A.
Date: Thursday, April 14, 2022 12:34:38 PM

CCSD Board of Directors:
For your meeting on 17 March 2022, the Utilities Report in the Agenda stated:

Work on the Water Use Efficiency Plan update continued this month, with a focus on data
analytics to better understand water use by customer category and occupancy rates in Cambria.
Staff is completing a thorough analysis of utility billing data, County assessor information, and
2020 Census results to most accurately report on population statistics for the service area [p. 25].
https://www.cambriacsd.org/files/3f251bb34/2022+03+17+Amended+Final+Regular+Meeting+Agenda.pdf

Any action on Item 7.A. today would be quite premature, without this update. Any approval by the staff of applications for
guesthouse development would be premature too.

The CCSD has not provided data on how much water is actually conserved by the Retrofit program. The monthly reports do
not give this information but rather simply state numbers of retrofit verifications and water use efficiency walk-throughs. See p. 
26 of the 17 March 2022 agenda.

Thus, the claims about water use efficiency still await documentation. 

The Coastal Commission made very clear in their action on 8 May 2019 that they do not evaluate the actual water used
metered by a particular residential meter that is already operating:

In other words, other than when new water connections are proposed, the Commission has not inserted itself into
questions regarding how much water a particular residence may use, including in terms of the number of bedrooms,
bathrooms, or even number of residents that may live in any particular house. In addition, for residential expansions, such
as this one, the County requires that the house be completely retrofitted to reduce water usage, and these types of
requirements have also been a part of the Commission’s past positions on these types of projects.
[p. 2 of https://documents.coastal.ca.gov/reports/2019/5/W22a/W22a-5-2019-report.pdf].

The District has authority to document actual water use in Cambria and by residence for billing. I know of no law that precludes
the District from making this documenting public regarding usage by particular residences and commercial users. The District's
legal Counsel can assist the Board in understanding this situation. Making this available to the public would be of great help.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. Please enter this letter into the public record of this meeting.

Elizabeth Bettenhausen, Ph.D.
full time resident of Cambria since March 2002
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From: Scott Anderson
To: BoardComment
Subject: April 14, 2022 Public Comments
Date: Thursday, April 14, 2022 12:54:36 PM

Members of the Board and Senior Staff,

To put it bluntly, it’s difficult to view in a positive light the latest  Bartle and James
recommendation for water and sewer rate increases.

The reason is simple to understand . In 2014 the same “negative option” vote was used to
subsidize the Water Reclamation Facility. Eight years and approximately $15 million later it
remains un-permitted and non-operational. CCSD management failed to track the costs, and
are unable to provide the total cost, which drove two Board members to engage in forensic
accounting to determine the cost to ratepayers. My conclusion is that CCSD leadership and
staff do not possess the skills to manage expensive, long-term capital projects.

The lack of confidence in CCSD’s management competence is reenforced by a review of the
2018 negative option vote resulting in the most recent 3-year rate increase. At that time they
stated:

"The proposed water, Sustainable Water Facility (SWF), and sewer rate increases are phased
in over the next three years to provide revenue necessary to fund the normal annual costs of
water and sewer operations, as well as to provide funding needed for capital improvements to
repair and replace aging facilities and comply with regulatory requirements."

I’m unaware of any specific accounting of how these additional funds were spent on  sewer
infrastructure. We are being asked to trust an organization which in both of the above cases
failed to achieve their long-term objective, and for which no specific costs can be attributed.

We, the ratepayers of Cambria, have paid for these capital projects, and have essentially been
blocked from seeing specifically how and where the money was spent.

The  CCSD governing body seems oblivious and unable or unwilling to publicly address this
appalling lack of accountability. Until they do, I cannot support the proposed rate increases
and urge other to vote NO.

We deserve better.

Scott Anderson

Cambria

mailto:scott@scottaaa.com
mailto:boardcomment@cambriacsd.org


From: Tina Dickason
To:   
Cc: Haley Dodson
Subject: Agenda Item 7A, April 14, 2022
Date: Thursday, April 14, 2022 1:00:33 PM
Attachments: CCC Feb. 11 ADUs-Guesthouses, etc..pdf

Good afternoon, CCSD Board.

Regarding agenda item 7A, in today's Staff packet, I am attaching a PDF to the
California Coastal Commission's agenda item of February 11, 2022,  F16d, San
Luis Obispo County LCP Amendment Number LCP-3-SLO-20-0059-2
(ADUs).

Please note, on p. 2 of the staff report and Summary of Recommendation, the
following:

"Second, as proposed, the amendment does not differentiate between areas with
significant service constraints and those where infill development can likely be
accommodated without significant coastal resource impacts.  In particular, the lack
of a sustainable water supply in Cambria and Los Osos is well known to the
Commission and the County.  There, even existing water extractions to serve
existing development have led to coastal resource degradation (e.g., groundwater
overdraft, seawater intrusion, fishery impacts, ESHA degradation, etc.), and both
communities continue to be designated a Level of Severity III (LOS) under the LCP
in terms of water supply.  Due to these problems, the LCP currently does not
generally allow for new residential units within these communities because there is
a lack of sustainable water to serve them, and the provision of additional water
would lead to significant coastal resource impacts.  This would be just as true for
ADUs in these communities.  As such, suggested modifications are included to
not allow for ADUs in Los Osos and Cambria for the time being." (bold
enhanced)

Regards,
Tina dickason

mailto:tenacioustina2000@gmail.com











































































































































































From: Christine Heinrichs
To: BoardComment
Subject: April 14 2022 meeting comments
Date: Thursday, April 14, 2022 4:17:08 PM

Please include in Written Comments:

Item 4 Public Comment: Another significant meeting starts at 5 pm, about the 
proposed floating wind farm off Cambria. Find information and sign up here, 
https://www.boem.gov/newsroom/press-releases/boem-seeks-public-comment-draft-
environmental-analysis-central-california. Another meeting will be held Tuesday morning at 
9. Wind can provide electrical power to transition from fossil fuels. An LA Times columnist 
this week wrote that The only thing we should be talking about is the climate crisis, 
https://www.latimes.com/entertainment-arts/story/2022-04-07/climate-change-2022-adam-
mckay-elizabeth-warren. Four of the energy experts who wrote the Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change report said, “There is no time to waste,” that “we should focus on 
credible commitments to public policy, private investment and innovation.” “let’s 
focus on what matters: deploying clean technologies we know we need, implementing 
a coherent climate policy, laying the groundwork for future progress and creating a 
just transition that shares the benefits of a sustainable energy system,” they said. 
The area off Cambria poses special problems, however. These enormous floating turbines 
would be anchored more than half a mile deep. The onshore footprint of the facilities required 
to assemble and maintain them will be substantial. Now is the time to learn about what is 
proposed and have your say. I encourage board members to make the effort to conclude 
today’s meeting before 5 to allow them to attend this meeting. Cambria can be a model 
community to which others can look for leadership in the energy transition.  Thank you. 

Item 6A: I recognize the need to spend money on Cambria’s aging water and wastewater 
plants and pipes. The main water pipe burst a few months ago, costing the district somewhere 
around $400,000 for a temporary fix, to be followed by several million dollars in permanent 
pipe replacements. This exemplifies my concern that the board spends money on other things, 
mainly the non-functioning EWS/SWF/WRF,  while neglecting the equipment on which 
Cambrians actually rely, such as drinking water and sewage treatment, which then end up 
costing way more than they should have. Poor planning, poor decision making, resulting in 
wasteful spending. I will oppose any increase in finances from Cambrians until the board 
demonstrates better financial management.

Item 7A: 
While the Coastal Commission found the Banbury project created no substantial issue, the 
commission also specifically prohibited Accessory Dwelling Units in Cambria, due to lack of 
adequate water even for current users. The difference between a guesthouse and an ADU is 
difficult for me to discern. A guesthouse with a microwave and a coffee maker looks like an 
ADU. It could easily be an AirBNB. How does the board intend to make this determination? 
How will the staff monitor it?

I appreciate that the staff finds public transparency inconvenient. However, Cambria’s water 
resources are already beyond stretched. Last month’s biological report documented how dried 
out and degraded the riparian resources, for which Cambria has responsibility, are already. 
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I ask the board to avoid getting into the fine points of distinction between guesthouse and 
ADU. Cambria doesn’t have adequate water and new uses should not be allowed. 

Item 7B: I read this contract with great interest. 
The board received biological and hydrological reports, which were started in 2016, at the 
March 17 meeting  I understood them to meet the requirements of the county’s Information 
Hold on the district’s 2020 incomplete application for a Coastal Development Permit for the 
EWS/SWF/WRF. Were these additional Clean Water Act federal permits, and the state 
Streambed Alteration Agreement, unknown to the county and the previous contractors? How 
can this be? Another $125,000 for the non-functioning EWS?

The Streambed Alteration Agreement is required for “Impacts to San Simeon Creek and its 
associated riparian corridor to construct the project..” Mr. Dienzo’s presentation of these 
minor changes does not reassure me. The same with the Clean Water Act permits. They 
discuss construction plans to be prepared by CCSD staff, and finalizing a project description. 
These plans and project description need to be presented to the public. This sounds like a 
significant change to this troubled project.

This is another point in my opposition to rate increases of any kind. When the board spends 
that money on the Water and Wastewater infrastructure that is in need of maintenance, I’ll be 
willing to listen to a rate increase proposal. I ask the board to address these questions before 
considering this contract. Thank you. 

Item 8 Policy Committee report

The Policy Committee is working on Ethics, Climate Change and Emergency Preparedness
policies. LA Times culture writer said in the column mentioned earlier, “Nothing matters as
much as our bone-headed, mass-suicidal march toward extreme-weather oblivion.” In that NY
Times op-ed, the IPCC writers said: “The decisions we make now may have an outsize impact
on humanity’s long-term future. Climate change threatens to jeopardize communities, public
health and the environment. The next steps are clearer and more affordable than they have
ever been.
 
“Rather than getting distracted by distant and likely irreducible uncertainties, let’s focus on
what matters: deploying clean technologies we know we need, implementing a coherent
climate policy, laying the groundwork for future progress and creating a just transition that
shares the benefits of a sustainable energy system.”
 
Cambria could be a leader in energy transition policies and actions. Add an Ethics policy,
which the district currently does not have, and Emergency Preparedness, especially for fire.
Since Cal Fire failed to put out the fire it set to burn a pile of vegetation and it re-ignited late at
night, Cambria’s awareness should be on high alert. No report yet from Fire Chief
Hollingsworth as to stopping these deliberately set fires, during the driest spring recorded. 
-- 
Christine Heinrichs
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