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Letter BO: Adam Secondo, Secondo Farms L.P. (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter BO 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-668 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

Response to Comment BO-1 

The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and interests. 

Response to Comment BO-2 through BO-3 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment BO-4 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.3.10 and 
2.4.3. 

Response to Comment BO-5 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.10. 

Response to Comment BO-6 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.2. 

Response to Comment BO-7 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.9.1 and 
2.4.2. 

Response to Comment BO-8 

The comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BO-9 

Thank you for your comment. 
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Letter BP: Bill and Teresa Hinrichs, Ranchita Canyon Vineyard (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter BP 
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Response to Comment BP-1 

Thank you for your comment. 

Response to Comment BP-2 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.5; 2.1.6; 
2.1.8; 2.1.4; and 2.2.2. 

Response to Comment BP-3 

The comment is noted. The CCWB appreciates the comment that webinars have been helpful to 
the commenter. In addition, this comment is summarized and responded to in the following 
Master Responses: 2.1.5; 2.1.6; 2.1.8; 2.1.4; and 2.2.2. 

Response to Comment BP-4 

The comment expresses concern that the economic analysis for DAO 4.0 does not account for 
land fallowing, hiring professionals, loss of production, and other costs associated with grower 
requirements. In response to concerns related to potential adverse economic impacts from DAO 
4.0, refer to the following Master Responses: 2.9.1 and 2.1.7.  

Response to Comment BP-5 

The comment expresses concern that DAO 4.0 considers only the geographic location of an 
operation, and not the operational risk to water quality. In response to comments related to 
water quality, please refer to Master Response 2.1.7.  

Response to Comment BP-6 

The comment asserts that vineyards are a low risk to water quality and requests that the CCWB 
adjust compliance recommendations for vineyards. This comment is summarized and responded 
to in Master Response 2.2.2. 

Response to Comment BP-7 

The comment requests that because vineyards meet the 2050 nitrogen loading threshold, they 
should be exempt from monitoring and reporting related to groundwater. This comment is 
summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.5. 

Response to Comment BP-8 

The comment requests that monitoring and reporting requirements for vineyards be adjusted 
because they do not have tailwater and maintain winter cover. This comment is summarized 
and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.2.2; 2.3.10; and 2.7.2. 

Response to Comment BP-9 

The comment expresses concern that expanding buffer zones would disrupt soils and create 
additional risk to water quality. Please note that RAO 4.0 does not include the riparian or 
operational setback components. This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 
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Letter BQ: Brett Ferini, Rancho Laguna Farms (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter BQ 
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Response to Comment BQ-1 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.9.1; 2.1.1; 
and 2.1.2. 

Response to Comment BQ-2 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.9.1 and 
2.3.3. 

Response to Comment BQ-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.9.1 and 
2.1.1. 
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Letter BR: Brian Driscoll, Driscoll Strawberry Affiliates (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter BR 
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Response to Comment BR-1 

Thank you for your comment. The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s concerns regarding 
the implementation of DAO 4.0. In addition, this comment is summarized and responded to in 
the following Master Responses: 2.8.8; 2.1.2; 2.3.10; and 2.3.3. 

Response to Comment BR-2 

The CCWB acknowledges Driscoll Strawberry Affiliates’ background and interests. 

Response to Comment BR-3 

The comment expresses concern regarding riparian setbacks. Please note that RAO 4.0 does not 
include the riparian and operational setback components. This comment is responded to in 
Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment BR-4 

The comment expresses concern that DAO 4.0 would have adverse impacts on farmland, 
agricultural resources, land use, and jobs. In addition, the comment asserts that the DEIR did not 
fully evaluate such impacts. This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 
2.9.1. Please also refer to Master Response 2.10. 

Response to Comment BR-5 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.8. 
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Letter BS: Brian Driscoll, Berry Mist Farms, LP (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter BS 
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Response to Comment BS-1 

The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and interests. In addition, this comment 
is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.8; 2.2.3; and 2.5.8. 

Response to Comment BS-2 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.8.8 and 
2.1.5. 

Response to Comment BS-3 through BS-4 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.8.8; 2.9.1; 
2.1.5; 2.1.8; 2.2.3; and 2.4.4. 
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Letter BT: Brian Driscoll, Robdon Properties, LLC (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter BT 
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Response to Comment BT-1 

Thank you for your comment. The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s concerns regarding 
the implementation of DAO 4.0. In addition, this comment is summarized and responded to in 
the following Master Responses: 2.8.8; 2.1.2; 2.3.10; and 2.3.3. 

Response to Comment BT-2 

The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and interests. 

Response to Comment BT-3 

The comment expresses concern regarding riparian setbacks. Please note that RAO 4.0 does not 
include the riparian and operational setback components. This comment is responded to in 
Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment BT-4 

The comment expresses concern that DAO 4.0 will have adverse impacts on farmland, 
agricultural resources, land use, and jobs. In addition, the comment asserts that the DEIR did not 
fully evaluate such impacts. In response to concerns related to potential adverse economic 
impacts from DAO 4.0, refer to Master Response 2.9. In response to comments related to the 
DEIR’s analysis of economic impacts, including CEQA Guidelines compliance requirements and 
the adequacy of the DEIR’s approach for impact analysis, please refer to Master Response 2.10. 

Response to Comment BT-5 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.8. 
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Letter BU: Brooke Carhartt, Carhartt Vineyard (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter BU 
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Response to Comment BU-1 

The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and interests. This comment is 
summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.1. 

Response to Comment BU-2 

The comment is noted. This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master 
Responses: 2.1.5; 2.1.2; 2.1.4; and 2.5.8. 

Response to Comment BU-3 

The comment asserts that vineyards are a low risk to water quality and requests that the CCWB 
adjust compliance recommendations for vineyards. This comment is summarized and responded 
to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.7 and 2.3.5. 

Response to Comment BU-4 

The comment requests that the CCWB consider modifying DAO 4.0 to allow for compliance 
mechanisms such as Sustainability in Practice (SIP) Certification programs. This comment is 
summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.8 and 2.2.2. 
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Letter BV: Ruthann Anderson, California Association of Pest Control Advisers (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter BV 
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Response to Comment BV-1 

The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and interests. 

Response to Comment BV-2 

The comment is noted.  

Response to Comment BV-3 

The comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BV-4 through BV-5 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.2. 

Response to Comment BV-6 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.3. 

Response to Comment BV-7 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.5; 2.1.6; 
2.1.8; 2.1.11; 2.2.3; and 2.5.5. 

Response to Comment BV-8 

Thank you for your comment. 
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Letter BW: Michael Miiller, California Association of Winegrape Growers (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter BW 
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Response to Comment BW-1 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.2. 

Response to Comment BW-2 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.3. 

Response to Comment BW-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.2. 

Response to Comment BW-4 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.5 and 
2.1.7. 

Response to Comment BW-5 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.7. 

Response to Comment BW-6 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.9.1. 

Response to Comment BW-7 

This comment is responded to in Master Response 2.8.8. 

Response to Comment BW-8 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.9.1; 2.1.5; 
2.3.9; 2.3.8; 2.4.2; 2.5.5; 2.5.11; 2.5.2; 2.5.3; 2.6.6; and 2.7.3. 

Response to Comment BW-9 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.9.1; 2.1.5; 
2.3.9; 2.3.3; 2.4.2; 2.5.5; 2.5.11; 2.5.2; 2.5.3; 2.6.6; and 2.7.3. 

Response to Comment BW-10 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.2. 
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Letter BX: Kaitlyn Kalua, California Coastkeeper Alliance (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter BX 
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Response to Comment BX-1 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.1. 

Response to Comment BX-2 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.3.10; 2.3.2; 
and 2.4.6. 

Response to Comment BX-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.4.6. 

Response to Comment BX-4 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.1. 

Response to Comment BX-5 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.3.10 and 
2.3.2. 

Response to Comment BX-6 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.10. 

Response to Comment BX-7 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.10. 

Response to Comment BX-8 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.1. 
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Letter BY: Steve Shimek, California Coastkeeper Alliance, Santa Barbara Channelkeeper, and 
Monterey Coastkeeper (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter BY 
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Attachments 

Attachment 1. California’s History of Regulating Agricultural Pollution 

Attachment 2. Farms don’t need dangerous chemicals to grow food. 
Let’s cut our dependence on them (Sacramento Bee 
March 2020) 

Note to Readers: 

The materials provided in Attachments 1 and 2 have been omitted from 
this section of the document because they do not contain specific 
comments on the DEIR or DAO 4.0. 

These materials are available for review in Section 3.3. 
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Response to Comment BY-1 

Thank you for your comment. 

Response to Comment BY-2 

CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and interests. 

Response to Comment BY-3 

CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and interests.  

Response to Comment BY-4 

CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s background and interests.  

Response to Comment BY-5 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BY-6 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BY-7 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BY-8 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BY-9 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BY-10 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BY-11 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BY-12 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment BY-13 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BY-14 

This comment is noted. 
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Response to Comment BY-15 

The comment states that “one overarching Order will best promote fairness and provide the 
most efficient path to improving water quality by encouraging innovation, assuring economies 
of scale, and allowing improvements in practices to be used broadly.” The comment also states 
that the Regional Board should design an Order that is conservative, meaning that it should err 
on the side of assuring that water quality requirements are achieved and achieved on a time 
schedule that is “not . . . longer than that which is reasonably necessary.” Finally, the comment 
states that the Regional Board has repeatedly affirmed its commitment to ensure that DAO 4.0 
is legally sound, and the Board’s duty under the public trust doctrine further urges conservatism 
in the design of DAO 4.0. The commenter’s general concerns are noted, and, as appropriate, 
specific responses to comments are addressed below. 

Response to Comment BY-16 through BY-22 

Please refer to Response to Comment BY-15. 

Response to Comment BY-23 

The comment states that DAO 4.0 must satisfy the key elements of the Nonpoint Source Policy, 
which the commenter states are interdependent. The comments further state that given the 
current severely degraded water quality in the Central Coast region and the limited resources of 
the Regional Board, DAO 4.0 will need a strong design under each Key Element, and that 
Regional Board’s findings supporting DAO 4.0 should include more specifics, explaining how Key 
Elements interact with one another and focusing on how any design elements depend on one 
another. The commenter’s general concerns are noted, and specific responses to comments are 
addressed below. 

Response to Comment BY-24 through BY-25 

Please refer to Response to Comment BY-23. 

Response to Comment BY-26 

The comment generally states that Key Element 1 requires primarily that purposes of the plan 
be explicitly stated, that Key Element 1 also highlights that the requirement that water quality 
objectives be achieved and maintained is the minimum requirement; and that Regional Boards 
and third-party programs are free to go above and beyond this requirement. The commenter’s 
general concerns are noted. 

Response to Comment BY-27 

The comment states that the ultimate goal of the Nonpoint Source Policy is “to assure that the 
water quality objectives are eventually met” and that the Regional Board must make a 
determination that that there is a “high likelihood” of achieving the ultimate goal. The comment 
also states that DAO 4.0 must consider all water quality requirements, including aquatic life, not 
just drinking water; DAO 4.0 does not deal adequately with toxicity; and DAO 4.0 also has large 
gaps relating to enforcement and structure for approving third-parties and other alternative 
methods of compliance. The commenter’s general concerns are noted, and responses to specific 
comments are below. RAO 4.0 includes a finding that there is a high likelihood that the Order 
will achieve the ultimate purpose of preventing exceedances of water quality objectives and 



Central Coast Water Board  Chapter 3. Responses to Comments 
 

Agricultural Order 4.0 
Final Environmental Impact Report 
Volume 3 – Comments and Responses to Comments 

3-749 April 2021 
Project 18.016 

 

protecting beneficial uses. (RAO 4.0, Attachment A, page 37, paragraph 102). The comments do 
not specify how the Order fails to implement all water quality objectives in the Basin Plan to 
protect the relevant beneficial uses, including those protective of aquatic life. Table A.B-1 and 
Table A.B-2 identify the water quality objective/beneficial use combinations in the Basin Plan, 
which are the bases of some surface receiving water limits in the Order. Where a receiving 
water limit is based on a narrative water quality objective, such as toxicity, the CCWB has 
interpreted the narrative water quality objective as described in Attachment A (Findings), pages 
132-147, paragraphs 49-110. Water quality objectives have not been adopted for every 
beneficial use. 

Response to Comment BY-28 

The comment states that DAO 4.0 is inconsistent with the Nonpoint Source Policy because it 
establishes no timeline for when water quality requirements will be achieved. The comment 
also states that the evidence overwhelmingly demands that the Regional Board act immediately 
and use the full weight of its regulatory authority to ensure all growers begin to mitigate 
pollution. The CCWB disagrees that the Order lacks timelines for when water quality 
requirements will be achieved. RAO 4.0 establishes nitrogen discharge targets and limits that are 
based on the applicable water quality requirements. The nitrogen discharge targets limits are 
phased in over a period of time to allow sufficient time for Dischargers to adapt and for 
development of new and improved management practices and tools. Additionally, to further 
address nitrate pollution in groundwater due to overapplication of fertilizer, nitrogen 
application targets and limits are established and also become more stringent over time. Surface 
receiving water limits are based on water quality objectives and TMDLs. Where the water 
quality objective is narrative, the CCWB has interpreted the narrative objective to establish a 
numeric receiving water limit, as described in the Findings (e.g., RAO 4.0 Attachment A, pages 
132-147, paragraphs 49-110, Table A.C.3-2, and Response to Comments BN-046, BN-047, BN-
048). Where a time schedule has been provided in the Order, the time schedule either 
incorporates quantifiable milestones or the Order requires submission of a work plan 
incorporating quantifiable milestones to ensure progress toward the achievement of the 
applicable water quality requirement. (e.g., RAO 4.0 Attachment B, page 26, paragraph 15.b.) 

Response to Comment BY-29 through BY-31 

Please refer to Response to Comment BY-28. 

Response to Comment BY-32 

The comment states that for DAO 4.0 to have a high likelihood of achieving water quality 
objectives, it must contain an explicit commitment to ongoing evaluation of data and must 
provide opportunities to modify the plan’s design elements where feedback mechanisms show 
the plan is not working. The follow-up surface receiving water implementation workplan that 
Dischargers are required to prepare is one type of feedback mechanism in the Order, used to 
assess the impact of irrigated agricultural waste discharges on receiving water. The workplan is 
designed to, among other things, identify and abate the source of water quality impacts and 
identify additional monitoring and reporting. Based on water quality data obtained, the 
Executive Officer will require additional monitoring sites be added to the workplan to further 
evaluate the waterbody. See RAO 4.0, Monitoring and Reporting Program, Attachment C, page 
26, paragraph 15. The Order also includes opportunity to “modify the plan’s design elements 
where feedback mechanisms show the plan is not working” on a case-by-case basis. Based on 
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data received, if a discharge of nitrogen occurs in excess of the nitrogen discharge targets or 
limits, the Discharger may be subject to additional requirements, including obtaining additional 
education, INMP certification by a qualified professional, implementing additional or improved 
management practices, or increased monitoring and/or reporting. These consequences are part 
of a feedback mechanism designed to identify and abate the source of water quality impacts 
from nitrogen discharges to groundwater and surface water. Finally, consistent with Water Code 
section 13263(e), the Order has been revised to include a finding that it is the CCWB’s intent to 
annually receive information from staff to evaluate the Order’s effectiveness and identify 
“emerging science and management practices; consider potential Order modifications as may be 
appropriate at five-year intervals; and generally inform the Board and public regarding the 
Order’s effectiveness towards achieving the stated objectives.” RAO 4.0, page 8, paragraph 35. 

Response to Comment BY-33 

Please refer to Response to Comment BY-32. 

Response to Comment BY-34 

The comment states that DAO 4.0 will not have a high likelihood of achieving water quality 
objectives without incorporating specific consequences – such as reopeners and modification of 
standards – as availability of data and management practices improve. The commenter also 
states that the DAO 4.0 does not discuss how the Order will be enforced. Please refer to the 
Response to Comments BY-32 and BY-33 regarding the revision of the Order to include language 
regarding the Central Coast Water Board’s periodic review and consideration of potential 
modifications of the Order as data is acquired and management practices evolve. Enforcement 
of the Order is governed by Water Code section 13050 and the State Water Board’s 
Enforcement Policy, as discussed in the Order at RAO 4.0, pages 7-8, paragraphs 32-34. At RAO 
4.0, page 8, paragraph 33, the Order enumerates the Order violations Central Coast Water 
Board considers priorities. Please also refer to Master Response 2.1.9. 

Response to Comment BY-35 through BY-38 

Please refer to Response to Comment BY-34. 

Response to Comment BY-39 

The comment states that DAO 4.0 does not violate Water Code section 13360’s prohibition on 
dictating the manner of compliance and includes a discussion of this position. The commenter’s 
concerns are noted. 

Response to Comment BY-40 through BY-42 

Please refer to Response to Comment BY-39. 

Response to Comment BY-43 

The comment states that DAO 4.0 depends on various types of future decision-making by the 
executive officer but does not provide the requisite objective standards to proscribe the limits of 
executive officer discretion. The comment identifies in particular decisions for approving third-
party programs and alternative methods of compliance. RAO 4.0 has been revised to define the 
alternative compliance pathway for third-party programs for groundwater protection and trend 
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monitoring (RAO 4.0, Part 2, Section C.2), and to describe the minimum requirements 
(backstops) for third-party program proposals (RAO 4.0, page 15, paragraph 34). 

Response to Comment BY-44 through BY-46 

Please refer to Response to Comment BY-43.  

Response to Comment BY-47 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BY-48 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BY-49 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BY-50 

The comment addresses the State Board ESJ Order’s weight of authority and states that the 
State Board’s lack of clear guidance on its precedential orders obfuscates the precedential 
impact of the ESJ Order on DAO 4.0. The comment also states that the ESJ Order’s validity is in 
question due to ongoing litigation. Consistent with applicable statutory provisions and State 
Board determinations, the State Board identifies portions of its ESJ Order that are precedential, 
which regional boards are expected to follow. (Gov’t Code section 11425.60; State Board Order 
WR 96-1 (Lagunitas Creek), at fn. 11; see also index of State Board precedential water quality 
orders at https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/board_decisions/adopted_orders/water_quality/, 
including Order WQ 2018-0002.)  Although a reviewing court may overturn a State Board order 
in the course of litigation, the mere legal challenge of such an order does not inherently cast 
doubt as to whether it is valid, as the commenter suggests. In certain situations, the State Board 
may find it appropriate to overturn an order previously designated as precedential or to 
distinguish it from a set of facts presently before it. 

Response to Comment BY-51 through BY-54 

Please refer to Response to Comment BY-50. 

Response to Comment BY-55 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.8.8 and 
2.3.10.  

Response to Comment BY-56 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BY-57 

This comment is noted. 

http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/board_decisions/adopted_orders/water_quality/
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Response to Comment BY-58 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BY-59 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BY-60 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BY-61 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.3.10 and 
2.5.10. 

Response to Comment BY-62 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.8. 

Response to Comment BY-63 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.7. 

Response to Comment BY-64 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.3.8.  

Response to Comment BY-65 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment BY-66 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BY-67 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.8. 

Response to Comment BY-68 through BY-78 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.8. 

Response to Comment BY-79 through BY-82 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.3. 

Response to Comment BY-83 through BY-84 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.5. 

Response to Comment BY-85 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.6.  
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Response to Comment BY-86 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.8.  

Response to Comment BY-87 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.2.2. 

Response to Comment  BY-88 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.5.6. 

Response to Comment BY-89 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment BY-90 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.5.6. 

Response to Comment BY-91 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.6.4.  

Response to Comment BY-92 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.9.  

Response to Comment BY-93 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses:  2.5.11 and 
2.7.3.  

Response to Comment BY-94 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.5.6.  

Response to Comment BY-95 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment BY-96 through BY-97 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.1.9; 2.3.3; 
2.4.2; 2.5.5; 2.5.11; 2.5.2; 2.5.3; and 2.6.6. 

Response to Comment BY-98 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.3.3; 2.4.2; 
2.5.5; 2.5.11; 2.5.2; 2.5.3; and 2.6.6.  

Response to Comment BY-99 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.5.3. 
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Response to Comment BY-100 

This comment is noted.  

Response to Comment BY-101 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment  BY-102 through BY-163 

This comment is noted. 

Response to Comment BY-164 

The comment is attachment 1 to the comment letter, consisting of the commenter’s 
interpretation of “California’s History of Regulating Agricultural Pollution” in support of the 
comment letter. Responses to specific comments that rely on the attachment are addressed, as 
appropriate, where they were raised in the comment letter. 

Response to Comment BY-165 

The comment is attachment 2 to the comment letter, consisting of a reprint of an article 
published in the Sacramento Bee, in support of the comment letter. Responses to specific 
comments that rely on the attachment are addressed, as appropriate, where they were raised in 
the comment letter.  
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Letter BZ: Sarah Aird, Californians for Pesticide Reform (June 22, 2020) 

 

Letter BZ 
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Response to Comment BZ-1 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.1.1. 

Response to Comment BZ-2 through BZ-3 

This comment is summarized and responded to in the following Master Responses: 2.4.5 and 
2.4.6. 

Response to Comment BZ-4 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.5.1. 

Response to Comment BZ-5 

The CCWB acknowledges the commenter’s input. 

Response to Comment BZ-6 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.6.4. 

Response to Comment BZ-7 through BZ-11 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.6.3. 

Response to Comment BZ-12 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.6.7. 

Response to Comment BZ-13 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.6.3. 

Response to Comment BZ-14 

This comment is summarized and responded to in Master Response 2.6.5. 

Response to Comment BZ-15 

Thank you for your comments. 
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