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Brianda Negrete

From: Steinfeld, Amy <ASteinfeld@bhfs.com>

Sent: Friday, October 28, 2022 11:49 AM

To: shcob

Cc: Laurel Fisher Perez (laurel@sepps.com); Haley Kolosieke (Haley@sepps.com); Vosburg,
Alia; Dargel, Joseph

Subject: Applicant’s (Nojoqui Farms) Letter to Board of Supervisors in Support of LUP
(19LUP-00000-00530) for Nov. 1, 2022 Hearing

Attachments: Nojoqui Farms_ Letter to Board of Supervisors(24770790.1).pdf; Exhibit 1,

WaterSource&WaterDemandReport_June 2022.pdf; Exhibit 1(a), Water Appendix 2022
to Water Report.pdf; Exhibit 2, WaterQualityMemo.pdf; Exhibit 3, Response to Newton,
Aug2022.pdf

Caution: This email originated from a source outside of the County of Santa Barbara. Do not
click links or open attachments unless you verify the sender and know the content is safe.

Dear Clerk of the Board,

Attached please find the Applicant’s Letter to the Board of Supervisors and Exhibits 1-3 to distribute to the Supervisors. |
will send the remaining exhibits in the next email due to size.

Please confirm receipt. Thank you.

Best regards, Amy

Amy M. Steinfeld

Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP
1021 Anacapa Street, 2nd Floor

Santa Barbara, CA 93101
805.882.1409 tel

805.335.0614 cell
ASteinfeld@bhfs.com

Brownstein - we're all in.

STATEMENT OF CONFEIDENTIALITY & DISCLAIMER: The information contained in this email message is attorney privileged
and confidential, intended only for the use of the individual or entity named above. if the reader of this message is not
the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copy of this email is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this email in error, please notify us immediately by calling (303) 223-1300 and delete
the message. Thank you.



Brownstein Hyatt Farber Schreck, LLP

Brov/nstein

1021 Anacapa Street, 2nd Floor
Santa Barbara, California 93101

October 28, 2022 Amy Steinfeld
Attorney at Law
805.882.1409 direct
asteinfeld@bhfs.com

VIA E-MAIL SBCOB@COUNTYOFSB.ORG

Santa Barbara County Board of Supervisors
Attention: Clerk of the Board

123 E. Anapamu St.

Santa Barbara, CA 93101

RE: Applicant Response to Cannabis LUP Appeal of Nojoqui Farms — Cannabis Cultivation (19LUP-
00000-00530) by Restoration Oaks and Sierra Botanicals

Dear Chair Hartmann and Honorable Supervisors:

On behalf of Shannon Conn and the World is Yours, LLCY, Project Applicant and Operator,?
(“Applicant”), we submit this letter and the enclosed documents in support of the Land Use Permit
(“LUP”), Permit No. 19LUP-00000-00530, approved by the County Planning and Development
Department (“P&D”) on August 19, 2021 for the Nojoqui Farms’ Farm (“Farm” or “Project”). By this
letter, the Applicant responds to the appeals filed by Edward M. Seaman on behalf of Restoration
Oaks? and Sierra Botanicals, the neighboring cannabis farm (“Appellants”). We respectfully request
that the Board of Supervisors (“Board”) support the Planning Commission’s (“PC”) unanimous (4-0)
approval® of the LUP and deny the appeals, which have been pending for over one year.

We are pleased that Appellants have narrowed their appeal issues to focus solely on water. To address
these concerns, at the PC hearing Applicant voluntarily agreed to restrict its water use from the Main
- _Well to 26.6 acre-feet per year (AFY), as will be confirmed by the Applicant in a biannual submittal of

! The Applicant filed a complete Business License application with the County CEQ’s Office, and secured the
acreage within the Unincorporated Santa Barbara County Cap under the entity “The World Is Yours, LLC.”

2 Shannon Conn is currently in escrow to purchase APN 083-430-014 (53-acre, AG-11-40 zoned Property where
the Project will be located) and the neighboring Moonshine Canyon parcel (083-430-031), which are collectively
referred to as Nojoqui Farms or the Farm.

3 The Applicant’s August 5, 2022 Letter to the PC {and the attached exhibits) responded to the numerous false
claims in Restoration Oaks’ Petition to Ban Cannabis, which was submitted to the County, along with the
Restoration Oaks’ Water Memorandum by Brad Newton. For efficiency and to limit the size of this submittal,
we will simply incorporate our prior responses into this letter. (See County File for Nojoqui Farms’ PC Appeal
heard on August 10, 2022.)

4 Commissioner Martinez recused himself from participating in the PC hearing.

www,.bhfs.com
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its well meter log to the County. This new restriction was added to the LUP’s Project Description and is
binding on the Applicant.> Applicant’s two hydrologists (Katherman and Walch®) have also responded
to the unfounded claims in Restoration Oak’s prior water memorandum (authored by Brad Newton)
and those made by Sierra Botanicals’ attorney and Jordan Kear. (See Exhibits 1, 1a, 2, 3, and 4.)

The Applicant understands that Restoration Oaks is concerned that cannabis cultivation will impact
surrounding agricultural and tourism uses’ due to alleged increases in water usage. However, the
Project will use less water than historical agricultural operations on the Farm. Additionally, the
Project’s design features will mitigate any other potential Project impacts. The Applicant also
understands that Sierra Botanicals, the neighboring cannabis farm, has unsubstantiated concerns
about impacts to Nojoqui Creek. But these concerns are misplaced because the Project will only use
groundwater to irrigate the cannabis crops and therefore will not impact the Nojoqui or Moonshine
Creeks, or the associated riparian habitat.

The Applicant has taken proactive steps to work with their neighbors to explain how the Project is
simply a change in crop that will offer environmental and economic benefits to the broader
community while maintaining the property in productive agricultural use. For example, the Applicant
has already removed almost 4 acres of outdoor cannabis cultivation from its approved plans. Cannabis
cultivation is an agricultural activity permitted on AG-ll zoned properties and is consistent with (and
less intensive than) the commercial agricultural activities which have occurred on the Farm for

5 “The Applicant shall provide County P&D staff, a well meter log of the Main Well that serves the cannabis
cultivation project prior to commencement of use and biannually thereafter for the life of the project. The use
of the well is limited to 26.6 acre-feet per year (AFY), as confirmed by the well meter log.” (See County LUP
Action Letter, Project Description, p. 2.)

5 Mr. Katherman’s hydrology reports were peer reviewed by local geologist, Carolyn Walch who confirmed his
findings. Ms. Walch has extensive groundwater experience. (See CV attached to Exhibit 4.)

7 With respect to the proximity of the proposed cannabis cultivation to Appellant Restoration Oaks’ Blueberry
Picking Operation (U-Pick), retreat facilities and wedding and event facilities, it is important to note that
Appellant’s operation is not a permitted business according to the County’s records for this ranch. While
Restoration Oaks claims it is in the process of applying for permits for a large project, the historical and current
operations, including the retreat center and weddings, are not permitted even though by Restoration Oak’s
own admission, over 100,000 tourists visit his blueberry operation and 2,000 people attend farm-stay vacation
retreats annually. (See Restoration Oaks Planning Commission Appeal Attachment, p. 1.} In addition,
Appellant’s website states: “What sets us apart are our overnight accommodations for up to 24 people, paired
with the beautiful "blank slate", rustic outdoor spaces to create your dream wedding for up to 150 guests.
Rehearsal dinner, wedding ceremony & reception... all in one beautiful, rustic location.” (See Exhibit 5,
Restoration Oaks Website and Wedding Reviews, accessed on 10/27/2022.)
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decades. In contrast to Appellants’ claims, the Project will allow agricultural activities to sustainably
continue on the Farm.

I PROJECT BACKGROUND AND HISTORY

The Project is located on a 53-acre, AG-1I-40 zoned property which was continuously used for
commercial organic farming and processing operations since the 1990s. The Applicant now requests a
land use permit to allow up to 22.10 acres of cannabis operations, which includes 20.67 acres of
outdoor cannabis cultivation within 15-foot high hoops, 1.20 acres of nursery cultivation within 15-
foot high hoops, and 0.23 acres of processing.

The Project will be designed to mitigate any potential impacts. For instance, the Project will outfit its
10,000 square foot (sf) processing building with an advanced carbon filtration and HVAC system to
mitigate any odors produced. The Project will also include substantial setbacks including a 100 foot
setback between the cannabis operation and the edge of any riparian habitat. Finally, the Project will
utilize existing dense vegetation along the 101 Highway (hwy) and plant additional landscape to
screen the operation from public views and physically disperse odors.

A PROJECT HIGHLIGHTS

o The 21.87 acres (ac) (recently reduced by nearly 4 acres) of cultivated cannabis takes up less
than 50% of the 53 ac property.

* The Project will reduce historic water use from a well that has been continuously used since
the 1960s; no surface water will be used. This Project will reduce the historically irrigated
acreage of this farm.

¢ During the PC hearing, Applicant voluntarily agreed to restrict water use from the main well to
26.6 AFY, less than half of historic pumping. This will be achieved through a conservative
irrigation schedule that takes into account the clay nature of the soil (retains water), a state-of-
the-art irrigation system, and the use of hoop houses to retain soil moisture and prevent
evapotranspiration.

e Two additional wells in different locations were added to the Project as backup wells.®

8 No limitations need be placed on the backup wells because they are located in deeper formations and are dispersed from
the Main Well and other property owners.
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The Project is approximately 4 miles south of Buelliton and 3 miles from Solvang and is
surrounded by other agriculturally-zoned properties. There are no nearby sensitive receptors
(schools, day cares, youth centers or residentially zoned properties).

The processing facility will incorporate the best-available odor controlling technology and will
be shielded by landscaping. The parking lot and nursery (non-odor activities) are sited closer to
the property line to further avoid odors. The entire property is sited in a small depression and
surrounded by existing vegetation, which will shield the Project from the 101 hwy and further
reduce odors.

New structures will be very minimal: a 10,000 sf processing and storage facility and a 30,000
gallon water storage tank for fire protection.

The Project was carefully designed to provide a setback from the edge of the proposed
cultivation and the property line, and a 100 foot setback from any riparian habitat.

The Project will focus on the cultivation and processing of unique medical cannabis and will
donate money to veterans.

The Project will have numerous environmental benefits as compared to the historic onsite
farming operations which used significantly more employees, water, total land area, and
fertilizers.

The Project’s pest management plan has been approved by the County’s Agricultural
Commissioner, and is in compliance with the state’s strict regulations for cannabis cultivation.

The Farm has been Organically and GAP USDA certified.?

With the exception of Sierra Botanicals’ project, this is the only other cannabis project in this
region on the County’s Eligibility list.

B. Project Operators

Shannon Conn, the operator of the Project, is a resident of the County who grew up in the City of
Santa Barbara. She currently resides in a small home adjacent to the Farm, where she will continue to
live in order to operate the cannabis farm. Shannon and her 25 year old son, Darren Cameron will be
operating the project. Shannon and her son have deep relationships in the cannabis community and
works closely with High Times Magazine.

% Good Agricultural Practices (GAP) Audits | Agricultural Marketing Service {usda.gov).
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Shannon’s family owned Carter Bait and Tackle in the Santa Barbara Harbor in the 1970’s. She worked
together with her parents and sister to keep the business afloat. She also has a long standing history
with real estate and raising horses in Santa Barbara County.

In 2009, Shannon first tried medical cannabis when she was diagnosed with seizures from a rare
medical condition because conventional medication left her feeling emotionless. As a mother, being
dependent on and potentially developing an addiction to pharmaceutical drugs scared Shannon.
Thus, Shannon chose to treat her medical condition with medicinal cannabis. The results were
miraculous and it was clear that medical cannabis saved her life.

As of result of her experience, Shannon and her son are entering the cannabis industry to grow
medicinal cannabis. Once operational, they will donate funds to cancer care groups and also the
Wounded Warriors Program® which works with veterans. They will also be developing their own
strains and genetics dedicated to treating disease.

Shannon was blessed with the opportunity to purchase Nojoqui Farms, a GAP certified, organic Farm
from the current owners, Sunburst, who share a similar love for the land. She feels immense gratitude
to have the opportunity to create a future for her son and to give back to the community. As part of
the process, Shannon has gathered a group of individuals who are passionate about farming the land
and she’s done countless hours of research to get where she is today. (See PC and BOS Project letters
of support, on file with County.)

C. Farm Histdry

In 1991, the Farm (also known as Nojoqui Farms) became an organic farm. For over 30 years, the
current Farm landowner and seller, Sunburst, has been involved in organic farming and natural foods
enterprises. Before that, the Farm had been a horse pasture, so the soil was ideal for farming. In 1991,
they set out to “produce an abundance of organically grown produce by conscientiously practicing
sustainable agriculture.” They committed to farm in a manner that was respectful of the land, the
workers, and the broader community. Sunburst farmed on over 53 acres, growing a variety of lettuces,
squashes, tomatoes, kale and peppers up until 2020, when they decided to relocate and sell the farm.
They proudly ran an extensive composting program, which kept organic matter out of the landfills and
ensured healthy, nutrient-rich soils. Sunburst has relocated its operations 13 miles southeast of
Lompoc and is in the process of selling the Farm to Shannon.

D. Neighborhood Outreach

Throughout the process to permit the Project, the Applicant has quickly responded to concerned
members of the community and the Appellants. Applicant and her agents have met with Mr. Seaman

0 see Veterans Charity - Non Profit Organization for Veterans | WWP (woundedwarriorproject.org).
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on several occasions to better understand and to address his concerns. In addition, Applicant’s
counsel has reached out to Sierra Botanicals’ counsel on several occasions to do the same. Shannon
has also reached out to all of the adjacent neighbors to provide them with information about the
Project. (See PC Letter of Support from Sundip Shah (neighboring property owner).} All the
aforementioned actions are voluntary and beyond any notification requirements of the County.

I APPEAL ISSUES
A. The Project Will Reduce Overall Historic Water Use

Restoration Oaks argues that the Project would impact other water users in the groundwater basin,
including the well it “leases” water from, which is located 1200 feet away. However, neither appellant
provides any specific details about their own water source or how it may be impacted by this project.
For context, it is important to note that the Farm does not overlie a recognized groundwater basin by
the California Department of Water Resources (DWR) or the County. This means management of the
basin is not subject to the Sustainable Groundwater Management Act {SGMA), which governs
overdrafted basins.

We understand that Appellant may be concerned about water resources, but whether cannabis or
traditional crops are in cultivation, this Project will be drawing from the same groundwater aquifer as
they have historically, which has not impacted neighboring farms. During the PC hearing, we
confirmed that Sunburst never received any complaints about its water use. Further, Appellants’
generalized water concerns are not a cannabis-specific issue. Nonetheless, Applicant has carefully
designed this Project to use a minimal amount of water as compared to historic farming.

This Project’s water use will not impact Restoration Oaks’ property because it does not have its own
groundwater well** and due to the physical location of the Project’s well 1200 feet downstream from
the shared Restoration Oaks’ well, any pumping cannot physically impact their water supply. The
Project will use the well referred to as the “Main Well,” which is located on Sierra Botanicals property
but was granted to Sunburst in the 1960’s when the Farm was subdivided in order to maintain this
water source for the larger Farm. This well has been used exclusively by Sunburst via an existing
easement to irrigate their 53-acre property for over 30 vears (and decades before that for horse
operations). {See Exhibit 6, title report.) Contrary to Sierra Botanicals’ claims, the Main Well is not
shared with Sierra Botanicals. In addition, Applicant has reached out many times to Sierra Botanicals
to understand their water concerns, but Sierra Botanicals has never shared the location of their well
with Applicant, and Sierra Botanicals’ own cannabis project site plans on file with the County do not
show that they are using a permitted well to irrigate cannabis.

1 “1n 2016, with no cannabis sites, the well shared between Restoration Oaks Farm and Folded Hills Farm
located right next to Nojoqui Creek went dry.” (Restoration Oaks’ Petition.)
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Cannabis cultivation will reduce the total water demand of this Farm and the local groundwater basin
for two reasons: (1) Cannabis will replace water intensive crops; and (2) Outdoor cannabis cultivation
requires less net irrigated acreage to maintain a viable farm compared to the historical crops and
growing practices. In other words, a cannabis farmer not only applies less water to each acre but
irrigates fewer acres in total. Nojoqui Farms has historically farmed organic crops with an average
water consumption of 106 AFY on its two parcels. The total water consumption for the cannabis
cultivation is estimated to at 26.2 AFY. Along with the estimated water demand for the landscaping of
0.2 AFY and the projected domestic usage of 0.2 AFY, the total project water demand is 26.6 AFY.
Consequently, this projected demand for the main Nojoqui parcel (APN 083-430-014) is
approximately 50% of the historical water consumption (51.5 AFY) over the last 10 years. Because
this water restriction has been added to the LUP, the County will ensure that Applicant never extracts
more than 26.6 AFY from this well. Further, this Project’s water use will be subject to review by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), who will require Applicant to submit regular well
monitoring reports.

Appellant also argues that the Applicant should specify the amount of water to be used and that water
usage should be restricted so not to impact other groundwater users. The Applicant has done exactly
this through agreeing to limits its water use in the LUP’s Project Description, and will notify the state
agencies with jurisdiction over water as part of the state licensing application process and related
procedural requirements. In fact, cannabis cultivation faces the most stringent regulations regarding
the source and timing of water use. In California, legal cannabis effectively cannot be irrigated with
surface water, even if a farm already holds an existing surface water right that was historically used to
irrigate that property. During the dry period (April 1 through Oct. 31), cultivators may only irrigate
using stored water or groundwater. This Project will rely only on groundwater to irrigate cannabis so
the State’s surface water restrictions are irrelevant here.

In sum, the appellant’s argument that the Project will have significant impacts on surrounding water
users is factually flawed given that cannabis cultivation would replace more water intensive historic
farming practices. Further, Appellant’s concerns regarding restricting water usage have been
addressed through Applicant’s voluntary water restrictions that they requested the County add to
their LUP, along with their Water Conservation Plan and the State’s restrictions on cannabis water
usage.

B. The Project Will Not Divert Surface Water and Will Not Impact Riparian Habitat or
Species

Appellant claims the Project’s wells will produce “surface water” and therefore, be subject to the
State Water Resources Control Board’s (“State Board”) Cannabis Cultivation Policy. Appellant is wrong
for the following reasons.
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The State Board does not have permitting jurisdiction over production of percolating groundwater.
(See Wat. Code, §§ 1200, 1201.) The State Board’s authority is limited to surface water and
“subterranean streams flowing through known and definite channels.” (Ibid.) Groundwater is
presumed to be percolating groundwater, and not a subterranean stream; the burden of proving
subsurface water is in a subterranean stream rests with the party asserting such position. (Los Angeles
v. Pomeroy (1899) 124 Cal. 597, 628, 634; see also North Gualala Water Co. v. State Water Resources
Control Bd. (2006) 139 Cal.App.4th 1577, 1593.)

The State Board has developed the following four part test for determining whether water produced
from a well is surface water: “for groundwater to be classified as a subterranean stream flowing
through a known and definite channel, the following physical conditions must exist: (1) A subsurface
channel must be present; (2) The channel must have relatively impermeable bed and banks; (3) The
course of the channel must be known or capable of being determined by reasonable inference; and (4)
Groundwater must be flowing in the channel.” (In re Garrapata Water Co. (1999) SWRCB Decision
1639, 1999 WL 35019788, at *2.)

As noted above, the Project proposes cultivating cannabis on a property historically irrigated for
agricuiture. The Main Well has historically produced water from the underlying aquifer. Average
water use on the property will decrease with the implementation of this project because of the overall
reduction in cultivated acreage, the reduced crop density of cannabis vis-a-vis historical crops, and
implementation of state-of-the-art irrigation technology described in the LUP. Even when Sunburst
was extracting over 100 AFY from the Main Well, there were no impacts on the local creek.

Appellants misunderstands the law and the facts. First, the detailed and comprehensive Hydrology
Report prepared by geologist Charlie Katherman for the Project initially in March 2022 and updated in
May and June 2022 found that: there is no “direct connection in the subsurface with the creek
surfaces waters.” (See Exhibit 1 and 1(a) June Katherman Hydrology Report, pp. 6, and Exhibits 2 and
3.} The Hydrology Report goes on to discuss the evidence supporting this determination which
includes the following:

* A pump test on the Main Well showing no influence or draw down on the nearby Nojoqui
Creek!?

* The Main Well’s static water level was well below the elevation of the surface water in Nojoqui
Creek indicating a lack of direct connection between the subsurface waters and Nojoqui Creek;

2 This pump test was followed by a 30 minute recovery period with the water level returning to the static
water level measured at the beginning of the pump test.
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* The Main Well’'s mostly impermeable clay layer likely confines subsurface flow from interacting
directly with surface waters;

® The significantly different water chemistries between the surface water of Nojoqui Creek and
the water-bearing sediment below the confining clay layer indicate that the subsurface water
produced by the Main Well is not interacting with the surface waters from Nojoqui Creek;*?
and

e Conducting the four-part Garrapata test concluded that “the hydrogeological conditions that
exist do not meet the Garrapata criteria of Parts b and d.” (Exhibit 1 and 1(a), Hydrology
Report, p. 7.)

In other words, the Main Well and the two backup or supplemental wells, will produce percolating
groundwater, not water from a “subterranean stream,” and there is no connection between this
groundwater and the surface water course.

To further address Appellants’ water concerns, Carolyn Walch, a local geologist with extensive
groundwater experience, was hired by Nojoqui Farms to peer review Mr. Katherman’s hydrology
reports. After an extensive review of Mr. Katherman’s reports, maps, cross sections, pump tests, and
other documents, Ms. Walch found that Mr. Katherman'’s reports, findings, and methodologies “were
complete and the conclusions well justified.” (See Exhibit 4.) She also confirmed that the Project
groundwater basin is not part of the regional Santa Ynez groundwater basin, that the estimated
cannabis water demand was consistent with other projects in the region, and that the Main well and
backup wells are extracting groundwater and are not connected to the local creek systems. (/d.)

Moreover, neither appellant has provided any substantial evidence to show that this project will
utilize surface water or impact other water supplies. There is no evidence to support a finding that any
of the wells will produce water from a subterranean stream or will produce groundwater that is
connected to a surface water course. Restoration Oaks’ submitted a hydrology report by Brad
Newton, which claims that the Katherman Report does not support a finding the water produced by
the Project’s wells is groundwater. Appellant, however, fails to carry its burden to prove the water is
surface water and overcome the presumption that water produced from the ground is groundwater.
But even so, Appellant is mistaken.

The depths of the wells, the sanitary seals, the elevation of the static water levels in the wells, and the
pump test proved that the wells do not directly produce from a subterranean stream of Nojogui Creek
or Moonshine Creek because, if they did, the Creek would have been impacted by the pump test.

Further, the fact that there is a confining clay layer above the main well’s water screen indicates wells

13 See Exhibit 2, Water Quality Report by Katherman.
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are not producing from a channel with impermeable bed and banks (part 2 of the test) —i.e., the
alluvial aquifer does not have “impermeable bed and banks” as the clay is above the aquifer. And
finally, with respect to part 4 of the test, the groundwater does not flow in the direction of Nojoqui
Creek; its flow is independent of the Creek. {North Gualala Water Co. v. SWRCB (2006} 139
Cal.App.4th 1577, 1585-86 [“the subterranean stream clause of section 1200 cannot properly be
construed to grant jurisdiction over a groundwater stream that wanders independently of the banks
of the putative channel”].)

In sum, the Project has established that it is not producing surface water and is not subject to the
State Board’s Cannabis Cultivation Policy. Appellant has offered no evidence to the contrary and has
failed to overcome the presumption that groundwater is treated as such.

In fact, the County does not have jurisdiction to determine this specific issue—i.e., whether the
Project’s pumping will fall within the purview of the Cannabis Cultivation Policy. That jurisdiction rests
with the State Board in its implementation of the Cannabis Cuitivation Policy, which will be required
for the Applicant to obtain state cannabis licenses. (See County’s Staff Report.) However, the County
can rest assured that the Project will comply with the Policy as both the LUP for the Project and the
LUDC mandate compliance.'* Applicant is also enrolled in the CA Water Boards’ Cannabis General
Program, and is committed to submitting Annual Monitoring Reports.

Further, there will be additional checks and balances in place through the state Lake and Streambed
Alteration (“LSA”) process. Fish and Game Code section 1602 requires any person, state or local
governmental agency, or public utility to notify the California Department of Fish and Wildlife
(“CDFW”) prior to beginning any activity that could impact a creek.”*> While we do not believe the
Project pumping will impact the local creeks, CDFW is requiring all cannabis applicants to apply for an
LSA. Within 30 days after the notification is filed, CDFW determines whether the notification package
is complete and whether an LSA agreement is required. An LSA agreement is a type of permit that
includes measures necessary to protect existing fish and wildlife resources. if CDFW determines an
agreement is needed, it will submit a draft agreement for the notifying entity to review no later than
60 days after the notification is complete.'® An LSA agreement may include measures to protect fish

14 The PEIR imposes the following mitigation measures to ensure any impacts associated with groundwater
production for cannabis cultivation are mitigated to less than significant: (1) Mitigation Measure HWR-1
requires compliance with the State Water Resources Control Board’s (“State Board”) Cannabis Cultivation
Policy; and (2} Mitigation Measure HWR-3 requires the preparation of a water conservation landscape and
irrigation plan for cultivation projects. (PEIR, pp. 3.8-35-37.) The County has codified these mitigation measures
in its Land Use Development Code (§ 35.42.075.D.1.c [P 35.42.075.D.1.j) and incorporated them into the
Project’s LUP (Conditions 16 & 17).

15 Fish and Game Code § 1602.

16 Fish and Game Code § 1603,
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and wildlife resources while conducting the project and may also suggest ways to modify the project
that would eliminate or reduce impacts to fish and wildlife resources.’

Once a final LSA agreement is in place, the project described in the notification and covered by the
agreement may begin. The notifying entity must comply with the terms of the LSA agreement.’® In
short, Applicant will be applying for an LSA agreement, which will provide agency oversight for this
Project. Lastly, due to Appellant concerns over the use of Main Well, the Applicant has updated its
Project to include two additional backup wells to serve the Project.?®

Further, the Applicant engaged a County-qualified biologist, David N. Lee, to evaluate the potential for
the Project to impact riparian habitat or species. Given the site has been actively cultivated for
decades, the cultivation footprint will not be expanded, and no new structures are proposed near the
Creek, the biologists concluded “the proposed Project is unlikely to result in any significant impact to
the CRLF population in Nojoqui Creek.” Additionally, the Project has built-in several measures to
protect biological resources including to avoid any ground disturbing activities within 72 hours of a
rain event, and to have a biologist conduct a pre-work survey prior to the installation of hoop
structures. In compliance with the County’s LUDC, the Project is also required to install fully-shielded
light fixtures, a fencing and wildlife movement plan, and maintain a buffer from the edge of riparian
habitat.

1H. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, the Project complies with CEQA and the Santa Barbara County LUDC, and is compatible
surrounding agricultural operations or the community at large. The Project will have no significant
environmental impacts, will not use surface water supplies, will reduce historical groundwater
pumping, and will ensure that this farm remains agriculturally productive into the future. We
respectfully request that you deny the appeals.

7 https://wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Environmental-Review/LSA/Q-and-A#2195913-what-happens-after-i-
notify.

8 Additional information and instructions on the LSA process can be found at:
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentiD=3773.

18 The productive capacity of the Main Well (150-200 gpm) and the two secondary or backup wells (40-50 gpm)
will provide a more than adequate supply of water to meet the estimated project water demand of 26.6 AFY. In
fact the capacity of the Main Well alone is sufficient to meet water demand for the proposed three crop cycles
per year. (See Exhibit 1, Hydrology Report.)
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Sincerely,

Exhibits 1-6

24770790.1



NATHERMAN
E PLORATHON CO, LLC Post Office Box 1812

Santa Maria, CA 83456
{BO5) 8280223

WATER SOURCE & WATER DEMAND (Revised)
NOJOQUI FARM CANNABIS PROJECT
1889 S. Highway 101, Bueliton, CA
JUNE, 2022

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Nojoqui Farm cannabis project is located approximately 3.5 miles south of the City of
Buellton in Santa Barbara County, California {(Figures 14). The project consists of up to 25.93
acres of various cannabis operations, including 21.55 acres of outdoor cultivation under hoops,
2.61 acres of outdoor cultivation without hoops and 1.54 acres of nursery cultivation under
hoops. The project will be located on the Nojoqui Farm property (APN 083-430-014) at 1889 US
Highway 101, Buellton, California. There is an existing water delivery system that has beenin
place for over 50 years that delivers water primarily to this property {consisting of 53 acres),
but also to the adjacent 33 acre property (083-430-031}. These parcels are collectively referred
to as the Nojoqui Property. This system consists of three water wells and separate components
for agricultural use and for domestic {potable) use.

This memorandum analyzes (1) whether the water system produces water from or impacts
Naojoqui Creek, and (2) the overall project water demand. In response to {1}, the evidence
shows that the water systemn does not impact Nojoqui Creek but produces water from a
groundwater source not a riparian source, and {2} the project water demand is 24.4 acre-feet
per year {AFY), which is a significant reduction in the baseline water consumption compared ic
the historical organic farming operations.

LOCATION

The subject property lies in the southwestern part of Santa Barbara County, California within
the east-west trending Santa Rosa Hills, which comprise the foothill area along the north flank
of the Santa Ynez Mountains {(Figure 1B). The parcels are situated between US Highway 101 on
the east and Nojoqui Creek on the west, lying 4 miles south of Buellion and 4 miles north of
Gaviota Pass {Figure 2). The area topography varies greatly from 500 feet in the narrow creek
floodplains to greater than 2400 feet along the mountain ridges to the south (Figure 4). The
two Nojoqui parcels consist of 53 acres and 33 acres respectively; the project will be located
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entirely on the 53 acre parcel (083-430-014). The range of elevation for this generally flat-lying
property is 560 to 600 feet above sea level. Land use in this area surrounding and including the
Nojoqui parcels is prirarily row crops, while the more steeply sloping area properties are
utilized for grazing.

GEOHYDROLOGY

Geologically, the Nojoqui Farm parcels are located in an east-west trending fold belt that makes
up the northern flank of the Santa Ynez Mountains. The area is underiain primarily with
consolidated older sediments of the Cretaceous and Mid-Tertiary aged rocks {Figure 5). These
Mid-Tertiary rocks, including the Matillja, Cozy Dell, Gaviota and Sacate Formations, typically do
not contain large volumes of groundwater, lacking enough porosity and permeability to hold
significant water {Figure 6A&6B). However, where these units do contain water is usually
associated with overlying groundwater, such as that found in alluvial sediments in rivers,
streams and drainages. In the older sediments water quantity is typically smaller and the water
quality is fair (non-potable}. To the north in the Santa Ynez River Basin the primary water-
bearing sediments are usually part of the recent Alluviumn and the Plio-Pleistocene Careaga and
Paso Robles Formations. However, in the Nojoqui Farm area the sands and gravels of the
Careaga and Paso Robles units are absent in the region south of the Santa Ynez Basin having
been eroded off and/or never deposited here. Consequently, the primary ground water sources
here are the shallow alluvial sediments that overlie the older rocks. Varying in thickness from
10 feet to 200 feet, these alluvial sediments have formed over time due to erosion of the
surrounding older rocks and the deposition of eroded clays, silis, sands and gravels into the
low-lving areas within the drainages of the local creeks and streams. A regional cross section
(Figure 7) shows the disposition of the younger sediments and their relationship to the
complex, tectonically folded and faulted older sediments associated with the Santa Ynez
Mountain Range to the south. A second north-south cross section shows the local details of the
above-mentioned shallow sediments relative to the underlying older rocks {Figure 8).

Hydrologically, the Nojoqui property is located outside of any State Water Resources Control
Board designated groundwater basin and is well south (3.5 miles) of the Santa Ynez River Basin.
However, the subject land is within a small intermontane basin where ground water is
associated with an erosional depression of limited extent containing various thicknesses {10-
200 feet) of young, Quaternary alluvial sediments associated with the area’s streams, creaks
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and drainages. The Nojoqui Farm is bordered on the west by Nojoqui Creek and the east by US
Highway 101.The primary ridgeline of the Santa Ynez Mountain Range lies between the subject
property and the Pacific Ocean, which directs runoff from the significant drainage to the north
toward the Santa Ynez River. The estimated watershed for the Nojoqui Creek is approximately
20 square miles, a fairly large drainage area for a small basin. Consequently, recharge to the
area alluvial aquifers is mostly from winter rainfall/runoff and creek water infiltration, as well as
some contribution from ares irrigation seepage.

Additional details on the local geohydrology, including the well testing, pump testing curves and
downhole pump specifications, can be found in the hydrology report prepared for Santa
Barbara County Environmental Health Services as a part of the application/permit for a Single
Parcel Water System (SPWS) {See Appendix). This SBCEHS hydrology report is available if
needed from Santa Barbara County EHS.

WATER SYSTEM SUMMARY

The existing water system for Nojogui Farm has been in place since the mid-1960"s and consists
of three water wells and an associated water distribution system as described below. The
Nojogui Farm water system services both the domestic {potable water) side of the system, as
well as the agricultural {irrigation) components. The domestic portion of the system was
recently permitted with Santa Barbara County a5 2 single parcel water system, which supplies
water to two connections, the primary farmhouse and the packing shed/office. The irrigation
side of the system is separated from the domestic portion in order to prevent any cross
contamination (see plot plan in Appendix). The irrigation system currently reaches across the
entirety of the primary Nojoqui parce! (APN 083-430-014) and into the adjoining 33 acre
property (APN 083-4430-031) to the north as well, which is also under contract to Nojoqui

Farm.

The primary water source for this system is the Main Well, which is located within an easement
on a separate parcel, APN 083-430-015, known as the Well Property {Figure 3). This Well
Property was subdivided from the Nojoqui Properiy (APN 083-430-014) in 1964 and included
easements for the Main Well and the associated water system pipeline. In 1965 the main
farmhouse was built, and the various parts of the water system wers constructed over the
years to serve both the agricultural and domestic needs of the Nojoqui Property. Based ona
review of historical records, it is my understanding that the Main Well has exclusively been

used for the Nojoqui Property.



Page 4

Water Source & Water Demand
Nojoqui Farm

June 2022

MAIN WELL

The Mojoqui Farm Main Well was drilled in 1964 to a depth of 76 feet. The well was completed
with 8-inch steel casing to a depth of 55 feet. The production perforations were steel (Mills)
knife cut from 44 “ to 49, which corresponds to a permeable water zone at the same depth.
The standing level or static level following the completion of this well was measured at 30 feet
{Well Completion Report in Appendix). However, it is likely that the clder sediments from 50
feet to 76 fest are also contributing groundwater to the Main Well’s productive capacity, as
there is no restriction to potential flow from the bottom of the casing at 55 feet and from the
sediments in the open borehole below the casing. A cement sanitary seal was placed in this well
from 22 feet to the surface. The primary purpose of this seal is to prevent any surface or near
surface water from entering the well and to prevent any potential contamination from wildlife.

A pump capacity test was performed in April of 2020 on the Main Well. The well was pumped
continuously for a period of 4 hours at an average flowrate of 100+ gallons per minute {gpm).
While the well is capable of producing at a higher rate (approx.. 150-250 gpm), there was no
reason to pump the well at a maximum rate since the actual specific capacity of the well was
unknown before the testing. The lower flowrate of 100+ gpm was alseo chosen so as to not
overflow the 30,000 gallon storage tank during testing. In addition, Santa Barbara County EHS
allows the onsite hydrologist to determine the needed pumping period and pumping rate when
a well has a stable pumping rate of over 50 gpm. Likewise, State and County regulations do not
allow extracted water during a test to flow on the ground near a riparian area,

The static water level was measured at 12.5 feet and the stable pumping level was 22.8 feet
after 4 hours of testing. The well was also produced into the existing storage tank during the
test, in order to avoid flowing the well onto the ground and into the riparian area, which is
prohibited by both State and County regulations. Four hours of testing resulted in a stable
pumping level and at the time was considered adequate to establish the overall capacity of this
well to produce water over the long term. A short recovery period of only 30 minutes was
observed following the cessation of pumping, as the fluid level rose quickly back to the starting
static water level {12.6 feet) (pump Test Data in Appendix).

Due to the proximity of the Main Well to Nojogqui Creek, monitoring of the surface water level
in the creek occurred during the pump testing of the Main Well. No significant changes were
observed in the creek level other than minor fluctuations {less than % of an inch) that would
normally occur during the day due to changes in sunlight, changes in daily temperature and
evaporation rate, and changes in atmospheric pressure. The static levels of two nearby wells
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were also monitored. A shallow well open to the atmosphere and containing no pump, no
piping and no electrical, known as the Wishing Weall, is located 80 feet from the Main Well to
the northwest. A second idle well {(Farmhouse) 700 feet to the northeast behind the primary
farm residence of Nojoqui Farm was also monitored. A drop of 0.5 inches in the static level was
observed in the Wishing Well, however the static level returned to the beginning level within 5
minutes after pumping stopped.

During testing no change cccurred in the Farmhouse Well. A water sample was taken at the end

of the Main Well testing and submitted to Fruit Growers Lab for analysis. The water passed for
all of the drinking water constituents necessary to establish this water source as potable.

SECONDARY WELLS

Two additional water wells are available to serve the subject Property. These wells are located
on an adjacent property to the north, which is 3 33 acre parce} (APN 083-430-031) that is also
being purchased by the applicant, Nojoqui Farm and is referred to as the Sunburst property.
Historically, the wells have been utilized as an irrigation supply for organic farming on both the
Nojogqui Farm parcel and the Sunburst parcel and are tied into these lands via an existing
easement and pipeline system over Nojoqui Creek. This has allowed water to flow to both
parcels, depending on the needed water demand of each parcel. A map of the these well
locations and the pipeline system is included in the Appendix.

Known as Moonshine #1 and Moonshine #2, these wells both produce water from the oider
sediments, not the younger alluvial sediments (Well Completio Reports in Appendix).
Moonshine 1 was drilled in November of 1995 to 2 total depth of 180 feet. The well was
completad with 6 inch stael casing run to 180 feet. The perforated or screened interval was 60
faet to 180 feet. A cement sanitary seal was placed from 60 feet to the surface. A 12 hour
pump test on this well recovered water at a rate of 50 gallons per minute {(gpm). Additionally,
the well location is on the edge of the Tertiary Cozy Dell Formation outcrop {surface) so some
of the shallow penetrated sediment layers are likely srosional remnants of the older sediments
that are not connacted to Nojoqui Creek {Well Completion Report in Appendix). The
Moonshine #1 is located 500 feet from Nojogqui Creek. The static water level was recorded at 25
feet below grade; well below the elevation of nearby Nojogui Creek. The Moonshine #2 Well
was drilled in October of 20186 to a total depth of 800 feet. The well was completed with 6-inch
PVC casing that was landed at 800 feet. The well's screened interval was from 260 to 800 feet
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with a 51 foot cement sanitary seal. Consequently, there is no connection to the creek, as the
shallow alluvial sediments are cemented off by the seal and therefore are not included in the
perforated interval. This well vielded 25 gallons per minute on an abbreviated pump test.
Chemical analyses on the water extracted from the Moonshine #2 was performed in 2016 and
again in 2020 indicated a decent water quality for agricultural purposes. However, the water
would require some treatment in order to be utilized for domestic purposes.

Permitting and planning for an additional back-up well on the Nojogui parcel {APN 083-430-
014) has been completed with an estimated compietion date of June 2022. This well has been
permitted and planned for the Property and will be located near the idled water well behind
the farmhouse. At this time no projected water flowrates or volumaes for this future well have
been added to the project. The existing wells are more than adeqguate to meet the project
water demand, so this proposed well will only be a back-up for cultivation at Nojogui Farm.

ORIGIN OF PRODUCED WELL WATER

QOne of the primary guestions being addressed here is whether the water supplied to the
Nojoqui Farm operations is surface water or groundwater. The answer is percolating
groundwater. The evidence supporting a determination of a groundwater is as follows:

1. The recent pump test on the Main Well showed no influence on the nearby Nojoqui
Creek. The creek level and the static levels of two nearby wells were monitorad
throughout the test period and no significant changes were obsarved.

2. Following the termination of the Main Well pump test, a 30 minute recovery period
was observed with the water level returning to the static level measured at the
beginning of the pump test. A failure of the recovered water level to return to the
depth of the beginning static level would have indicated a major loss of water from
the aquifer and a subsequent drop in the creek level. None was observed.

3. When the Main Well was drilled and completed the static level was 30 feet below
grade, which is well below (26 feet) the elevation of the surface water in Nojoqui
Creek, indicating a lack of a direct connection in the subsurface with the creek

surface waters.
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4. The subject Nojogui Main Well contains a confining clay layer from near surface to
37 feet. This clay layer is mostly impermeable and will not readily transmit water
downward into the water-bearing sediments below it. This clay zone likely also
confines the subsurface flow from communicating directly with the surface flow
{Figure 10).

5. In support of Statement #4 above, there are different water chemistries between
the surface water of the creek and the water-bearing sediments bealow the confining
clay layer. The chemical analysis on the creek surface water is pending, but a hand-
held Total Dissolved Solids {TDS) meter indicated a TDS or salinity level of 300 parts
per million (ppm) versus 880 ppm for the recently tested groundwater being
produced from the Main Well. A significantly different value for salinity further
indicates that the subsurface water produced by the Main Well is not
cormmunicating at this location with the surface waters from the Nojogui Creek.

6. One of the key tests for determining whether the Nojoqui Well is producing surface
water versus groundwater is the four-part Garrapata test {SWRCB), which states that
for water flow to be classified as a subterranean stream flowing through a known
and definite channal, the following physical conditions must exist: {a} a subsurface
channel must be present; (b} the channel must have a relatively impermeable bed
and banks; {c) the course of the channel must be known or capable of being
determined by reasonable inference; and (d) water must be flowing in the channel.

In the case of the Nojoqui Weall the hydrogeological conditions that exist do not
meet the Garrapata criteria of Parts b and d. The channel of Nojoqui Creek is
underlain by permeable sediments of the Tertiary Sacate/Gaviota Formation, which
is water-bearing and productive in area water wells to the north of the subject
Nojoqui Main Well; and likely cantributes groundwater to the overall flow from the
Main Well. As for Part d, the subsurface water within the alluvial sediments
penetrated by the Nojogui Well does not continue flowing north in conjunction with
the Mojoqui Creek surface water, which flows north 3.5 miles to the Santa Ynez
River. The subsurface water in the alluvial sediments below the confining layer is
ponded behind the area’s older sediments which outcrop at the surface north of the
Nojoqui Main Well. This bathtub effect is shown in the north-south cross section in

Figure 10.
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HISTORIC WATER DEMAND

Nojoqui Farm was a certified organic farm from 1992 to 2017. The detailed water consumption
records for 2010 through 2016 have been reviewed and are incorporated into this report
(Appendix). The total water usage from 2010 -2016 averaged 106 AF per year. However, only
the water use from the Main Well was recorded as the backup wells, Moonshine #1 and
Moonshine #2 did not have flowmeters installed and only were used to irrigate the northern 33
acre parcel. After recent discussion with the former water master for the Nojoqui Farm, it was
determined that the Main Well was utilized for irrigation on both the Nojoqui Farm parcel (APN
083-430-014) and the Moonshine Canyon parcel (083-430-031). The total amount of irrigated
acreage from 1992 to 2017 varied from 40 acres to 50 acres; 25-28 acres on the primary parcel
(APN 083-430-014) and 15-20 acres on the adjacent parcel (APN 083-430-031). The average
acreage farmed on the Nojoqui parcel was 28 acres and 15 acres on the Moonshine parcel.
However, in the last 10+ years these parcels were only farmed together in years 2010 through
2012. From 2013 through 2020 only the main Nojoqui parcel was farmed. A water '
consumption chart was prepared that covers 2010 through 2021 in order to determine the
water use for only the Nojoqui parcel {APN 083-430-014). The 10 year average equaled 51.5
acre-feet per year {AFY). The Nojoqui Farm water consumption varied from 1.82 acre-fest
per acre {AF/AC) to 3.26 AF/Ac during this time frame. If one eliminates the no farm/no data
years, then the 10 year average is 63.3 AFY

After the death of the lead grower/farm manager in 2017 the organic farming operation ceased
fo exist. In its place approximately 20-25 acres of oat hay was grown instead of row crops in
2017-2018. Unfortunately, there are no detailed records for water use in those years, butan
estimate of 50-75 AFY is being supplied based on a water use factor of 2.5-3.0 AFY/acre for cat
hay. The property was farmed in hemp in 2019, but only on a limited basis (5 acres) with an
estimated water consumption of 9 AFY. The farm ground was left fallow in 2020.

PROJECTED WATER USE

The recent UC Ag Extension data for water consumption for row crops in Santa Barbara County
lists a value of 2.5 acre-feet per year per acre {AFY/Ac) for these crops. San Luis Obispo County
utilizes 1.9 AFY/Ac for these same crops. From researching recent water consumption on
several area cannabis operations, it appears as though the water demand estimates for
cannabis have been grossly overstated at 1.9 to 2.0 AFY/Ac. The recently presented water
demand for the CCA project on Santa Rosa Rd. to the Board of Supervisors revealed a demand
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factor of approximately 0.50 AFY/AC for two crop cycles or 0.25 AFY/AC per cycle. This project
is growing in-ground, similar to the Nojoqui project. This data was based on accurate water
metering and recordkeeping and also involved the use of state-of-the-art drip irrigation and
mulching for in-ground cultivation. Additionally, a second project also on Santa Rosa Rd., where
Katherman Exploration Co. is the hydrologist, has hard data over the last three years of growing
cannabis both in-ground and in pots. This data indicates a demand factor of 0.6 - 0.7 AFY/AC
again for two crop cycles or 0.3-0,35 AFY/AC per cycle. Consequently, in order to be
conservative with a water use estimate for Nojogui Farm, the proposed Nojogui water demand
will be 1.2 AFY/AC for three crop cycles or 0.40 AFY/AC per cycle.

As was mentioned in the original report from March 2022, it critical to understand the soil
conditions on Nojoqui Farm and the moisture retention properties that allow a less frequent
irrigation schedule for farming; and therefore a lower water demand per acre without the use
of artificial or manufactured soils. Through discussions with the former crop managers at
Nojoqui, it appears as though the watering frequency for years for the organic row crops was
every 4 days rather than every 2-3 days as is the case in the Lompoc and/or Santa Maria Valley
farming areas. Consequently, it is critical to understand the predominate soil type at Nojoqui
Farm and how it affects water usage.

A specific soil type known in the literature as the Sorrento Series is common to the Nojoqui
Creek area and covers the surface of the Nojoqui Farm parcels. This soil horizon is described in
the USDA’s “Soil Survey of Northern Santa Barbara Area, California” as well drained, grayish-
brown sandy loam to clayey loam. These soils occur extensively on floodplains and alluvial fans
in several areas of Northern Santa Barbara County. This is key to estimating water demand for
the project as this soil type consists of a significant content of fines, i.e. silt and clay (30-40 %),
and will therefore retain a greater moisture percent than most area soils. This further supports
the projected lower water demand for the Nojoqui Farm operations.

From the recent adjustments in total acreage under cultivation listed in the project description
the fotal net acres is now 21.87 acres. All of the cultivation will be under hoops. Therefore, the
total water consumption for the cannabis cultivation is 26.24 acre-feet per year (21.87 Acx 1.2
Af/Ac). Along with the estimated water demand for the landscaping of 0.2 AFY and the
projected domestic usage of 0.2 AFY, the total project water demand stands at 26.64 AFY.
Consequently, this projected demand for the main Nojoqui parcel (APN 083-430-014} is
approximately 50% of the historical water consumption {51.5 AFY} over the last 10 years.
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WATERSHED FOR NOJOQUI CREEK DRAINAGE

The overall watershed area for the Nojoqui Creek drainage is shown in Figure 9. The area is
quite large for a small basin comprising over 20 square miles. Comparing this drainage area to
those listed in the USGS Water Supply Paper 1107 {Upson et. al.), the Nojogqui Creek drainage
lies between the Jameson Lake {18 sq. mi’s) and Gibraltar Dam (219 sq. mi's} areas. However,
due to its location near the ridgsline of the Santa Ynez Mountains above Santa Barbara, both
lameson Lake and the area of Nojoqui Creek normally experience higher rainfall amounts.
Therefore, the runoff measurements at the Jameson location are more applicable.
Consequently, the runoff attributed to the Nojoqui Creek drainage area is assumed to be
approximately that of Jameson Lake or an average of 6080 AF annually.

Additionally, the geologic setting for the Nojoqui Creek area is similar to both Jarneson and
Gibraltar in that runoff occurs over predominately older rocks and sediments of the Cretaceous
lalama Formation up through the Late Miocens Monterey Formation. This results in a greater
percentage of total rainfall and runoff occupying the creek, streams and riverbeds and their
associated shallow alluvial sediments rather than infilirating into any available deeper
groundwater aquifers, as is the case with the Paso Robles and Careaga Formation in central and
northern Santa Barbara County. In addition, this condition of less permeabie, older rocks
underlying the watershed does lend itself to greater evaporation. Consequently, it is assumed
that at least 30% of the total runoff for the Nojogui Creek drainage is lost te evaporation, 40% is
attributed to creek and stream surface flow that continues to the north into the Santa Ynez
River Drainage Basin, and 30% is directed into water storage within alluvial sediments or
aquifers lying under the Nojoqui Creek drainage area.

CONCLUSIONS

1. There is an existing water delivery system and Main Well that has been serving the
Nojoqui Farm properties for over 50 years without any significant impacts to nearby
Nojogqui Creek.

2. The Nojoqui Main Well was drilled and completed in December of 1964 for the sole
benefit of the Nojoqui Property. The existing water system consists of separate
components, one for domestic service and the other for agricultural service.
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3. The Main Well is producing groundwater from Recent alluvial sediments as well as older
permeable sediments of the Sacate/Gaviota Formation.

4. A pump test on the Main Well produced at a rate of 100 gpm with no detected impacts
to the surface waters of Nojoqui Creek 130 feet away. There is significant evidence that
confirms that there is minimal influence by the pumping of the Main Well on the surface
waters of the creek, including a confining clay laver, differing water chemistries between
the surface water and the subsurface water, and differing static levels. In addition, no
significant changes occurred in the static levels of two additional wells that were
monitored during the testing.

5. The Nojoqui Main Well doas not meet the requirements for subterranean flow as
determined by the State Water Resources Board in the four-part Garrapata standards;
lacking impermeable beds and banks and the subsurface water is not flowing in the
channel.

6. The historic water demand for the prior aorganic farming operations at the Nojoqui
parcels (Nojogui Property) from 2010 through 2016 was 106 AFY; the 10 year average
was 82 AFY.

7. The estimated water demand for the Nojoqui Farm cannabis operation is 24.1 AFY. This
represents a reduction in water consumption of 75% relative to the historical water
demand of the organic farming operation.

8. The productive capacity of the Main Well {150-200 gpm) and the two secondary or
backup wells {(40-50 gpm)} will provide a more than adequate supply of water to meet
the estimated project water demand of 26.6 AFY. In fact the capacity of the Main Well
alone is sufficient to meet water demand for the proposed three crop cycles per year.

It is important to note that the Nojoqui parcels are not located within the Santa Ynez River
Basin (3.5 miles to the north) and are not within any State recognized groundwater basin.
Therefore, there isn't a reason to apply the County’s Water Thresholds. Additionally, the
overall project demand is 50% lower than the recent historical averages for the Nojoqui
Property. If the water demand from the years of no farming and no data then the project
demand is 60% lower than the historic use.
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This repert was prepared by Katherman Exploration Co., LLC

W 5 %—»\ Date éﬂ?i/mzz.

Charles E. Katherman 4
CA Prof. Geologist #4069
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AGE FORMATION | LITHOLOGY [THick]  DEScRIPTION
Rgcent Alluvium 0-100 | Silts and gravels
Pieistocene upper | Terraces 0-100 | Graveis
Diatomaceous siltstone,
Pliocene lower .
. Ctag Shale or
Sls‘{uoc.’ 3200+ diatomaceous mudstone,
[ Thin-bedded clay shale or
laminated diatomite.
upper Porcelaneous and cherty
Mont siliceous shales.
on creg .
. Orgonic shales and
. middle thjgn limestonas,
Miocene Rhyolite 4 b It lava,
N oute an aso va,
Tro"qumon aggglc)memte, tuff, bentonite.
ower Rincon Claystone,
Vaqueros Sandstone & conglomerate.
Pink te buff sandstone and
Sespe 0-2000] red and green siltstone. -
Alegria | 6ray to buff marine
Oligocene sandstone.
. ., | Fosslliferous buff
Gaviota 1600t | sandstone and siltstone, -
1000« | Buff sandstone and
Sacate 1500' | clay shale.
upper | Cozy Detll ggf& Brown clay shale.
Eocene . o' .
Motlhjd 2000 | Buft arkosic sandstone.
middle IO%.O Dark gray ¢lay shale,
o 3‘5"§' ATy "Lnds‘kanc TaNE,
’ Buff fine-grained sandstone.
Gray siltstone,
4
er : +
Upp 2200*| B ¢t sandstones and
gray clay shales,
Cretaceous
middie? .
4000% | Dark greenish brown
and to corbonaceous shales and
" Lower 6800+ thin sandstonas.
?—-—-—w
Bosal pebbly Sandsione,
Hond 1500" Dark greenish brown
i Q dular claystone.
Jurassic Upper on nedular elay
Hard green sandstone and
Franciscan 7 | black shale,

Serpentine intrusions,

FIGURE 5 Stratigraphic column, western Santa Ynez Mountains.




>

[

Rl Nﬁ%&w -t

J




A'4

QUATERNAR
A

Holocene
A

Pleistocens
A

Pliocene

SOLVANG AND GAVIOTA QUADRANGLES

LEGEND

% UNITS PRESENT ONLY NORTH OF SANTA YNEZ FAULT
¢ UNITS PRESENT ONLY SOUTH OF SANTA YNEZ FAULT

Qs .

(& Qls
g Qa

o

SURFICIAL SEDIMENTS
Qs veach sand deposits
Qg stream channel deposits of gravel, sand and sit
Qa valley and fioodplain deposits of sit, sand and gravel
Qs landslide dabris

Qoa 3
Qoa 5
Qoza 1

Qog
OLDER DISSECTED SURFICIAL SEDIMENTS
remnants of weakly consolidated stream terrace and alluvial
fan deposits of silt, sand and gravel; local unconformities at base
Qoa undivided lormer terrace ramnants ¢ Qoa, lowest, youngest lermsce remnants
Qog zobble-bowlder fan gravel snd +# Qoa, termediate lerrace rempants

fanglomerate deposits composed +* Qoay highest, oidest lerrace remnanis
largely of sandstong delitus

UNCONFORMITY

Qoa

QTp

* PASO ROBLES FORMATION
nonmarine; latest Pliocene to early Pleistocene age
QTp weakly consolidated, Hghtgreenish-gray loredoish alluvie) cor . E
sand, and ciay; conglomerate composad largely of Monterey Skals seirns

Tea

* CAREAGA SANDSTONE
shallew marine vegvessive; late Pliocene age
Tea Iriable, massive, graylsh-yaliow, Iocally pebbly sandstone

UNCONFORMITY

Tsyg

SISQUOC SHALE
marine; late Miocene age
Tsq north of Santa Ynez faull: soft white impure dintomite and
diatomaceous shale; south of Santa Ynez fault: exposed vfishore
only, southwest of Gavioia Beach area; Dalmontian-Mohnlan Stage

Tmog /
T

Trad
MONTEREY SHALE
marine; early to late Miocene age

Tmeg conglomerate-bracela of siliceous and cherty shale
delritus in tar-soaked sandstone malrix, west of Gaviota Beach
Tm upper shale unit: white-weathering, thin-bedded, hard,
brittle sllicecus shale, locally cherly; Mohnian Slage
T fower shale unit: while-weathering, soft, punky, fissile
to platy, semi-slfcecus shale, comtaining thin, gray-while

o strnizin Lidoine b

* TRANQUILLON VOLCANIC FORMATION
marine(?); early Miocene age -
Ttb west of Bueiiton: brown-wealheling black basattic flow(?) breccia
TrC south of Solvang: wasthered, hard broves Wi braceia and benlanitic sandstone
in part calcareous, and gray-white algal limeslone; uppermost Sauceslan Siage

—-——- FIGURE 6B

LEGEND FOR GEOLOGY MAP



LRNE

Tsp gray to tan sandsione and green
lorad silfstone and claystone; bagel part
intertongues weshvard with Alegnia
Fommalion soulh of Sara Yoer faull

UNCONFORMITY

RINCON SHALE
maring; carly Miscene age
Tr poorty bedded gray clay shale or claystone;
Sauvesian and upper Zemorian Stages

Tug

Tvgeg s,

YVAGUEROS SANDSTONE
shallow mavine transgressive; early Miscene age
T norh of Santa Ynez laull: greenisti-tan sandstone and
inteibedded greenish silistone, with local cafearsoys lenses:
south of Sania Ynez lault: fight gray caloateous sandsions
wTvqeg greenish-tirowa sandstone and pebble conglom-
srale composed mostly of Francissan delritus

SESPE FORMATION
namndrine; predominantly Oligocene age

delrilus; unconformily at hase

Ta

4 ALEGRIA FORMATION
shallow marine regressive; Oligucene age
Ta lan, arkosic sandstone and greenish-gray sillsiong,
focally fossiliferous; interfongues eastward intg lowast part
of Sespe Formation; lower Zemorrian and Relugian Siage

Tgslﬁ,«m
ﬂ/\\ Tgos
M
+ GAVIOTA FORMATION
shallow mavine regressive; ewly Oligocene age
Tass hard, thick bedded tan arkosic sandsions, locally
fossiliferous, ang minar gray sistone; Refugion Stage
Tys! gray concrationary silistone and claysions

Ty-su

4+ GAVIOTA — SACATE FORMATIONS

Tg-sa Gaviota or Sacate Formalions, undifferentiated

ey :
wﬁsss
T T

e
¢ SACATE FORMATION

maring; late Eocene age

davk gy micoceons cliuy shale and siltstone interbedded with
hard, light gray w tan avknsic sandstone; Nevizian Stage
Toass predonananty sendslons: Teash pEdoinantly ghale

W% Tspey greenishgray to reddisl
conglomerate composed mostly of
Francisean and ultramalic (peridolits)



Traa

MATILIA (?) SANDSTONE
marine; middle to late Eacene age

Tma hard, thick bedded, fan arkosic sandsions
with thin partings of gray micaceous shale

Tan

¢ ANITA SHALE
marine; carly(?) to middle Eocene age
Tan madium to dark gray micaceous clay shaie with rare thin sandstone
strata; Includes a bed of red lo green foraminiferal claystone (“Poppin Shale")

e

* SIERRA BLANCA LIMESTONE
shallow marine transgressive; early(?) Eocene age
Tsb white algal imestone, commonly sandy, disconformily at base

UNCONFORMITY

Kias

Kish

+ JALAMA (?) FORMATION

marine; late Cretaceous age

Kfss hard, tan akosic sandsione Kjsh hard but fractured dark gray
with thin partings of dark gray micaceous shale; rare thin hard
micaceous shale sirata of sandslone, and conglom-

grate of black chert pebbles

Ke

4 ESPADA FORMATION
marine; late Jurassic () to early and middle (?) Cretacec us age
Ke dark gray, herd bul fraclured micaceous shele vith thir
interbads of hard, olive-gray arkosic sandstone, minor
pebble conglomerale, and thin, dark gray carbonale strata

’

SYMBOLS

not alf symbols present on each map

FORMATION CONTACT MEMBER CONTACT
dashed where Inferrad or indefinite

- i o o

CONTACT BETWEEN SURFICIAL SEDIMENTS
located approximataly in places

u "

———

e Da— B

FAULT

dashed where indefinile or Infarred. dotted where concealed, querled where ex-
Istence doublful, Paralls! arrows indicate inferred relative fateral movement,
Relatlve vartical movement shown by L/D (U = upthrown side D = downthrown
side). Short arrow indicates dip of fault plane.




...‘!'.

=

L, —

1324vd INDOON

L1y :
23 DRUDE w1

t.

o

.
Ll o A ——
i

=4 A

FIGURE 7

AREA CROSS SECTION



0€=.T :31VIS LY3A
00T=,T :A7VIS ZIHOH

NOLLIIS SSOUD VIV
- 834N

AV AGNVS B TIAVYD ‘GNVS

. = 57— Y3AV1 AVID ONINIINOD !HH/

\)’!\“t}}l? ./
Tam T
INDOTON  OfILNTIY

< .
s

TOT AMH

H33HD INDOroN




0 10IA0S

f ; Hfixw
:mmmEB\mgzusa vmumu :do_.oz

!

m NSO
' . m gn it r

.

. uwo;&w\e T

AZTIVA

3NA YINVYS
d3dd4dn

I ARSI AN N T\ TR ATTIVA \r

A 2h\ N T\ .. TN VLY VINVS N ,V).V:i

JA e 1T VAR RATE S LI R EAD N

: : ﬂ %./d\\ ;:u..mxa,m\ -~
.. o o .

) P I J\ « — 2\. \




,.E><m...u ..w Oz<m

SYIAVT AVID DNINI u.ZOu

A

¥,000€ = .1 ANEoE omu_.ﬂ (LY3A) 1 ITVOS

/
Y zoa.uwm $SO0¥D 1201 g

I._.me IP&OZ
c.n mmnuﬁ

s

o At 257

s

¥3LVYM IDVIUNS 40 INOZ
~ (8s00910#)
T1IM QYVHINO

(coTv6CH)
T13IM NYvE a3y

(oos0vH)
173M INDOION

., 6§m8-m8%
. TIAM YDINDOM

.u‘ | yaLvm VNS 40 INOZ



NOJOQUI REPORT
APPENDIX



GRANT DEEDS



ey 08 e 912

§ wan08% nee K

REOQISMS. MU BATED By

WMWW&I&
=28 Ulx

- R ]

fejt ey MR

Q,;;‘ P nmz
i 1T 1R 3

ey ‘ S INEEXED
. hm ‘ﬂ*’wp%f‘gm By y u a ’ F:E%}:gm V -
: Tishe $22 N f:%ﬁz{ffp,,..m, of ! i ]

MRACR SEEWE TS LIME #OR - Dws

Asmp VRS R

b B ] e s T 1
K EIOCM S35 rap o s [ Granl fiead ; i
RSt RSRCROU. 5 S e - ind ”

SOk B 4 ASARUE SONRDERATRR. maip & oYk o heeby pRsmdet

i i B, PLaAnsiN and ALTA0E W, FLANALAH, hig wids
P gpags BTG
L T ity aumEr s smetET SN, his WATR. a3 JEMAE Lwoanth

: 4 ps2s ot Lhs Saen

[ ol &Am.@, Sl TEETAER
4 g Ledet 3 Hisid S LRI |

s %"m Ee L T @asen TP TREEELE, n&%m ﬁ.ﬁ{*‘ﬁw G5 Lk Nm'%d ABTLA 18

'y of il tounty, sod w*‘iw&mﬁfw deusriied ne Folioma,

A Tmslomles 3% 8 gelisl 2% Bink 20, 9 of $he Man? fuewen of 34 Yesabo
. Elowid m e cuvamr seesr %o Stslicn B meweenty £ /w*%, Yot g
Co- Elasr, 9. 9. & ., aed Meedlen 50, Tomwenin © Brrtle Mnwe 40 B,
LB » m,. fran s%..»a mm? [-ta w,zmm the TORDWD ~ommmmn OO Seotlieoss |
Ear Temnanip G Bareh, Swrw 35 Wedl, S, B e W el .;m?‘im; i, Towrehlp
: MBS KR Ve, B B R Wy in S0 wwmm;a 3inm Dalenesy ToELAEID
faptn eed Suachin % HoTAh Drexe Dowsh TIL,%0 reet dtsumal, i Trow

ﬂh'lom- leph Adosuriiael Talet the surner anEEDe b ¥ whiuss & a5l B, T

4 Bopil, Aieee 3o Jabl, N i & B, Beass 2 D et et i
o BT ,ama oy %waaum *x*, eme ¥ && *w* "";’QQN’J wm i £

a RreRE, *. zM Bpumb oF (Rete rbses. Yewen
Fix mﬂ@*gzz .‘3@-5&% of Imwrlioe Gu wperde

>

B
§ T e e E g
— .

*
3

ey
e

®
i
2

4

L
g
is,
i
%i
%
b1
%
ik
gy
By
E%
gf

Mt A ——————

il W
5 i“@”ﬁ“ﬁ e &

b= :‘%H'm 35 me xs‘ézﬁ.“ m,
wiak iy wh iy ol
: 1 *a&' Sao m" m»}" b
1 TSk : gf:n Fenl 2E B m‘»’ﬁ-ﬁ B _Bn N’wif*
id ol il m’l‘m&:, ﬁ:ﬁm&; Boasos NEh, Wrhl SOT0IT Uiad
i3 aiyr b 5 P ORTEeE A% ARG oW, g’w* w@mt
i Vst %00 Cawt 1w gsaiﬁ 1 KPRER Soweley i v‘wnzmw 5 i
N m-m,. i, Newth 577357 vayr s .ﬁ»& BA Tees, w pias in %
N al & Geep Suiefs BT ek MY 3 LE gerrsr 5D el mm:rm
Tk wn PR BIvaTaely Snedtibed 4 106 Doed 30 Bhuasds op lo
B Purdrye . Sikad mm:» 73, Saenly
0% B&G., oF Lrods, 4 g ¥ Bmeonaier

8 550 B il s b e 0. ¢ e &

v S Ehoe rollends 25 ooursrm G2 Gimbmareni  Afe, WTah g‘?":&v ;
5 ge zfx **3;? Tewt w2 & ol £r8a0w §** Hearkk 3 25 duel TheTR Twab w
2%5..5 Baaruie 308D W B8 3 uet 5I.OT Fae to o pofwt, mwg
"~ m*m 42 10T et n»:‘:&': Peerds S umz’r«z Eiomna Alui, daeth

: S 5 LEbi, fk“"?”" AR "M" T B
Lt w £ T ‘.i«’@ Fans % S Mm; thares 185,
'”"%a‘ BJE;Q» WD eyt M- ;f@m:z thmmnn L sty BINAAT Enat
Zeia seres bk, M Sy 47 wz t)? Fpwe B B

"f,awoa‘m M@»«euw&ljafmawgg%@

W@‘n ?g -@” M&" 3.‘:‘“

% 8o 3 pranty fhamns ﬁ% Bordh JBTHEY
DYY e te o palnkg $anis Blet, Porin ’ig’!r&m‘. IGEAD Paxb %o a ;wir&; . b
Paren TN, ToTws 190000 B $55,50 Tebt ‘;5:. 2 ghaimty themas z&m,. il :
F R Jued JESD feeh S 130 sonflnesdd of 2834 w\sﬁg@aﬁ i
TepEEiy dfved TSRIly Lo5Uwd ME And @m?%@ anlsgnd Tran wm gsﬁf& »
=7 ggfmmw; [ T s Baew LANGET wHEh t
LG ot ewm«a,« FIo8 Wareh $§” &ﬁv’i; ,%.5*) funt Sreiind *a&mhmigw i
Cwden Yp Me emdor ke ef S8 mjorsd Srerh, folisaln lfa ssecdrrs
Wy Bha Dallocien B comrses Su¥ S130andes: b, oot 2 Leed kv g gwint
Wﬁ; @sﬁnfm ﬁm‘. Erd w;;;é&w 2 mm&i Lo mwm&%wg i i
wde Py 38 Seww M B Bk W by Ry el w 52
Eaj [ ratnei tranes P Mg ieid - %) fm t 5 wﬁﬁ; Ebas B, !
e Espdh SOTHYY Ucey ?ﬁ’}' i }'mg 0 & wm PO -

ra =t ES el

gz %3 i"-@&ﬁ Lo & painy 3 ’%Wﬂ& Brak, Dowkh *?gz m‘h 335 gggrm & print:
3398, Degth 1Y DER.D0 Temt ggx % BOSTR s Lrenny dsw» Teuts .

&Y Jh* 231, 5% Sonk % 3 mm!w ihense Ik, Seuh Mg o m* 1355.,_
fond o a points Shenos Fhh, Seuvh 127 Peat 1% froh 45w poant ,
H Bhumnza 5N Seulh 57 Vagi (58 vk 32 & patnis Shamse “37En, Sousn 98"
K dprt Lot feet o 2 pelar Wﬁéﬁ South Zaak 150 Lot to B
P pulzry tm{: I, wm Hv“' Baps fwet Bm A mmg thmae WETR,
DR e e B Al e T S i
' » wu;m 3 Thomga y A Mnﬂ, o A podniy
i B o Vamh 355 SeahbeaBotpke. % St

H ; =
WL R L i i S SR L 5 GE 1 K

«Kﬁ!ﬂ%fé

o
o Sy
i

g S e 5 4
y

5 .

H

G

Epunly BTy

oo oy PERSe TR - YRR




B O T R e 4t e & 1 8 e o 8

t e smmnee e,

e e

.
¥
H
£
13
!

S FhEET
{M“Cﬁw poc Ly

N

o 2085 e SA3

e 8 ;mzw thineebith, Sewsh £3° Weet 208,00 fegt 7r & poleb, edos
KTEb, muth o0 oset 13 Pest o B paint ia eaid “E@ « 7 ob Yhe Tinml

TR m* wald Wanane Meliquls hanoe alwmy e, ¢ Snst .20 fest

15 Th SN o bEslrndng.

ﬁmwrr-: threlrie so ol theresl 23 bos besn comserad to the Piuts
o ulrlernia fow Dy o Wm, imelugins m i serpased by
sk Dosy duted awn #y 1@%* rotweded Hae 8L, 1995 an Trateonent
B, SEBY, tn Beesd 1375 abl Paor 295 of 00Pisia% Banendsn.

RS IAPRINY tlmredros 2 of 231 o}, con or obber IPFATOIEFIME Bl
FEBRSTE Yo, m*mw e ey wald i;f«z:«ﬁ, 2% TESETYTT Lm BhE Exed Crem plvis
C. Bo¥artin, nlse beown aw Cstalim Delrdin awmd Jzlels Enbetln, Yarewrios
TEARRIT, NM:?% ilen @mw, Jmuells gouahiesu M ey Lols wonsiidesy,
TR e Y. 1553, ms Tulrumeat Yo, ?’*&?, in Pook 991 8% My 0%

c ol feiving Mcmu.

Brnopting and @%awm@ umbe The ﬁmmw hevedn, for toe peried o theic
Ipver plun TueniE-ans FRlrY, €A Wivi Tl gno-bal? fajerert 1n and (3 9
P4 gw FHTPS e 22 athoy mﬁ**mwm su&ﬁtmm:sg wmiravals and waler
A%, wwew ov rycoverable Trea TRE Dertlen o subUrrise af She sbove Gage
orivvd Yasd 1yiog *aﬁsss: & pigne ;@emzﬁx@ &y wsd S0 §'awi e iadlly lelow
ke suy®ale &7 #3354 Yend, WLthewt, Boagees, (e PEEGG L0 omter ypon m&
fapfas. of waid lmwt o ary mfﬁ;m %W Ity abeve & JIsne paealle

ko mnd BUG foel rartisally below She surteve of sl lan,

Alao Expapting Thsrefrom tRat portios Aberect seacxibwd mx follows:

T T St s s, 83025

% 73

o

{

ah,

Bepgivesing »t ﬂmm«w& eormar o7 Paresi One wbows desoribod parcel, belcg ;%5 1
g pein® on line ¥o. O oF SR Inie Mejequlr s, sloag the AR iine e
b

< #Rid paxesl rbo f@zw&g PUUTSTE @RS Chutanegmi  Rorllt 3w waat, 3%

TeRdl thense FEvpin 3 Eant, 108,50 reety Vwnos Bowtl 10 wept % b

foety theoun neveh SES30Y wast, 308 Feer, thenpy Bovtk BY30Y Nest 1

Topl: tnemow tewring Said Hesteriy line ém 5" h5F 31 e, DL,

*e.-w Te 3 polink feom shish seid llee Be. 3 m Enjogul beassw Seunn

TEFER™ Lest, 63,13 fealy thacow Iowiy S7RBYSIT Vesb, *63.13 f‘cﬁst ta

ummwm&amwm.g@m%mmwwmm Heat,
23151 Pewly thence slowp seld Line o 9 Hest 331,00 fesl to Uat pednt

of bbgdaalimg,

PARCEL TR0 ,

AD SRBTEReNG .mm w*gm c:‘ wry o water wall sfight purposss, pmw&w risnt
aE8 fmetd aver mpor, and thoowsgl the followt
Sugsined Tanas amn% ot Lne Souikuast coxmer 6f PAroel sow Above dss-
5 themoe wlong the mwz’ix ilnw of said Pavcwl ooe Hurrh 39" went
33 nmz thavew senlisuizg xlong sals Pestesly Iins Powtn 23° ﬁ&a», 28,03
Tants theure Topmwiee mald &w:smw Tins Boeth BSYIMthL zam m*m Featy
Tsgrnse TAGLE TIELRLT yant 56,50 Fest R k peint op saiG Line Mo, B & Prom
welah bhe pelst of beglrmisg bears Vewt 99 feet; thewns alomk mald Line fo
D Hest 2 Lot be the polnt of bewlmmning.

ﬂ%"m NI MEPRYING frow PAKEL DES atove an mm;m% ,;1; TR ;mgz &)

wy uwmw Angyend 200 BEVERE STRP, mr&a&m@ gpon & stzly :

£ Trni i Cewk AD wAATH iyiss widecant 2o sod Fortheriy of Gae Snthesly H

m’ sale Fpeosl foa, szoepbing thav pORCLION fhwenod .\st witicie Lthe lings -
W&"Gmﬁ

U
Ry 5 cise-

[ 2 ge

#:

SO S fo
13 &z}

¥

Tant o EUAT IinE parpos: Fogadrv aht SLT4nes Tht dast, eor, unde
wmem wmd Tlomg 8 19 fom zr:r‘w = Zand Seenplied nm ?ﬁikm z-@mmag "
The SEELIEREY covnhy of Torevi URE heseln fayssibed Thence Puvth O W?ﬂ},
Bart 7L.8% fesk to t&s«e ey o the woeiter 1o of said ID rmt B

monts thenss gesth &}'g“@‘g ma‘s gﬁ?n fos ; sownme popih 61508 wast
ERLK Teats Uhases @ ¥ Utanon wouki &3“‘;&»* Yeny
b 3’ S Pty Thans m.»trg w*w* m@* 3%_&5 ﬂ’w?. iy appoiat on

S gupe
Be pf Favesl Sve hove 88 stive Cosepibel gam% Mﬁm “Bomin Ea S .

mi’ R0 Peat Foom the ewoileist odeer o #kS2 Foovel fen,

mm&‘.mmwumwm,mawarmm
Sppuribes] Luwd.

Dt Cmoomban BEkes X

Py

FERTE CF CALIVTENS i "
LRI Y . LADEE Dartem. w

e DResgher mm.&ﬁkw mm L

ﬁ:—%ew x&mﬂﬁ’ﬁg wrmﬁmmww ; .

L] ; ray @ggﬁg} SO WTARY SRS G WTARS -

"‘?ﬁﬁ :“i!” J—

o T . 05 e

ot e sk s mwrm& @‘i miﬁm
ﬁéﬁ;m i | e -

‘ ) - Bty Gorrmennss Egaren Bobi. %, 2080 : "
! AT ST o ]

[y VR B O

e b g w

. SATMGT IS i

—— 1 bty

¢
:
¢

e L 2T Aol U T S P




IIllI\llNBﬁlllll\llliI%illlllllllllilll\l

2RI

kecordad R i REC FEE 37.99

RECORDING REQUESTED BY AND Rl
WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO: Jogggﬁﬂgﬁﬁﬁgﬁgn |

\ County Clerk P@corderi
Patricia Paulsen b ; / ! il
Sunburst Church of Self Realization ‘\j Gd: 08P 20-fipr-2017 | Pege 1 of &
PO Box 2008 A
Buellton CA 93427 U
MAIL TAX STATEMENTS TO:
Patricia Paulsen
Sunburst Church of Self Realization
PO Box 2008
Buellton CA 93427

CORPORATION GRANT DEED

A.P.N.: 083-430-014

The undersigned Grantor declares:

Document Transfer Tax $ N/A. “This is a bonafide gift and the Grantor received nothing in return, Cal. Rev. &
Tax Code § 11911

(X ) computed on full value of property conveyed, or

() computed on full value less value of liens and encumbrances remaining at time of sale.

( X) Unincorporated area: Santa Barbara County, California

) Zé""’ilg*g’ﬁ’ %CW'\L for New Frontiers Holdings

Signature of Declarant o@em determining tax-Firm Name

FOR NO CONSIDERATION,

NEW FRONTIERS HOLDINGS, INC.,, a California Corporation, of 1984 Old Mission
Drive A7, Solvang, CA 93463, Grantor, a corporation organized under the laws of the state of
California, hereby GRANT(s) to

SUNBURST CHURCH OF SELF REALIZATION, a California nonprofit religious
corporation, of 7200 Highway 1, Lompoc, CA 93436, Grantee, certain real property located in the
County of Santa Barbara, State of California, as described on Exhibit A, attached hereto and
incorporated herein by this reference.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Grantor has caused this instrument to be executed as of the 19
day of April, 2017.
NEW FRONTIERS HOLDINGS, INC,,
a California corporation,_

By: Wiﬂ—

Name (Peint): ToneTiin LN
Its:__{YeSident

4842-2206-4963




EXHIBIT A

(Legal Description)

The land situated in the State of California, County of Santa Barbara, City of Buellton and is
described as follows:

PARCEL ONE:

A part of the Rancho Nojoqui, in the County of Santa Barbara, State of California, as granted by
the United States of America to Raymundo Carrillo, by patent dated September 11, 1869, and
recorded in Book "A" at Page 779, et seq., of Patents, in the office of the County Recorder of said
County, and particularly described as follows:

Beginning at a point in Line No. 9 of the Final Survey of said Rancho Nojoqui, at the corner
common to Section 31, Township 6 North, Range 31 West, S. B. & M., and Section 36, Township
6 North, Range 32 West, S. B. & M., from which point of beginning the corner common to Section
31, Township 6 North, Range 31 West, S. B. & M., and Section 36, Township 6 North, Range 32
West, S. B. & M., in the township line between Township 6 North and Township 5 North bears
South 701.58 feet distant, and from which last described point the corner common to Sections 1
and 2, Township 5 North, Range 32 West, S. B. & M., bears East 392.70 feet distant; thence from
said point of beginning, 1st, East 76.58 feet along said Line No. 9 of the Final Survey of said
Rancho Nojoqui and along the South line of said Section 31, Township 6 North, Range 31 West,
S. B. & M., to a point in the Westerly line of a certain county road; thence along same, 2nd, North
1°30' West 1118.04 feet to a point in the center line of a gulch near the West side of a bridge;
thence 3rd, East 11.22 feet to a point in the center line of said county road; thence along same, 4th,
North 17° West 59 feet to a point at an angle in the center line of said county road; thence 5th,
North 35°03' West 195.50 feet to a point at another angle in said county road; thence 6th, North
14°35' West 408 feet to a point; thence leaving the center line of said county road, 7th, North
67°15' West at 156.50 feet, a point in the center line of a deep gulch at the most Southerly corner
of that certain parcel of land as particularly described in the deed to Edwardo De La Cuesta to E.
S. Cordero, dated March 10, 1904 and recorded in Book 100 at Page 72, et seq., of Deeds, in the
office of the County Recorder of said County, 169.50 feet to a point; thence along the Westerly
line of said parcel of land, as described in said deed to Edwardo De La Cuesta to E. S. Cordero,
by the following 16 courses and distances: 8th, North 37°20' West 147.30 feet to a point; thence
9th, North 3°15' East 78.70 feet to a point; thence 10th, North 48°30' West 51.20 feet to a point;
thence 11th, North 12°10' West 76.30 feet to a point; thence 12th, North 54° West 55 feet to a
point; thence 13th, North 19°30' West 51.40 feet to a point; thence 14th, North 25°17' West 109
feet to a point; thence 15th, North 13°51' East 84.80 feet to a point; thence 16th, North 33°55' East
56.60 feet to a point; thence 17th, North 61°47' East 69 feet to a point; thence 18th, North 6°10'
West 91.80 feet to a point; thence 19th, North 13°45' East 73.20 feet to a point; thence 20th, North
20°25' East 77 feet to a point; thence 21st, North 15° West 153.80 feet to a point; thence 22nd,
North 18°30' West 136.50 feet to a point; thence 23rd, North 42°30' East 32.50 feet to the
confluence of said deep gulch and that certain creek locally known as and called Nojoqui Creek,
from said point of confluence, two willow trees marked "F. B. T." bears North 62°45' West 12.50




feet distant, and North 42°30" East 32.50 feet distant, respectively; thence up the center line of said
Nojoqui Creek, following its meanders by the following 23 courses and distances: 24th, West 33
feet to a point; thence 25th, South 40° West 330 feet to a point; thence 26th, South 10° West 132
feet to a point; thence 27th, South 29° West 165 feetto a point; thence 28th, South 44° West 140.58
feet to a point; thence 29th, North 68°30' West 137.28 feet to a point; thence 30th, South 8° East
132 feet to a point; thence 31st, South 8°30' West 165 feet to a point; thence 32nd, South 15° West
264.00 feet to a point; thence 33rd, South 41° West 111.54 feet to a point; thence 34th, South
67°30' West 135.96 feet to a point; thence 35th, South 12° West 264 feet to a point; thence 36th,
South 5° West. 264 feet to a point; thence 37th, South 49° West 144.54 feet to a point; thence 38th,
South 14° East 198 feet to a point; thence 39th, South 43° East 99 feet to a point; thence 40th,
South 73°45' East 157.74 feet to a point; thence 41st, South 22° East 321.42 feet to a point; thence
42nd, South 65° East 66 feet to a point; thence 43rd, South 8°30' West 165 feetto a point; thence
44th, South 54° 30" East 165 feet to a point; thence 45th, South 10° East 72.60 feet to a point;
thence 46th, South 23° West 108.90 feet to a point; thence 47th, South 15° East 33 feet to a point
in said Course No. 9 of the Final Survey of said Rancho Nojoqui; thence along same, 48th, East
962.28 feet to the point of beginning.

EXCEPTING therefrom that portion thereof as has been conveyed to the State of California, for
highway purposes, including the portion conveyed by the deed dated April 4, 1955 and recorded
May 24, 1955, as instrument No. 9257 in Book 1316, at Page 226 of Official Records.

ALSO EXCEPTING therefrom that portion thereof described as follows:

Beginning at Southwest corner of Parcel One above described parcel, being a point on Line No. 9
of said Rancho Nojoqui; thence, along the West line of said parcel, the following courses and
distances: North 16° West, 33 feet; thence North 23° East, 108.90 feet; thence North 10° West.
72.60 feet; thence North 54°30' West, 165 feet; thence North 8°30' East 165 feet; thence leaving
said Westerly line South 89°4531" East, 521.49 feet to a point from which said Line No. 9 of
Rancho Nojoqui bears South 0°14'53" West, 463.13 feet; thence South 0°14'53" West, 463.13 feet
to a point on said Line No. 9 from which the point of beginning bears West, 431.01 feet; thence
along said Line No. 9 West 431.01 feet to the point of beginning.

ALSO EXCEPTING therefrom 1/2 of all oil, gas or other hydrocarbon substances in, under or
upon said land, as reserved in the deed from Sylvia C. McMartin, also known as Cecelia McMartin
and Sylvia McMartin, Veronica Clinton, Josephellen Hanse, Cecilia Rouchleau and Mary Lois
Rouchleau, recorded May 18, 1951 as Instrument No. 7747 in Book 991 at Page 284 of Official
Records.

ALSO EXCEPTING therefrom for the period of their lives plus twenty-one years, an undivided
one-half interest in and to all oil, gas, petroleum and other hydrocarbon substances, minerals and
water in, under or recoverable from the portion of subsurface of the above described land lying
below a plane parallel to and 500 feet vertically below the surface of said land, without, however,
the right to enter upon the surface of said land or any portion thereof, lying above a plane parallel
to and 500 feet vertically below the surface of said land, as reserved by Peter M. Flanagan, et ux.
,in the deed recorded December 31, 1964 as Instrument No. 54827 in Book 2085, Page 942 of

Official Records.




PARCEL TWO:

An easement and right of way for water well si#t purposes, pumping plant and incidentals thereto
over, under, upon, and through the following described land: Beginning at the Southerly terminus
of the 47th course of Parcel One hereinabove described; thence Northerly along said 47th course
North 15° West 33 feet; thence continuing North 23° East 28.83 feet; thence North 85°34'45" East,
100.40 feet; thence South 3°01'45" West 66.50 feet to a point on said Course No. 9 from which
the point of beginning bears West 99 feet; thence along said Course No. 9 West 99 feet to the point
of beginning.

PARCEL THREE:

An easement for water line purposes, repairs and maintenance of the same, over, under, upon and
along a 10 foot strip of land described as follows: Commencing at the Southerly terminus of the
47th course of Parcel One hereinabove described; thence North 0°14'53" East 21.45 feet to the
beginning of the center line of said 10 foot easement; thence South 89°37'36" West 95.72 feet;
thence North 61°08' West 55.00 feet; thence South 35°07' West 40.50 feet; thence South 86°55'
West 97.00 feet; thence North 50°47' West 83.55 feet to a point on the East line of Parcel Two
here and above described, said point being South 3°01'45" West 6.00 feet from the Northeast
corner of said Parcel Two.

APN: 083-430-014




ACKNOWLEDGMENT

A notary public or other officer completing this
certificate verifies only the identity of the individual
who signed the document to which this certificats is
attached, and not the truthfuiness, accuracy, or
validity of that document.

State of Ca%
County of i@x. Pa o )

onbypvil 19, Zoity

personally appeared ¢ ey 3 bl
who proved to me on the basxs of sausfactary ewdence to be the personts) whose
nama&@h@are subscribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me that
(hefshelthey executed the same in @eri’shelr authorized capacity{les), and that by
{hisfherftheir sugnature@) on the instrument the person(g) or the entity upon behalf of
which the person(¥) acted, executed the instrument.

| certify under PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the State of California that
the foregoing paragraph is true and correct.
TIOMESON b

mcRow # 3111222
NOTARY PUBLIC-CALIFORNIA

EARACQUHTV
e Dot MAY 12, 2019

WITNESS my hand and official seal.

gco-«c::aw

o

Signatur




NOJOQUI FARM/SUNBURST
WELL COMPLETION REPORT
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NOJOQUI MAIN WELL
PUMP TEST RESULTS
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NOJOQUI FARM
WATER CONSUMPTION
2010-2020



2010 to 2016

Year Start Finish Months  Gallons
With Data Pumped
2010 1/6/2010  12/30/2010 12 37,431,600
2011 12/30/2010 1/2/2012 iz 48,656,600
2012 1/2/2012  12/31/2012 12 39,429,000
2013 12/31/2012 6/26/2013 6 14,754,800
2015  12/31/2014 10/28/2015 10 24,774,100
2016 1/14/2016  12/22/2016 11 20,855,800
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MOONSHINE WELLS 1 & 2
WELL COMPLETION REPORTS
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State of California

Well Completion Report

Form DWR 188 Complete 11/28/2017
WCR2017-005533

Owner's Well Number

Local Permit Agency

Secondary Permit Agency

Date Work Began  09/13/2016 Date Work Ended  10/08/2016
Santa Barbara County Environmental Heaith Services
Permit Number 0000438 Permit Date  03/30/2015

Well Owner (must remain confidential pursuant to Water Code 13752) Planned Use and Activity
Name  XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX Activity  New Well
Mailing Address X
g XXX XXKXKXXXX XXX XXX Planned Use  Other
XXXXXXXXXXKXKK XXX KKK
. - Specify Agriculture & Domestic
City  XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXKKX State XX Zip  XXXXX
Well Location
Address 1889 Highway 101 APN 083430014
City  Gaviota Zip 93117 County Santa Barbara Township 08 N
Latitude 34 33 104 N Longitude -120 11 305 w ange 31w
. - Section 31
Deg. Min. Sec. Deg. Min. Sec. Baseline Meridian  San Bernardino
Dec Lat. 34.5528889 Dec. Long.  -120.1918056 Ground Surface Elevation
Vertical Datum Horizontal Datum  WGS84 Elevation Accuracy
Location Accuracy ~ >50 Ft Location Determination Method ~ Other Elevation Determination Method

Borehole Information

Water Level and Yield of Completed Well

Orientation  Vertical Specify

Drilling Method  Direct Rotary Drilling Fluid Bentonite

Depth to first water (Feet below surface)

Depth fo Static

Water Level (Feet) Date Measured  10/08/2016
Total Depth of Bori 800 Feat Estimated Yield” 25 (GPM) Test Type Pump
otai e [e) orin ee
P ¢ Test Length (Hours) Total Drawdown (feet)
Total Depth of Completed Well 800 Feet *May not be representative of a well's long term yield.
~ Geologic Log - Free Form
Depth from
Surface Description
Feet to Feet
o] 10 Light brown clayey silt
10 20 Dark grey silt and clay
20 30 Orange brown gravelly silt
30 150 | Dark grey siltstone and shale, hard
150 160 | Blue grey siltstone, hard
160 260 | Grey brown shale
260 300 | Blue grey siltstone, hard
300 310 | Dark grey brown shale and clay
310 365 | Blue grey siltstone
365 390 | Blue grey sandstone, fine grained

Form DWR 188 rev. 12/19/2017

Page 1 of 3



390 400 | Dark grey shale and sandstone, very fine grained
400 430 | Blue grey siltstone and sandstone, very fine grained
430 440 | Biue grey sandstone, very fine grained
440 450 | Dark grey siltstone, hard
450 530 | Blue grey very fine grained sandstone
530 540 | Dark grey siltstone very fine grained
540 550 | Blue grey sandstone very fine grained
550 600 | Dark grey siltstone and blue grey sandstone, very fine grained
600 670 | Blue grey sandstone, very fine to fine grained
670 690 | Blue grey sandstone and siltstone
6980 800 | Blue grey shale and sandstone
Casings
Wall Outslde Slot Size
Cas#lng Dep?egrﬂglélé?ace Casing Type Materlal Caslngs Specificatons | Thickness {| Dlameter ST(_:reen If any Description
(inches) {inches) ype (inches)
1 0 260 | Blank PVC 0OD: 6.625in. | SDR: 0.316 6.625
211 Thickness: 0.316
in.
1 260 800 | Screen PVC 0OD:6.625in. | SDR: 0.316 6.625 Mitled 0.032
211 Thickness: 0.316 Slots
in.
* Annular Material
Depth from
Surface Fill Fill Type Details Filter Pack Size Description
Feet to Feel
51 800 Filter Pack | Other Gravel Pack Gravel Pack
0 51 Cement Other Cement Sanitary Seal
Other Observations:
Form DWR 188 rev. 12/19/2017 Page 2 of 3



Borehole Specifications Certification Statement

Depth from I, the undersigned, canify that thie report is comp'ste and accurate to the best of my knowledge and betief
Sutface Borehole Diameter (iﬂChE‘S) Name CASCADE WELL CO
Feet to Feet
Person, Firm or Corporation
0 ] 800 | 12.25
1200 VIA REGINA _SANTA CA 93111
Address City State Zip
Signed  efectronic signature received ~ 11/22/2017 496704
C-57 Licensed Water Well Contractor [xale Signed C-57 License Number
Attachments DWR Use Only
1889 Hwy 101 Map.pdf - Location Map CSG # State Well Number Slte Cods Local Well Number
I I A
Latitude Deg/lin/Sec Longitude Deg/Min/Sec
TRS:
APN:

Form DWR 188 rev. 12/19/2017 Page 3 of 3



APPROVED SINGLE PARCEL WATER SYSTEM



Environmental Health Services

225 Camino Del Remedlo, Santa Barbara, CA, 93110 ¢ (805) 681-4900
2125 8. Centerpointe Pkwy., #333 + Santa Maria, CA 93455-1340 4 (805) 346-8460

Single Parcel Water System Permit Application

BEFLETYTEM YWY

(] Single Parcel Water System (1 — 4 connections) Plan Review - $1,604 [4617]

Required Atmchments: TFOR OFFICE USE ONLY
&&= Water System Exclusive Ownership Declaration— Complete Attachment 1 (see Application Rec'dDate:
Instructions — item D.) Rec'd By:
«&  Copy of Grant Deed (see Application Instructions — item D.) e
57 Copy of easement if using offsite source. (see Application Instructions — item D.) SR#
4 Plot Plan - Complete Attachment 2 (see Application Instructions — item K.) District #
47 Schematic Drawing — Complete Attachment 3 (see Application Instructions — item L.) e

A Pump specifications (see Application Instructions — item L.)
a7 Pump Test Report (see Application nstructions ~ item 1)
A7 Water Quality Chemical Analysis results (see Application Instructions — item J.)
9. Water Treatment Letter — included as Attachment 4 {see Application Instructions — item J.)

APPLICANT: 3 Property Owner [ Licensed Well Drilling Contractor  [I Owner's Agent (Authovized in writing)

Property Owner 5 ses s Ciluacy /farmey Dhpissd Telephone No, ( 205) 2491 - 2440,
Mailing Address: 1. o S0 BUs o  Ca HBd2z2T
Street Number and Name City State/ Zip Code

(f applicant is other than Property Owner):

: ! IE T I TP Vo g 23, e g ey . . -7 e égyﬁ-' .
Applivamt’s Name Ladd@ens  Eapagdealhone: o107 ql: Sheat Pl bOtheesa@ B gy

Applicant’s Address; P-® . Beoyw 1812 BAaIts WAL CA 13456
.. Soeet Nt,;:gbw and Name o City State/ Zip Coud
Site Location: #8119 Lemale iy 1601 Bus Lt a0
Street Number and MName City State/ Zip Code

N s T | g . i oAb
Assessor's Parcel Number 2 553 - 5 20 . o v <0

1. Number of Existing Water Connections: 2. 2. Water System Location:
Number of New Water Connections:  ¢3 BT OnProject Property igctmz. S/ STex]
Type of New Water Connection(s): 47 Off-Site (see Applic?tion Insu%gti\zns - itemﬁD) {,age%’;gém
O Commercial Building (I Single Family Residence (Assessors Parcel 0 B 5 - 4 F e -0 1 5
0 Mobile Home 0 Additional Dwelling Unit
3, Water System Source: 4. Well Data:
#T Well [ Horizontal Well Date Drilled:  °* 2‘/ Gt
{3 Spring [J Creek / Stream Well Permit # WJCE (D1 1717
If the source is a well, please complete the attached schematic
diagram. If the source is a spring, horizontal well or creek/stream,
attach appropriate schematic,
5. Other Water Source 6. Type of Permit: ‘
O Public O Private # Hone [0 Construction FT Modification &F
' Bl ST, SME.
7. Source Yield / Pump Test Report: 8. Water Quality Chemical Analysis:
(Prom test completed in last 5 years) (From test completed in last 3 years)
gt . .
Gallons Per Minute: 10 ot g i No Treatn.xent rec:thed 0 Treatment‘ required ‘
TAsas B i Yo Heporty (Attach analysis and indicate treatment equipment on schematic.
Treatment form and equipment specifications are required.)

EHS 46-3 (Rev 7/17/2018) Page 1of6




9. LEGAL DECLARATION

Li1CENSED CONTRACTOR DECLARATION
1 hereby aftirm that I am a licensed under the provisions of Chapter 9 (commencing with Sec. 7600) of Division 3 of the Business and Professions Code
and such licenge (C-57 or C-61) is in full force and effect.

MUl ARY capm e {éﬁﬁg Pl ‘

Priat Name of Contractor Signature of Contractor Date

Lic. No.; ... OfficeTelephone __  CellPhone:

Business Name: ) Address

10. (Complete ‘A’ or ‘B?)

A. WORKERS’ COMPENSATION DECLARATION
| hereby affirm one of the following:
[0 Ihave and will maintain a certificate of consent to self-insure for workers’ compensation, as provided for by Section

3700 of the Labor Code, for the performance of the work for which this permit is issued.
[ 1 have and will maintain workers’ compensation insurance, as provided for by Section 3700 of the Labor Code, for

the performance of work for which this permit is issued. My insurance carrier and policy number are:
Carrier Policy No.
Applicant Signature . Dae

B. CERTIFICATION OF EXEMPTION FROM WORKERS’ COMPENSATION INSURANCE
I certify that in the performance of work for which this permit is issued, 1 shall not employ any person in a manner so s to become subject to the

Worker’s Compensation } ;;am of U mngw‘ s oy j.«
Applicant Signature Cifandsw 7 fuidiit Date

Notice to Applicant: If, after making this Certificate of Exempuon you should become subject to the Workers® Compensauon provisions of the
Labor Code, you must forthwith comply with such provisions or this permit shall be deemed revoked.

11. When signed by the Environmental Health Specialist, this application shall become a Permit to Construct a Single Parcel Water
System and is not a “permit for development” as that term is used in the California Subdivision Map Act. Approval is based entirely
on the review of information submitted by the applicant and is not a guarantee as to the future quality or quantity of water which will
be provided by the water system. Permits are valid for three years from the date of issuance, Permits are not transforable. Please note
additional permits (e.g., electrical installation, land use clearance, grading) may also be required from other agencies prior to the
installation of the water system,

In accordance with the requirements of Santa Barbara County Code, I do hereby make application for a permit to construct a Single
Parcel Water System and certify that the above information is true and correct. The permit application must be signed by the parcel
owner, his/her agent (with written authorization) or a licensed contractor, A manually signed copy of this application delivered by
facsimile, email, or other electronic transmission shall be deemed to have the same legal effect as delivery of an original signed copy
of this application.

REQUIRED INSPECTIONS [ FINAL CLEARANCE: Prior to final clearance/occupancy:
1. Disinfect and flush the completed water system per EHS instructions.
2.  After flushing, a final inspection and bacteriological sampling must be scheduled directly with the approving Environmental
Health Specialist at least two (2) business days in advance,
3. Submit a chemical analysis of treated water (if treatment is required).
4, Obtain written occupancy from Environmental Health.

Signed  Culrmrs B Wartdgemas - fﬁmé;m sf” a S ol 124
Apphieant Dwned Apent/Licensed Conrackor (Print Mame) Apphicant s ‘a;gmmw ’ Drase
FORDEPARTMENT USE ONLY
APPLICATION DISPOSITION: Approved [J Denied
Signed Belinda Huy 07/26/21
Exvinormental HEALTH SFECTALIST DATE
Fixed Fee Rec'd: by: Date/Amt, $ Credit Card: [J Check/Receip/Trans, No.:
# Hourly Billing: Applicant notified of amount due by Plan Checker (Initials): Date:
Rec'd by DistafAmi, $ Cradit Card: [ CheckiReceiptTrans, No.: #
Date plans resubmitted {1) 2 (2)
Permit Conditions:
Final Construction Approved by: Date:
Final Clearance by: Date:

EHS 46-3 (Rev 7/17/2019) Page 2 of 6



DOMESTIC WATER SYSTEM PLOT PLAN
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Post Office Box 1812
Santa Maria, CA 33456
{805] 928-0223

NOJOQUI FARM CANNABIS PROJECT
WATER QUALITY MEMO
MAY 2022

ADDENDUM TO NOJOQUI WATER SOURCE & WATER DEMAND REPORT
(DATED MARCH 2022)

Purpose

At the time the Water Source & Water Demand Report for the Nojoqui Farm cannabis project
was submitted to Santa Barbara County Planning & Development a key water guality analysis
was still pending. Katherman Exploration Co. retrieved a surface water sample from Nojoqui
Creek for the purpose of comparing the water chemistry of the creek water to the groundwater
chemistry of the water extracted from the Nojogui Main Well.

When the surface water sample was taken, it was determined through use of a hand-held TDS
(total dissolved solids) meter that the surface water was a less saline or fresher water than that
of the produced water from the Main Well. Consequently, more detailed laboratory analysis of
the surface water was warranted. The subject creek water sample was taken and delivered to
FGL (Fruit Growers Lab) on February 4, 2022.

Water Quality Results

A complete water analysis (drinking water standards) was originally obtained on the Nojoqui
Main Well in April of 2020, when this well was pump tested (results in Water Source & Water
Demand Report). These analyses were compared to the recent analyses of the surface water.
The following is a chart of the differing levels of constituents in the two water samples:

Constituent . Main Well Nojogui Creek
Spec. Cond 1300 umhos/cm 927 umhos/cm
DS 840 mg/! 590 mg/!

PH ‘ 7.0 8.3



Page 2
Water Quality Memo
Nojoqui Farm

May 2022

Constituent Main Well Noiogui Creek
lron ND 410 %
Manganese ND 10

Zinc 70 ug/! 30 ug/|
Nitrate 35.5 mg/I 14.3 mg/l
Arsenic ND 3 ug/l
Chromium ND 19 ug/l
Lead 1.5 ug/l ND

Color ND 10

Odor ND 4

The most significant deviations between the two subject water samples are centered around
the Specific Conductivity (SP), the Total Dissolved Solids (TDS) and the PH. The SP and TDS levels
are indicative of the water's overall salinity. Therefore, the salinity of the Main Well water is
42% more saline than the surface water from Nojoqui Creek. In addition, the PH of the waters
are also different with the water from the Main Well being neutral at 7.2, while the creek water
is significantly more alkaline at 8.3.

The other differing key components in the two water samples included iron, which in the creek
water exceeds the allowable level for drinking water or potable water. In the Main Well water
the iron levels is non-detect or ND. The Nojoqui Creek water is higher in manganese, arsenic,
chromium, color and odor. Color and odor may be higher just due to the creek water
interacting with the creek sediments and and decaying plant material. The Main Well water is
higher in zinc and nitrates, but neither is above the allowable levels (MCL’s) for drinking water.
The complete chemical analyses are included in the Appendix.

This measured difference in the water chemistry between the Main Well water and Nojoqui
Creek water further confirms and provides evidence in support of statements 4 and 5 in section
of the Nojoqui Water Source and Water Demand Report dealing with the origin of the area
groundwater extracted from the Main well. These statements are listed below:

4. The subject Nojoqui Main Well contains a confining clay layer from near surface to 37
feet. This clay layer is mostly impermeable and will not readily transmit water
downward into the water-bearing sediments below it. This clay zone likely also confines
the subsurface flow from communicating directly with the surface flow.



Page 3

Water Quality Memo
Nojoqui Farm

May 2022

5. In support of Statement #4 above, there are different water chemistries between the
surface water of the creek and the water-bearing sediments below the confining clay
layer. The chemical analysis on the creek surface water is pending, but a hand-held
Total Dissolved Solids {TDS) meter indicated a TDS or salinity level of 300+ parts per
million (ppm) versus 860 ppm for the recently tested groundwater being produced from
the Main Well. A significantly different value for salinity further indicates that the
subsurface water produced by the Main Well is in minimal communication at this
location with the surface waters from the Nojogui Creek.

This memo/addendum to the Nojoqui Water Source and Water Demand Report has been
prepared by Katherman Exploration Co.

(le& &, ﬁ{ﬁ»ﬁzﬂw Date: 5‘/5‘/2032,.

Charles E. Katherman, CA P.G. #4069

Nojoqui_WaterQualityMemo_May2022



May 19, 2020

A& A Pump & Well Service

123 Industiial Way
Bueliton, CA 93427

Lab ID
Customer [D

Sampled On
Sampled By
Received On

» SP 2005622-002
12—

1

-3 1

931

“Apnl 29, 2020-10:30
: Richard Alexander
S Apnil 29, 2020-14:00

Matrix : Ground Water
Description AgWell |
Project - Nojoqui Farms
Sample Resuit - Inorganic
Constituent Result POL Units Note Sample Preparation Sample Analvsis
Nethod Date/ID Method Date/ID
General Minerai
Total Hardness as CaCO3 4351 . me/L, 0.7 03/01:20:204875 057 GIDLI2:206816
Caleium 116 1 mgfl. 2007 OR0LI0:20:875 60,7 OSI01/20:2065 10
Magnesium 4 1 mg/L 2697 GFO10:204576 W07 030120:206815
Potassium ND 1 mgiL, 2007 030120:204875 0.7 03101/20,206810
Sodium 68 1 mg/L 200.7 0501420204876 00,7 03'01430:106510
Total Cations 12.0 - meq/L. 2007 G3G1120:204576 0.7 050130206810
Boren 0.2 0.1 me/L, 2067 03:01:20:204875 0.7 DS04I0:206210
Copper 20 10 ug/l OSiD120:204875 kol
Iron N 30 ug/l.
Manganese ND 10 gl
Zinc 70 20 ug/L
Gypsum Requircment 0.03 - :
SAR 1.4 . - 2007 0501/20:203876 007
giéj’é)(;i Kalinity (as 10 mgil 23208 16:205160 23208
Hydroxide as OH 10 mgil, BB OFOT20:203108 23268
Carbonate as CO3 10 mg/L 13308 720:205109 3208
Bicarbonate as HCO3 10 mg/L BWB 030720305109 23208
Sullate I# mg/L 305.0 B429020:204707
Chioride i mgiL, 000 CHIHID204707
Nitrate as NO3 04 mgfl 360.6 GH29120:164797
Nitrite as N .2 ma/l 3000 O 22HTET
Nitrate + Nitrile as N 0.1 mg/L 300.0 4299200304797 300.0
Fluoride 0.1 mg/L 2000 2906:204797 300.9
Total Anious - megiL 13108 U5(0720:205109 3208 050071302073 14
pH (Field) — uiils 4500.1 B 2 H00HE 24292020570y
Specific Conductance H umhos/cm 5108 5108 0505/20:2071 22
Total Dissolved Solids 20 myg/L ZH0CE ™00 DS03120:206830
Total D!SSQWE(E Solids 931 — mueil, W07 GOLIANSKTG 207 DAL
(sumy) =
8B AS EBxtraction ND 0.1 me'l, 300 G129020:204533 33:0C 12910206866
t Aggressiveness Index 12.0 — - PILHE  0M2000204889 | 4500HE  owzsizgaosTos
1Langelier Tndex (20°C) 0.07 - - WOLHE 042900204359 | 4500MB ovawmnansios
Mitrate Nitrogen 8.0 0.1 me/L 300.0 4 IMNI0TST 360.0 DH30720:206335
Metals, Total
Aluminum ND 10 ug/T. 2003 0+130/20:304528 260.8 O30 10705718
:k!!tiinﬁﬂ}" ND 1 Ué.‘"L. UKLR Gr3/ X I04828 0.8

Page 6of 18

Corgorate Offices & Latoratary
853 Corp ‘a‘cn :n'ea‘

Office & Laboratory

2300 Stagecoass Road
at«:ckﬂ.n CA95215

{209)942.0182

{2091942-0423
CTAELAP Carllication Mo, 1583

Office & Laboratory
SE2 E. Lindo Avanus

o, A QB85
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March 16, 2022 LabID : CC 2280404-001
Customer ID : 8-644
Katherman Exploration
PO Box 18‘12 Sampled On  : February 4, 2022-08:15
Santa Maria, CA 93456 Sampled By : Charles Katherman
Received On : February 4, 2022-10:54
Matrix : Ground Water
Description  : NOJOQUI Creek
Project : Ground Water Monitoring
Sample Result - Inorganic
Constituent Result PQL Units Note Sample Preparation Sample Analysis
Method Date/ID Method Date/ID
General Mineral
Total Hardness as CaCO3 384 25 mg/L 200.7 02/08/22:201472 200.7 02/08/22:201996
Calcium 96 1 mg/L 2007 0202201472 | 2007 02/08/22:201996
Magnesium 35 1 mg/L 2007 020872201472 | 2007 02/08/22:201996
Potassium 2 1 mg/L 200.7 02/08/22:201472 200.7 02/08/22:201996
Sodium 535 1 mg/L 200.7 02008/22:201472 | 2007 02/08/22:201996
Total Cations 10.1 - meg/L 200.7 02108/22:201472 200.7 0208/22:201996
Boron 0.2 0.1 mg/L 200.7 02108/22:201472 260.7 02/08/22:201996
Copper 10 10 ug/L 200.7 02/08/22:201472 200.7 02/08/22:201996
Iron 410 30 ug/L 2007 02108/22:201472 | 2007 02/08/22:201996
Manganese 10 10 ug/L, 200.7 02/08/22:201472 200.7 02/08/22:201996
Zinc 30 20 ug/L 200.7 02/08/22:201472 200.7 02/08/22:201996
SAR 1.2 0.1 - 200.7 02/08/22:201472 200.7 02/08/22:201996
Total Alkalinity (as CaCO3) 230 10 mg/L 23208 02/14/22:201725 23208 0/15/22:202333
Hydroxide as OH ND 10 mg/L 2320B OU14/22:201725 | 23208 02/15/22:202333
Carbonate as CO3 ND 10 mg/L. 23208 02/14/22:201725 23208 0V15/22:202333
Bicarbonate as HCO3 280 10 mg/L 2320B  OM14/22:20i725 | 23208 02/1522:302333
Sulfate 166 0.5 mg/L 300.0 02/09/22:201510 300.0 02/09/22:202098
Chiloride 66 1 me/L 3000 02/09/22:201510 3000 02/09/22:202098
Nitrate as NO3 i4.3 0.2 m:c__:JL 4S00NO3F  02/08/22:201450 | 45CONO3F  QLO8/22:201973
Nitrite as N ND 0.2 mg/L 300.0 02/09/22:201510 300.0 02/05/22:202098
Nitrate + Nitrite as N 32 0.2 mg/L 4S00NOSF  02/08/22:201490 | 4500NO3F  02/08/22:201973
Fluoride 03 0.1 mg/L 360.0 02109/22:201510 300.0 02/09/22:202098
Total Anions 10.2 - meq/L 23208 02/14/22:201725 2320B 0215/22:202333
PH 8.3 - units 4500-HB  0223/22:202139 |  4500HB 02/23122:202783
Specific Conductance 927 1 umhos/cm 25108 02/11/22:201632 25108 02/11422:202132
Total Dissolved Solids 590 20 mg/L 2540CE 0209722201521 | 2540C  D2I0N22:202092
MBAS Screen Negative 0.1 mg/L 5540C  02W5/22:201547 | sse0C ozmsnz:zoz01s
Aggressiveness Index 13.0 1 - 4500-HB  02/23/22:202139 | 4500HB  0WI522:202783
Langelier Index (20°C) 1.2 1 . 4500-H B 02723/22:202139 | 4500HB 022322202783
Nitrate Nitro gen 3.2 0.2 mg/L 4500NO3F  0208/22:201490 | 4500NO3F  02/08/22:201973
Metals, Total
Aluminum ND 20 ug/L 008 0207722:201438 | 2008 02107/22:201922
Antimony ND 1 ug/L 200.8 02/07/22:201438 2008 02/07/22:201922
Arsenic 3 1 ug/L 200.8 02007/22:201438 200.8 02107/22:201522
Barium 53 1 ug/L. 200.8 02007/22:201438 200.8 0207/72:201922
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Env FAX: (805)525-4172 / Ag FAX: (B05)382-2063

CA ELAP Certification No. 1573

FAX: (209)942-0423

FAX: (530)343-3807

FAX: (805)783-2612

FAX: (559)734-8435

CA ELAP Cedtification No. 1563 CA ELAP Certification No. 2670 CA ELAP Certification No. 2775 CA ELAP Certification No. 2810



March 16, 2022 Lab ID : CC 2280404-001
Description : NOJOQUT Creek Customer ID : 8-644

Sample Result - Inorganic
Counstituent Result PQL Uniits Note Sample Preparation Sample Analysis

Method Date/ID Method Date/ID

Metals, Total
Beryllium ND 1 ug/L 2008 02107/22:201438 2008 020722:201922
Cadmium ND 02 ug/L 008 020722201438 | 2008 02A07122:201922
Chromium 19 1 ug/L 2008 020%22:201438 | 2008 02/07/22:201922
Lead ND 0.5 ug/L 008 0207/22:201438 200.8 0207/22:201922
Mercury ND 0.02 ug/L 2451 02/08/22:201484 | 2451 02/09122:202106
Nickel yA 1 ug/L 200.8 0207/22:201438 200.8 02/07/22:201922
Selenium 14 1 ug/L 200.8 02/07/22:201433 2008 02/07/22:201922
Silver ND 1 ug/L 008 0207722201438 | 20058 0207/22:201922
Thallium ND 0.2 ug/L 2008 02/07/22:201438 200.8 0207/22:201922
Vanadium 7 2 ug/L 200.8 02/07/22:201438 2005 0207122:201922
Wet Chemistry
Color, Apparent 10 5 units 21208 0205122:202018 21208 02/05/22:202652
Odor 4 i TON 21508 0205/22:202029 | 21508 0205/22:202668
Turbidity 0.39 0.1 NTU 2130B 02/05/22:201531 21308 02/09/22:202003

ND=Non-Detected. PQL=Practical Quantitation Limis,

* PQL adjusted for dilution.
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ATHERMAN
E PLORAT[ON CO, LLC Post Office Box 1812

Santa Maria, CA 83458
{805) 828-0223

TO: PLANNING COMMISSION, SANTA BARBARA COUNTY

FROM: CHARLES KATHERMAN, P.G. #4069
HYDROLOGIST FOR NOJOQUI FARM PROJECT

SUBJECT: RESPONSE TO NEWTON MEMORANDUM

DATE: AUGUST 4, 2022

Dear Commissioners,

it appears as though the recently received memo from the Appellant's geologist, Mr. Newton, is missing
the mark as to the necessary requirements of Santa Barbara County P&D in their analysis of the
groundwater conditions and available water supply to adequately service the proposed Nojoqui Project.
The subject memo focuses primarily on the application of the Cannabis Cultivation Policy of the State
Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and passes judgment as to how it might be applied to the
subject project (19LUP-00000-00530). For the record it's not up to the Appellant's geologist to
determine how the California Department of Fish & Wildlife (CDFW) will ultimately determine if any
conditions and restrictions on pumping are required {through the project LSA) under which the
subject project will operate. Currently as the project hydrologist, my job is to supply the County
planners and your Commission with my best interpretation of the actual groundwater conditions
underlying the Nojoqui area, as determined by my 35 years of local knowledge and experience, my
review of 30+ area well completion reports, the actual testing (pumping ) data of the key wells for the
project, chemical analyses of the wells produced water and creek surface waters, and the review of the
area Dibblee geologic maps and prior geologic reports.

Eighty percent of the Appellant's geologic conclusions are based on his reinterpretation of all of the
hydrology work/reports | have produced for this project order to make a point that he believes the
project will be subject to the SWRCB/CDFW cannabis rules. Of course the Nojoqui Project is subject to
cannabis policy (to the extent that they apply), every cannabis project is. But CDFW's rational on
determining the validity of each project is also based on local hydrologic conditions, area geography,
proximity to the riparian areas, climate, the project’s historic and future water use, regional water use,
basin drawdown or depletion, etc. The Appellant's geologist has produced no independent analysis of
the project, such as whether there is adequate water for the project, the viability of the project wells,
the viability of the Appellant's wells and the effects of the subject project on the Appellant’s water wells.
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Response to Planning Commission
August 2022

That said, the following bullet points are important to note in your review:

* The Nojoqui Area is not a State designated groundwater basin, and therefore is not classified as
" in decline”. Variation in the groundwater conditions within this small basin generally have
occurred due to drought conditions, not from over use of the water supply. Currently there is
still surface flow in Nojoqui Creek after three years of drought.

¥ The majority of the Nojoqui area water wells also produce water from the older sediments lying
beneath the alluvial sediments.

* The Appellant's hydrology memo fails to address the Appellant's concerns of overdraft in the
Nojoqui Creek area. No proof of this overdraft was presented.

* The Appellant's hydrology memo fails to address whether the Applicant's proposed water use
will "constitute deleterious water usage in an already impaired watershed" as quoted by the
Appellant. Additionally, no data from the Appellant has been presented that offers proof of an
impaired water shed and over usage by the Applicant.

* The Appellant's wells have failed to produce enough water to support his farming operation for
over 30 years prior to the current drought. This has forced him to buy water from a ranch to the
south of the Nojoqui Project and from a water well he doesn't own. (personal communication
with the Appellant).

* According to the UC Ag Extension the Appellant's blueberry farming requires 3 times as much
water per acre (5000 gallons per day per acre), as the estimated water per acre that will be
consumed by the Nojoqui operation.

* Due to the existence of subsurface clay layers in the Nojoqui Main Water Well, there appears to
be a high degree of hydraulic isolation between the water producing zone (both alluvial and
older sediments) and the surface or subterranean waters of Nojoqui Creek.

This memo has been prepared and submitted by:

Olntce £ AT o 84 2022

Charles E. Katherman, PG #4069

NojoguiFarm_ResponseMemo_Appeal_Aug2022



