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July 11,2017

Honorable Members of the California Coastal Commission
Jeannine Manna, North Central Coast District Supervisor
California Coastal Commission

45 Freemont Street, Suite 2000

Re: Revised Findings, ltem No. F11a
Marin County LCP Amendments LCP-2-MAR-15-0029-1

Honorable Commissioners and Staff:

As the new 4™ District Supervisor for Marin County, which includes all the coastal zone, |
recognize the importance of our Local Coastal Plan and the significance of any upcoming
updates. We have been fully invested in making sure that the success of our agricultural
community and health of our coastline are our guiding principles.

It has come to my attention that my staff has found some changes to your draft Findings
that may negatively affect the future of our agricultural community. I have been briefed on
these changes and they are detailed in the letter from our Community Development
Agency Director, Brian Crawford dated July 10, 2017.

I fully support my staff's recommendation that you maintain the revised draft Findings true
to your November 2™, 2016 approved changes--as shown through your commission’s
video archive of such date.

I thank you for your consideration and willingness to work with the County of Marin on
these upcoming LCP changes.

Sincerely,

Dennis Rodoni *
Marin County Supervisor District 4

CC Brian Crawford
Director, Community Development Agency

....................................................................................................................................................................................
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July 7, 2017 ‘ Item Fl11a

California Coastal Commission
45 Fremont Street #2000
- San Francisco, CA 94105

Re: Item F1la: Revised Findings for Marin County LCPA No. LCP-2-MAR-15-0029-1

Honorable Commissioners and Staff,

UC Cooperative Extension works closely with the agricultural community in Marin and partners with many organizations
throughout the region imcluding Marin’s Community Development Agency to support the long-term viability of agriculture
in our county. The updates to Marin’s Local Coastal Program present an opportunity to honor both the needs of our
producers and our mandate to protect coastal areas in the context of today’s world. Much effort and energy has gone into
the process to-date, and it seems we are rapidly approaching conclusion.

Upon reading the Commission Staff’s proposed new findings, I wish to raise two concerns about what appears to be some
inconsistency between the intent of the Commission during its hearing on November 12, 2016 and the new language which
is supposed to manifest this intent.

1. “Itis important to note that existing agricultural production activities are only considered ongoing agriculture if
they are legal and allowable uses on agricultural land.” [p.33]

1t is not clear if this language refers to the many past forms of agriculture practiced on a given parcel which would qualify
future forms of production as Ongoing Agriculture or if it simply refers to the expectation that future land use must be legal
and allowable in the context of the LCP in effect. It is this confuision that threatens to undo one of the changes explicitly
called for by the Commission during its hearing on November 2, 2016.

In this hearing, the Commission was clear and unanimous on the removal of language that established a criterian for
Ongoing Agriculture as being “legally established”. Commissioner Kinsey made plain that this criteria would place
producers in jeopardy for activities in the past and each time they make a change to their agricultural practice by requiring
them to go back and establish a historical record of permits and compliances. The inclusion of the language “legal and
allowable” in the new findings suggests that producers may be put in the very situation that Commissioners had sought to
prevent.

2. “...all forms of agriculture which convert grazing to row crop do not require a CDP, only those conversions
that would intensify the use of land or water or require grading not already exempt or excluded.” [p.34]

While an increase in intensity of land-use is part of the definition of Development, the whole intent behind creating the
Ongoing Agriculture concept was to establish clearly that agriculture which does not expand into never before used areas
does not qualify as a change in intensity and, as such, does not constitute development. This idea is supported by language
from the Commission Staff’s document, Exhibit 4 — Commission Staff Recommendation IP Findings with Addendum, L.CP-
2-MAR-15-0029-1 which states: “... Therefore, to the extent the rotational crop farming or grazing has been part of a
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regular pattern of agricultural practices, it is not a change in intensity of use of the land despite the fact that the grazing
and crop growing are rotationally occurring on different plots of land.”

Both the County Staff and Commission Staff agreed that this understanding of ongoing agriculture required some reﬁnmg
and so exempted from the definition any agriculture that necessitates:

Development of new water sources (such as construction of a new or expanded well or surface impoundment)
Installation or extension of irrigation systems

Terracing of land for agricultural production

Preparation or planting of land for viticulture

Preparation or planting of land for cannabis

Preparation or planting of land with an average slope exceeding 15%

The Commission, however, was wary of overly constricting the definition of Ongoing Agriculture and elected to remove
from these criteria the conversion of grazing land to row crops. To hear the Commissioners speak, it is clear that this
decision was made to preserve the kind of flexibility required of producers in today’s markets and to honor the idea that
keeping land in agricultural production is a fluid process that may have boundaries but nonetheless involves frequent change
that neither necessitates nor is well-served by the CDP process.

To insert language at this stage implying that there remain some unidentified forms of agriculture which occur within the
confines of previously farmed areas but still constitute development defeats the purpose of creating the category of Ongoing
Agriculture and puts in its place a new ambiguity.

Given the work by both County and Commission Staff to achieve clarity for the entire community, it would be unfortunate
to adopt findings at this stage which reintroduce confusion or compromise the Commission’s efforts to provide agricultural
producers with the confidence that they can carry on caring for this land into the future.

Thank you for your c%lsmeratlon

County Director
UC Cooperative Extension, Marin County
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