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9. Introduction 
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Evaluation and Response to Comment 
CEQA Guidelines Section 15088 requires the City, as the Lead Agency, to evaluate comments on 
significant environmental issues received from parties that have reviewed the Draft EIR and to 
prepare a written response. The written responses to commenting public agencies shall be 
provided at least ten (10) days prior to the certification of the Draft EIR (CEQA Guidelines 
§15088(b)). 

Final EIR Certification and Approval 
As the Lead Agency, the City provided the Final EIR to commenters and made it available for 
review at the following locations:  

• City of Morro Bay WRF Web Site (http://morrobaywrf.com) 

• Morro Bay Public Library (625 Harbor Street, Morro Bay) 

• Cayucos Public Library (310 B Street, Cayucos) 

• Morro Bay Public Services Department (955 Shasta Avenue, Morro Bay) 

• Wastewater Treatment office (160 Atascadero Road, Morro Bay) 

Prior to considering the project for approval, the City, as the Lead Agency, will review and 
consider the information presented in the Final EIR and will certify that the Final EIR:  

(a) has been completed in compliance with CEQA;  

(b) has been presented to the Board of Directors as the decision-making body for the Lead 
Agency, which reviewed and considered it prior to approving the project; and  

(c) reflects the City’s independent judgment and analysis.  

Once the Final EIR is certified, the City Council may proceed to consider project approval 
(CEQA Guidelines §15090). Prior to approving the proposed project, the City must make written 
findings and adopt statements of overriding considerations for each unmitigated significant 
environmental effect identified in the Final EIR in accordance with Sections 15091 and 15093 of 
the CEQA Guidelines. 

Notice of Determination 
Pursuant to Section 15094 of the CEQA Guidelines, the City of Morro Bay will file a Notice of 
Determination (NOD) with the Office of Planning and Research and San Luis Obispo County 
Clerk within five working days after project approval. 
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10. Comment Letters and Responses 
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Comment Letter – Eric Foor 

Response to Foor-1 
The City thanks Mr. Foor for submitting comments. The comments raised related to the costs of 
implementing certain components of the proposed project, such as operating costs associated with 
pumping, are unrelated to the CEQA analysis required of an EIR. Per CEQA Guidelines Section 
15064(e), “economic and social changes resulting from a project shall not be treated as significant 
effects.” An economic/social effect of a physical change can be used to determine whether the 
physical change is a significant impact of the environment (i.e. if construction of a road increases 
noise impacts that then negatively disturbed nearby religious practices) per CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15131(b). The commenter has made no claim that the cost of pumping would impact 
another physical change in the environment. As a result, no further response is warranted. 

Response to Foor-2 
As explained in the Draft EIR on page 5-5, the CSD is also building a separate treatment plant. 
That would reduce the overall influent to the existing WWTP, which currently serves Cayucos 
and Morro Bay. As a result, the proposed WRF has a slightly reduced capacity to reflect the 
reduction in influent from the City’s service area that would require treatment. The capacity of 
the proposed WRF is designed to meet planned future demand associated with the City’s 
projected population of 12,000 by 2040. The City reiterates the fact the proposed project would 
not increase wastewater treatment capacity beyond that required for planned population growth to 
approximately 12,000 people. No additional capacity would benefit increased tourism or 
commercial development, as the commenter suggests.   

Response to Foor-3 
The commenter is referred to pages 2-25 through 2-29 which present detailed information about 
the number of temporary construction trips required during construction of the proposed project. 
Operation of the project would require far fewer trips, as detailed on page 2-31. As explained in 
Section 3.14, Transportation and Traffic, implementation of Mitigation Measure TRAF-1, which 
would require implementation of a Traffic Control Plan during construction, would reduce all 
traffic-related impacts to a less than significant level. Contrary to the commenter’s 
unsubstantiated opinion, death and injuries on Highway 1 would not increase as a result of 
implementation of the project.  

Regarding the assertion the proposed project would require increased fire and police services to 
combat crime, the commenter is referred to Section 3.13 Public Services, which states that the 
project would not induce population growth and would therefore result in a less than significant 
impact to these services.  

Response to Foor-4 
The commenter is referred to Response to Foor-2. 
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Response to Foor-5 
The commenter provides multiple suggestions for a “planned staged retreat” that would replace 
the project identified and analyzed in the Draft EIR. The City took into consideration multiple 
regulatory constraints from the Regional Water Quality Control Board and California Coastal 
Commission when considering where to locate the treatment plant. As such, the project as 
proposed by the City represents its best effort at accommodating the future treatment needs of 
Morro Bay while taking into consideration regulatory constraints.  

The commenter’s proposed alternative includes repairing the existing sewer collection system. 
Those activities are not part of the proposed project; the City has a capital improvement program 
that includes maintenance and replace of the sewer collection system. The commenter’s proposed 
alternative includes keeping the existing MBCSD WWTP. The CCC previously denied a Coastal 
Development Permit (CDP) to upgrade the WWTP, which is required. Please refer to the CCC’s 
comment letter in this Final EIR, which expresses support for moving the existing WWTP out of 
the coastal flood hazard zone. The commenter’s proposed alternative includes constructing a 
pipeline “up the Morro Creek Valley” to a secondary sewer plant and discharging the “’finished’ 
treated discharge…into the Morro Creek Aquifer per the SBBP proposal.” Those proposed 
facilities are similar to those included in the proposed project and as such would have similar 
environmental impacts as the proposed project. Please also refer to Master Response 1 – 
Alternatives for additional information. 
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