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Yolo County Farm Bureau appreciates the opportunity to provide the Planning Commission with these com­
ments on the adoption of Williamson Act guidelines, and appreciates the Commission's continuing engagement 
on this issue. Yolo County has an incredibly vibrant agricultural landscape and economy, and the County has 
long shown a commitment to its farmers and ranchers through its measured and progressive land use policies 
through the protection of agricultural lands. In addition to its general plan and zoning ordinances, the County 
has been a strong partner with its farmers and ranchers through its implementation of the Williamson Act, and 
we believe that the Williamson Act guidelines are the County's direct interface with the contracted lands which 
protect agricultural land. 

On contracted lands, approved uses must be compatible with agriculture on both the contracted parcel and 
adjacent contracted lands within the relevant agricultural preserve. We believe that such uses should be inci­
dental to agricultural uses as the first measure of compatibility, and should not impair the surrounding fabric of 
agriculture within the area. Of particular recent concern are newly-approved uses which are guest-intensive, 
bringing large numbers of people to a landscape in a manner which causes direct conflict with agriculture. 
While some level of so-called "agri-tourism"-type uses add value to the agricultural economy, the appropriate 
scale of such use is highly context-specific and is dependent upon project location and other factors. Prime 
examples of impacts which must be contained include traffic and safety within the area of a project, as well as 
new constraints to existing agricultural operations, including spray buffers and the like. 

With respect to event centers in particular, it is a difficult call to make. We think the County's Williamson Act 
guidelines should certainly provide for a compatibility determination for a certain number "of right" events on a 
parcel, which are infrequent, small in number, and therefore unlikely to present chronic conflict with surrounding 
agriculture. We also think it is obvious that large event centers cross a line towards a land use that is nearly 
commercial in nature, and should require a use permit and a process of public review. With respect to an in­
termediate size of event center - when the number and size of events being held are no longer occasional and 
tend towards large crowds - review for Williamson Act compatibility should be informed by event frequency, 
guest counts, parcel size, and project location . With respect to that intermediate size, the compatibility determi­
nation should be a matter of individualized analysis. 

We hope this is helpful to the Commission in its deliberations on the draft Williamson Act guidelines. We look 
forward to engaging with you as the matter is brought before you again . 

Sincerely, 

Nancy Lea 
President 


