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Presentation Outline

•Regulatory Background

•Pilot Program

•Program Activities
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Regions 5 a,b,cRegions 5 a,b,c
Major Drainages:Major Drainages:

••Sacramento RiverSacramento River
••San Joaquin RiverSan Joaquin River
••Tulare Lake BasinTulare Lake Basin

Regional Map

Presenter
Presentation Notes
There are over 7 million acres of irrigated lands in the Central Valley.
25,000 dischargers (very low estimate per recent feedback)

Over 40 water bodies on the 2002 303(d) list, impaired from agricultural discharges, these listings represent over 800 miles and over 40,000 acres in the Delta.

In an assessment conducted in the early 90s, in the three hydrologic basins in the Central Valley, 160 Category (b) natural water bodies, comprising a total of 1,512 miles, were dominated by agricultural drainage and/or agricultural supply water, and 6,291 Category (c) constructed agricultural channels with a total length of 19,812 miles.  (Staff Report: Considerations of Water Body Designations to Comply with the Provisions of the Water Quality Control Plan for ISWP, California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley Region, 1992.)

only 7.5% waters assessed right now, etc. (July 2000 Cal EPA Strategic Vision)





The Agricultural Commissioner’s powers and 
duties do not authorize direct enforcement of 
the provisions of the Porter-Cologne Act.
Agricultural Commissioner’s enforce 
provisions of the California Food and 
Agricultural Code, including sections relating 
to pesticide use enforcement
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The

Pilot Program



Memorandum of Understanding
Original Agreement signed 29 June 2005-
New MOU signed  29 June 2007 with four year review       

Contract with Counties
Agreement signed 29 December 2005-

 
subject to  

renewal of the MOU and continued funding.
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Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control 
Board
State Water Resources Control Board
Department of Pesticide Regulation
Agricultural Departments of Butte and Glenn 
Counties
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Now I’ll talk about the Memorandum of Understanding, or MOU.  The Memorandum of Understanding was signed on 29th of June.  It is an agreement between the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board, the State Water Resources Control Board, the Department of Pesticide Regulation and the Agricultural Commissioners of Glenn and Butte counties.  

The MOU required that contracts be written between the Central Valley Water Board and the Agricultural Commissioners of Glenn and Butte counties.  Wendy and I worked with Mark and Richard Price on the language for the tasks and schedules for completion.  Once the scope of work was agreed upon, the Central Valley Water Board contract administration incorporated that section into a formal contract, sent it on to the State Water Board contract administration to okay it, which then sent it back to the County Board of Supervisors for Glenn and Butte to accept the contract.  When passed by the Board of Supervisors, the contract was sent back to the State Water Board contract administration, who forwarded it on to the State Department of General Services who needs to accept it as a binding contract under state law and procedures.  That’s where the contracts are now.  There was a glitch that needed clarification that I hope was taken care of.  So, we are now waiting for DGS to execute and release the contracts.  We should be able to start work as soon as DGS executes the contracts and sends a release.

At the end of 24 months, the MOU will be reviewed by all parties.  Upon completion of the review, the MOU may be renewed, revised or terminated.  







Build a relationship between the Central Valley 
Water Board and Agricultural Commissioners
Exchange information and resources
Foundation of the Pilot Program to provide 
local support to the Irrigated Lands Regulatory 
Program
Develop collaborative efforts with other public 
agencies and non-governmental organizations 
to support the control  of nonpoint sources of 
pollution from agricultural sources
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
So – what is this MOU supposed to do?

One goal of the MOU is to build a relationship between the Central Valley Water Board and the Agricultural Commissioners.  The Commissioners and their staffs have a working knowledge of local geographic, hydrologic and agronomic conditions of watersheds, subwatersheds and agricultural lands in their jurisdiction.  This knowledge directly impacts what management practices are effective and can be used to protect water quality.

There will an exchange of information that can be used by the Irrigated Lands Conditional Waiver Program.  The Agricultural Commissioners and staff know what pesticides are being used and how they are applied.  In fact, they know the trends and changes in pesticide use before we at the Water Board are generally aware of it.  This information will help us determine what constituents should be monitored.  The Agricultural Commissioner has GIS system that will give the Water Board better information on drainage to watersheds and subwatersheds.

This MOU is a pilot program to support the Irrigated Lands Program.  As the Water Board and the Agricultural Commissioners work together, the scope of work may change due to what is needed to support the Program.  The Ag Commissioners and their staff are working solely on activities to support the program.  They have no regulatory authority under the Water Code for enforcement; the Central Valley Water Board does.  The Agricultural Commissioner assumes no new enforcement or regulatory authority.



• Developed comprehensive hydrologic maps to track 
agricultural waterways

• Validated coalition monitoring sites
• Began compilation of  agricultural Management  

Practices in coordination with growers and other 
agencies including Regional Board, RCDs, Farm 
Advisors

• Provided a current list of pesticides used in the 
County

• Validated grower membership in Coalition
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Provide outreach to growers, sub-watersheds, RCDs, 
NRCS, Univ. of Calif. Cooperative Extension, 
Agricultural Commissioners, and other  County , 
State and Federal agencies
Perform field site activities- including additional 
pesticide application monitoring, documentation of 
management practices and current pesticide use 
patterns as it relates to water quality and the MOU
Identify current and potential water quality 
exceedance sources
Develop and implement a watershed management 
practice evaluation program
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Support the investigation of water quality exceedances 
when found in other counties in the Sacramento Valley 
Water Quality Coalition
Develop and conduct a survey for growers to 
document management practices
Provide follow-up to survey results and provide 
growers with resources to implement improved 
practices
Provide enforcement letter follow-up for regional 
board staff
Provide support for validation of Coalition grower 
membership
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Walker Creek- 27,128 acres
376 inspections
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Initiated BMP Survey Fall 2006, completed 
2007
Initiated coalition sampling point at base of
water shed
Developed assessment components
Utility- Provide specific PUE info in sub-
watershed for exceedances and outreach
(management plans)
Provide Regional Board with documented 
management practices in ag operations, 
where exceedances occur, to protect water 
quality
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Developed initial template to assess the 
presence of best management practices to 
improve water quality by grower
Finished watershed BMP initial assessment 
fall 2006
Validate sampling sites of watershed
Document potential areas of discharge 
concerns for Regional Board follow-up
Prepare BMP assessment program template 
for regional program use
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1. The pilot program was very successful-it 
provided useful tools for the future success 
of the Irrigated Lands Regulatory Program 
state-wide
2. It provides elements that helped to identify 
and verify grower enrollees in the ILRP- It 
supports coalitions efforts to maintain 
membership
3. There is a need for long-term funding to 
maintain Ag Commissioner involvement in 
the process
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END
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