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SUPERVISORS EXPRESS 
CONCERN OVER 

FUMIGATION IN OXNARD

By: Lynn Gray Jensen
The Las Posas Users Group, commonly 
referred to as LPUG, is a well organized 
group formed a decade ago by water 
pumpers to address water quality and 
quantity issues within the Las Posas ground-
water basin. Being organized and having 
committed significant resources prior to 
the most recent drought, LPUG has showed 
vision, collaboration and dedication to the 
long term sustainability of the basins they 
depend on.

LPUG’s charter, adopted in 2012 states their 
purpose as to:

• Promote the Interests of the Las Posas 
Basin Groundwater Users;

• Promote Local 
Control;

• Advise the FCGMA;

• Improve Basin Hy-
drogeologic Under-
standing;

• Facilitate Orderly Development and 
Use of Water Resources in the basin; 
and

• Protect and Preserve Groundwater Re-
sources.

The Las Posas groundwater basin underlies 
extensive farmland and urban develop-
ments in Somis, Camarillo and Moorpark 
and encompasses several sub-basins. These 
sub-basins are mostly contained within the 
boundary of the Fox Canyon Groundwater 
Management Agency (FCGMA), an agency 
that regulates groundwater pumping pri-
marily through well reporting and assessing 
fees for pumping over allocated amounts. 

The FCGMA has elected to be the Ground-
water Sustainability Agency for the basins 
within its jurisdiction, including the Las 
Posas basins, per the State’s new Sustain-
able Groundwater Management Act, which 
requires the FCGMA basins to each adopt 
a Groundwater Sustainability Plan. This 
new role will expand the FCGMA’s power to 
limit groundwater pumping and levy assess-
ments including fees for the development 
of replenishment water projects.

Of key concern is that FCGMA regulations 
will adopt a one-size-fits-all approach for 
basins within its boundary. This concern is 
well-founded, pointed out by our March 
newsletter article describing a County 
Public Works Agency (PWA) presentation 

claiming that all basins 
are interconnected, 
interrelated and inter-
twined. Keep in mind 
that the PWA provides 
staff for the FCGMA 

and is carving out roles in county groundwa-
ter management through representation on 
yet-to-be-formed Groundwater Sustainabil-
ity Agency boards.

On April 22nd, LPUG representative Brian 
Bondy, a hydrogeologist at Calleguas Mutual 
Water District, went before the FCGMA to 
present a proposal for a draft groundwater 
pumping allocation methodology that ad-
dresses the unique considerations of the 
Las Posas Basin.

The presentation was a major step forward 
for LPUG in presenting a very well-reasoned 
approach to groundwater sustainability 
through a collaborative stakeholder process.

(continued on page 2)

The Board of Supervisors considered 
two agenda items recently (March 24 
and April 7) related to pesticide use near 
schools. Analysis was presented by local 
public officials on fumigant applications 
around Rio Mesa High School in Oxnard. 
The interest was prompted by reports 
from a non-profit organization in San 
Francisco alleging large amounts of the 
fumigant 1,3-D (marketed as Telone) 
being applied to fields in a township (36 
square miles) around the school.

The California Department of Pesticide 
Regulation (DPR) is responsible for reg-
ulating pesticide use in California and 
setting the amounts and practices based 
on expert analyses of scientific studies. 
These studies are translated into deci-
sions about potential risk to public health 
and safety, relying on complex statistical 
models which are difficult to describe in 
such a public forum.

Ventura County Agricultural Commission-
er (VCAC), Henry Gonzales, was asked 
to report about the use of 1,3-D in the 
township around Rio Mesa High School 
to the Board. The VCAC is appointed by 
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the Board of Supervisors and is funded by 
state and county government to regulate 
the agricultural industry by enforcing DPR 
regulations.

Gonzales has over 30 years of experience 
regulating growers in pesticide use. His 
testimony began with his compelling story  
of growing up in a migrant farm family, 
becoming a Pesticide Applicator at age 13, 
working his way through college and ulti-
mately up to the top job of a county Agricul-
tural Commissioner. Gonzales’ stated goal is 
“to protect farmworkers and children from 
pesticides”. His testimony concluded that 
the fumigant is being applied following all 
strict federal, state and local safety regu-
lations, within established limits, and the 
public health and safety is not at risk.

In his presentation Gonzales clicked on the 
website of the non-profit group display-
ing misleading 1,3-D application data for 
the township that contains Rio Mesa High 
School. The website was described as a 
“scare tactic”, with a map showing fumigant 
application quantities applied over a 9 
year period across numerous fields in the 
township.

In Ventura County, 1,3-D fumigant is a liquid 
injected 18 inches into the soil under plastic 
sheeting placed to limit emissions from 
escaping. Crop applications here include 
strawberries, raspberries, tomatoes and 
peppers. 1,3-D is extremely effective in con-
trolling nematodes, microscopic worms that 
damage roots and compromise crop pro-
duction. This fumigant does not come into 
contact with the plants or fruit and there-
fore does not leave a residue.

In 1995 DPR began enforcing a limit of 
90,250 pounds of pesticide per township in 
California. Due to the phasing out of methyl 
bromide, DPR began allowing site specific, 
individual township exceptions to the 
annual application rate limit in 2003 based 
on appeals by growers. According to annual 
numbers in the presentation, average appli-

cation rates across the Rio Mesa Township 
from 2009 to 2013 were 118,700 lbs. per 
year. 

Long term potential risks to public health 
from exposure to 1,3-D have been evalu-
ated by DPR based on a person’s exposure 
over a 70 year lifetime. The target for air 
concentrations is 0.14 parts per billion. In 
other words, a person would have to be 
exposed to more than 0.14 parts per billion 
on average for 70 years to exceed the moni-
toring target. Since it is a monitoring target, 
exceedances do not mean that health 
impacts have or will occur.

In 2011, the Ventura County Air Pollution 
Control District moved a DPR monitoring 
station to Rio Mesa High School. That year 
DPR reported 0.17 parts per billion. Sub-
sequent years 2012 and 2013 also slightly 
exceeded the target. In 2014, DPR changed 
its policy and stopped granting exceptions 
to 1,3-D township limits, partially due to 
the monitoring results. DPR continually 
conducts evaluation of pesticide risks, in-
corporating new information that it collects.

Ventura County Public Health Officer, Dr. 
Robert Levin, testified at the hearing that 
they found no evidence of increased cancer 
case results for employees or children at Rio 
Mesa High School from 2003 to 2012.

Gonzales presented a data table showing 
that higher application rates did not relate 
directly to higher air monitoring values 
of the pesticide. This could indicate that 
the practices used to contain emissions 
during application may be a major factor of 
exposure, not solely the amount of pesti-
cide that is applied.

New application techniques, including drip 
irrigation and totally impermeable films, 
combined with larger buffer zones, con-
tinued monitoring and capped application 
rates are being implemented to further 
protect public health. In addition, the VCAC 
restriction for schools requires a quarter 
mile buffer for applications when children 
are on the grounds. California has the strict-
est restrictions in the nation on agricultural 
fumigant use.

At the second meeting Supervisors Bennett 
and Zaragoza presented a recommenda-
tion to provide policy direction to the Agri-
cultural Commissioner with respect to the 
reporting of testing results. The proposal 
was based on a perceived lack of transpar-

Prior to the presentation, FCGMA staff 
was briefed on the plan, being provided a 
detailed draft outline. Staff’s report con-
cludes that the proposal “is intended to be 
a complete replacement for the existing 
allocation and credit programs within the 
Las Posas Basin.”  During the presentation 
Bondy presented the desirable attributes of 
the Las Posas Basin allocation proposal:

• Provides for sustainable groundwater 
management;

• Respects groundwater rights principles, 
managing undue hardship;

• Provides reasonable certainty for 
business planning;

• Provides flexibility through a water 
market and transfer allocations;

• Addresses pumping for brackish 
groundwater desalters; and

• Addresses aquifer storage and recovery.

In addition, the proposal clearly stated that 
it is not an allocation system being recom-
mended for the entirety of the FCGMA. 
The following unique attributes of the Las 
Posas Basins compared to other basins in 
the FCGMA confirm the need for a tailored 
system:

• Thousands of acres of uncultivated land 
with potential for future production;

• Greater percentage of permanent crops  
(orchards, berries).

• Wider range of irrigation demands;

• Unique water balance and yields;

• Different water quality issues and solu-
tions;

• Lack of surface water diversions;

• Multipurpose water systems servicing 
domestic, municipal/industrial and ag-
riculture;

• Aquifer storage and recovery (ASR);

• Three distinct management subareas 
having different connectivities.

Kudos to LPUG for its consensus-driven 
process and to Calleguas for financial and 
participatory support. LPUG claims 80% 
participation of pumpers in the Las Posas 
Basin, many of whom provide support on 
the voting panel and technical committees.

The benefit of such a stakeholder process 
is to be ahead of the curve, defining an al-
location system that meets the goals of 

the regulators while supporting business 
friendly principles, hopefully decreasing the 
motivation for adjudication. This process is 
desirable as it begins with stakeholder input 
rather than having to push back on a rigid, 
predetermined regulatory document con-
ceived with token stakeholder input. While 
there are many details to be worked out, 
CoLAB congratulates LPUG for a job well 
done!

(continued on page 3)
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Winning with AB 32
An Eye Opening Look at Cap & Trade

Speaker Paul Hullar
Founder and CEO of Brightwave Energy

ency in the reporting from DPR to Ventura 
County. Bennett had a set of slides showing 
apparently confusing language in letters 
from DPR, alleging they were trying to hide 
unflattering data and stall notifications of 
exceedances of standards.

The slide show was predicated on a belief 
that DPR is being overly friendly with 
growers and chemical companies and there-
fore not protective enough of public health 
and safety. The fact that DPR was not in the 
room to clarify their science, standards and 
targets was unfortunate.

In the end, the Board directed the AG 
Commissioner to report directly to them 
on testing, measurement and monitoring 
efforts in the county, promptly reporting 
when a test exceeds a target or standard.

In addition to reporting, Supervisor Parks 
suggested adding a requirement for the AG 
Commissioner to work with the County Air 
Pollution Control District to investigate the 
potential of the County performing its own 
monitoring efforts.

In response, our testimony (limited to 3 
minutes) began with the statement “CoLAB 
understands the importance of reporting 
true and factual information to the public 
through the Board of Supervisors.” While 

(Fumigants: cont. from Page 2) we agree that timely reporting and monitor-
ing are essential, we felt that the discussion 
should have included DPR representatives 
and possibly other experts versed in public 
health analyses.

Further, we appreciate the research by 
state agencies, universities, insectaries, 
produce organizations and the growers 
themselves to evolve plant and soil science 
toward more effective and environmentally 
friendly practices. And, we acknowledge the 
growers who must constantly work with the 
changing elements of nature to produce 
safe, healthy food for our growing popula-
tion.

For me personally, berries are an important 
part of my local healthy diet. The growers 
I know take great personal pride in their 
produce and are driven by quality, not 
“profit” as characterized in this presenta-
tion by Supervisor Bennett.

We support responsible and accurate re-
porting of test results in a public forum with 
all experts represented. Health risks must 
be properly characterized to the public and 
solutions must be based on science. Less 
local produce will lead to more imports 
from states and countries that have signifi-
cantly less regulation, increasing the risk to 
public health and safety in our county.

California’s 2006 “Global Warming Solu-
tions Act” – AB 32 – has evolved and contin-
ues to impact businesses across the state.   
Changing dynamics in the law have created 
unique opportunities for many business-
es. Could you have potential profits liter-
ally evaporating into thin air? We welcome 
you to join us for lunch and hear from Paul 
Hullar on May 14th and learn the latest 
about AB 32 from someone who, literally, 
wrote the book on it.

May 14, 2015, 11:30 am - 1:30 pm
Wedgewood at Sterling Hills

http://colabvc.org/events/

http://colabvc.org/events/


CoLAB Ventura County 
Important Links:

  COLAB VC Website:       www.colabvc.org
  COLAB SBC Website:    www.colabsbc.org
   COLAB SLO Website:     www.colabslo.org
  Andy Caldwell Talk Radio Show: 
 Weekdays 3:00 to 5:00 PM

Tickets on Sale 
for Our Spring Event
June 6, 2015 in Ojai

http://colabvc.org/events/
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Do you Like this Newsletter? 
Not a Member?  Please join us!

Its easy - Online! Only $100/year 
(for an individual membership)

Please Visit us on: 
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VC CoLAB Foundation
Our Foundation purpose is to advance 
education and science, combat com-
munity deterioration and lessen the 

burdens of government. 

Please help us match the generous 
$100,000 gift from the 

Esper A. Petersen Foundation.

Click HERE to learn more.

All interested donors are directed to 
contact Dr. Aubrey Sloan, President 

of the Foundation, at (805) 633-2291 
or Donate Online HERE.  

http://colabvc.org
http://colabsbc.org
http://www.colabslo.org/
http://colabsbc.org/radioshow.aspx
http://colabvc.org/events/
http://www.pacificlegal.org/page.aspx?pid=616
http://www.colabvc.org/membership/
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Ventura-County-Colab-Coalition-of-Labor-Agriculture-and-Business/147846488594486
https://twitter.com/CoLAB_VC
http://colabvc.org/foundation/
http://colabvc.org/foundation/

