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Ag Futures Alliance -- A Different Approach 

(Source: AFA Formation Final Report, February 2001) 
 
 A coalition named the Ag Futures Alliance (AFA) was formed by agriculturalists in late 
1999 to address some of the more critical challenges facing agriculture in Ventura County.  The 
initial purpose of AFA was to create a framework for implementing actions to ensure the 
existence and enhancement of agriculture in Ventura County in perpetuity. 
 
 Recognizing a need for broad-based public commitment to and participation in the AFA, 
participants agreed that Ventura County agriculture must make the environmental and health 
concerns of non-farming residents a top priority.  The alliance invited representatives from a 
variety of social and environmental concerns to participate, and with few exceptions the offer 
was accepted.   
 
 It became clear to AFA participants that the first step must be to create meaningful two-
way communication.  The second step would be to build trust and the third step would be to 
discover win-win solutions based on mutual respect and appreciation.  It was during the third 
step that that AFA formed the Subcommittee on Schools and Pesticides. 
 
 During nine meetings over a five-month period the subcommittee came to consensus on 
the Statement of Purpose and Intent, a description of the challenges, a set of principles to guide 
decision making and a series of recommended actions for addressing the challenges.   
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Executive Summary 

 
 Today as for the past 100 years, agriculture is a cornerstone of Ventura County’s 
economy and lifestyle.  There’s plenty of evidence that the general public likes it that way.  City 
dwellers flock to farm exhibits at the annual county fair.  Voters pass anti-sprawl land-use 
restrictions with the stated intention of  “saving agricultural resources.”  The Board of 
Supervisors passed a Right to Farm ordinance designed to protect farmers from the complaints of 
newcomers who choose to buy homes too close to established agricultural operations. 
 But there are a few conflicts with the potential to undermine that widespread public 
support.  Among the most volatile of these is the use of pesticides at agricultural operations 
located close to schools.  A survey done by the Ventura County Superintendent of Schools found 
29 public or private schools that are adjacent to agricultural operations, defined as sharing a 
common boundary, across the street or within 300 feet without an intervening use. 
 Everyone agrees that farms and schools are not ideal neighbors but in Ventura County 
they seem to be stuck with each other for the foreseeable future.  The challenge of finding 
suitable school sites is a daunting one and those growth-control measures have interrupted the 
traditional development pattern under which a farm that found itself next to a new school would 
soon be lost to houses anyway. 
 To nearly everyone’s credit, there have been relatively few serious incidents of school 
children being impacted by agricultural pesticides.  Yet amid growing controversy over the use 
of methyl bromide near schools and homes at least two recent pesticide-drift incidents have made 
local headlines -- causing concern to parents and others and seeding mixed feelings among some 
community members who otherwise count themselves as loyal supporters of Ventura County 
agriculture. 
 The Ag Futures Alliance Subcommittee on Schools and Pesticides was created to address 
those concerns by finding ways to minimize chemical exposure at schools located near 
agricultural operations.  Guided by the AFA principle of creating a safe environment for all 
members of the community, the subcommittee included representatives of the school system, 
agriculture, labor, government, environmental advocacy groups and the community at large.  
This report is the result of the subcommittee’s work spanning June-December 2001. 
 To summarize, the subcommittee concluded that reducing the potential for pesticide-
exposure incidents requires a team effort by the entire community.  It isn’t the farmer’s fault if a 
school exists next to his agricultural operation, and so it isn’t fair for the farmer to be stuck with 
the entire responsibility -- or expense -- of guaranteeing safe coexistence.  But it certainly isn’t 
the students’ fault that they have been placed in this less-than-ideal situation, and so the school 
system, county government and community at large must all do their part to ensure that those 
students and school employees are not placed at risk. 
 This report identifies specific steps that should be taken by various players on that team:  
county government, agriculture, school officials and the general public.  If each of these 
communities does its part, we believe both the reality and the perception of pesticide-drift danger 
will be reduced without impeding the ability to farm. 
 Recognizing that this kind of cooperation has not always come easily in Ventura County, 
the subcommittee also suggests some Guiding Principles to help the various sectors of the 
community work together in a respectful and mutually beneficial manner.  Those principles are 
included in this report. 
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 The major challenge facing the subcommittee was balancing the requirements of 
agriculture with the health and safety of the community at large.  The subcommittee recognizes 
that there is a relationship between community decisions, such as passing laws that perpetuate 
incompatible land uses like schools adjacent to agriculture, and community responsibility to help 
make the situation work.  The subcommittee also realizes that  in some instances the community 
may decide that  the preservation of a given agricultural parcel is not supportable due to 
excessive cost, unusual health or environmental concerns, or the fact that the parcel is entirely 
surrounded by other incompatible land uses.   
 If preservation of agriculture is a goal of the community then every sector of  “the 
community” as defined by the subcommittee (agriculture, schools, environment, government, 
labor and the general public) must cooperate to make it possible for agriculture and schools to 
coexist.  In that spirit, the entire Ag Futures Alliance endorses the following recommendations: 

 
 

Summary of Recommendations 
 
 We believe agricultural-related conflicts can be significantly reduced if each segment of 
the community does its part:   
 
County Government 

1.  Upgrade Ventura County Agricultural Commissioner (VCAC) work space. 
 2.  Provide VCAC with overtime budget for emergency responses. 
            3.  Expand number of public members on existing VCAC advisory committees or 

implement new committee for public input. 
           4.  Public Communication and Information Dissemination 

4.1  Create Community Information Specialist position for VCAC. 
4.2  Create Web-based clearinghouse site for local ag-related information. 
4.3  Implement GIS-based system to map and make available pesticide 

applications (may link to Web site proposed in 4.2). 
4.4  Prepare public information resources. 

   5.  Long-term protection for schools adjacent to agriculture 
5.1  Investigate feasibility of shelter belts between farms and schools. 
5.2  Investigate method of purchasing pesticide use rights from parcels adjacent to 

schools. 
5.3  Disseminate best practices for growers adjacent to schools. 

   6.  Ongoing dialogue between affected parties. 
6.1  Continue dialogue between agricultural community, schools and land use 

planners. 
6.2  VCAC field staff should visit schools annually to renew working relationship. 

 7.  Strengthen working relationship with VC Public Health Department. 
7.1  Support Public Health’s efforts to educate local health care providers.  
7.2  Assure coordination between county Public Health Officer and 

Superintendent of Schools. 
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School Community 
8. Ventura County Superintendent of Schools (VCSS) to provide model protocols 

for schools adjacent to farms. 
9. Procedures and actions by schools 

9.1 VCSS to provide sample emergency procedures for schools. 
9.2 Principals of schools adjacent to agriculture will be encouraged to 

communicate with farmers and form ongoing working relationship. 
10. Increase awareness of agricultural industry in Ventura County. 

10.1 Disseminate information on adjacent farm operations through existing 
channels. 

10.2 Encourage ongoing education about local agricultural practices. 
 
 

Agriculture 
11.        Best practices need to be implemented. 

11.1  Agriculturalists should follow recommendations of VCAC. 
11.2  Agriculturalists should utilize least toxic agricultural  practices/methods. 

 
 

The Public/AFA 
12. Create cooperative clearinghouse for technical assistance and research issues. 
13. Expand Right-to-Farm notifications; stress importance to Ventura County's 

quality of life. 
14. Educate community about agricultural practices. 

14.1 Educate public about farm issues and practices. 
14.2 Increase media reporting on agriculture and related issues. 
14.3 Continue public dialogue to apprise agriculture community of concerns from 

the public. 
14.4 Educate the community at large about the Suggested/Recommended 

Guidelines for schools and agriculturalists 
14.5 Work to encourage and support the implementation of all recommendations 

made in this paper. 
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Statement of Purpose & Intent 
 
 

 We seek to minimize agricultural chemical exposure to children, faculty and parents at 
schools adjacent to agricultural operations through communication, education, incentives, and 
regulations.  

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 5 

 
Background 

 
  Over the past ten years Ventura County has lost between 500 and 1,000 acres per year of 
agricultural land to urbanization.  As urban development has expanded into Ventura County’s 
farming areas, significant concerns have arisen.  One of the most prominent issues has been the 
conflict between commercial agricultural operations and schools. 
 Ventura County has 29 public or private schools that are known to be adjacent to 
production agriculture.  Standard agricultural practices have resulted in public concern about 
exposure of school children and school employees to toxic substances, primarily pesticides. 
 This concern has the potential to undermine the general public’s apparently widespread 
support for preserving agriculture in the county, as expressed in a series of development-
restricting ballot initiatives known as SOAR (Save Open Space and Agricultural Resources).   
 Because agricultural land is a nonrenewable resource, multiple SOAR initiatives have 
appeared on the ballots in both the county and cities.  A countywide SOAR measure, passed in 
1998, requires voter approval before land zoned Agricultural, Open Space or Rural can be 
redesignated to allow a more intense or dense use.  Eight of Ventura County’s 10 cities have 
passed similar ordinances, except  Port Hueneme and Ojai.  Most of these city SOAR measures 
establish urban growth boundaries and require voter approval before any protected land outside 
that boundary can be converted to an urban use. 
 One of the consequences of these land-use measures has been the preservation of existing 
agricultural-urban interfaces.  Problematic situations such as new schools built next to 
established agricultural operations can no longer be viewed as temporary.  With the agriculture 
now expected to continue (unless voters approve a change), it is more important than ever for 
schools and adjacent agricultural operations to learn to coexist.    
 The Ventura County Board of Supervisors in 1997 adopted a “Right to Farm” ordinance.  
It reiterates state law that protects properly conducted agriculture against major nuisance 
complaints.  The ordinance also requires that purchasers of property in agricultural areas be 
informed that Ventura County is an agricultural area and a person moving into an agricultural 
area may be inconvenienced by standard, legal agricultural practices.  The ordinance also 
provides that the county Agricultural Commissioner may mediate disputes between property 
owners over standard legal agricultural practices.  A similar ordinance was also passed by the 
city of Ventura.   
 During the past five years, amid growing controversy over the use of methyl bromide 
near schools and homes, numerous incidents have been alleged to have affected schools adjacent 
to agriculture.  Two of these incidents in the recent past have particularly highlighted the 
conflict. 
 In March 2000, an application of fungicides to strawberries adjacent to Rio Mesa High 
School took place during a district track meet.  A video was produced by a member of the public 
and sent to the Environmental Defense Center (EDC).  In this case, there was no claim of drift 
off target and no claim of injury or illness.  Nonetheless, in addition to public concern, there was 
general agreement within the agricultural community that this was an unacceptable situation 
from a public relations standpoint. 
 In November 2000, a documented drift of Lorsban (chlorpyrifos) occurred onto the 
Mound Elementary School campus from an application to an adjoining lemon orchard while 
employees, parents and students were arriving at the school in the morning.  This incident 
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resulted in complaints and documented illnesses to children.  This incident was referred to the 
Ventura County District Attorney for enforcement action.   
 The California Food and Agricultural Code Section 12972 prohibits “substantial drift” of 
pesticides away from the target crop during an application.   The California Code of Regulations 
Section 6614 prohibits pesticide applications where there is the reasonable possibility of 
contaminating the bodies or clothing of persons not involved in the application process, there is a 
reasonable possibility of damage to nontarget crops, animals or other public or private property, 
or there is a reasonable possibility of contaminating public or private property in a way that 
creates a health hazard that prevents the normal use of such property.  Many pesticide labels also 
prohibit drift off target in a way that creates a health or environmental hazard.  
 As a result of these and other alleged problems in the county, Assembly Member 
Hannah- Beth Jackson, with input from the EDC, Ventura County Farm Bureau and county 
Agricultural Commissioner, sponsored legislation to expand the ability of local agricultural 
commissioners to regulate nonrestricted materials in sensitive areas.  The proposed legislation  
(AB947) stalled in committee, due primarily to opposition from agricultural commissioners in 
some areas of the state and many local Farm Bureaus.   
 In the absence of appropriate legislation and because Lorsban was designated as a 
Federally Restricted Material by the United States Environmental Protection Agency in 2001, the 
Ventura County Agricultural Commissioner made the determination under Food and Agricultural 
Code 14006.5, that Lorsban (chlorpyrifos) requires a permit for agricultural use adjacent to a 
school in Ventura County.  The declaration was made in October 2001. 
 An essential lesson here is the relationship between community decisions and community 
responsibility.  The recommendations of the AFA Subcommittee on Schools and Pesticides, 
although specific to this issue, are intended to address the larger problem of the agricultural-
urban interface and how to ensure the survival of agriculture while protecting the health and 
safety of the general public.  Of the complaints received by the Ventura County Agricultural 
Commissioner, about two thirds involve agricultural practices other than the use of pesticides -- 
problems such as noise, dust, odors, traffic and chemicals other than pesticides.  If agriculture is 
to survive adjacent to a sensitive land use such as a school, then responsibilities must be shared 
by the grower, the school, the government and the community. 
 When public officials or voters make decisions that create or perpetuate such situations, 
they must recognize that those decisions carry consequences that cannot rest entirely with the 
farmer. 
 The situation at Mound School is a good example.  The new policies that resulted from 
the incident require a change in farming practices, meaning greater expense to the grower.  The 
Agricultural Commissioner spent more than $15,000 on the incident in 2000, in addition to 
overtime pay for monitoring applications done on the weekends or holidays since the incident.  It 
has cost the school district approximately $30,000 as a direct result of the drift incident and 
additionally for precautions such as covering playground equipment and sandboxes with plastic 
tarps when applications occur and overtime for maintenance personnel to monitor the site during 
the application.  Other costs include doctor visits for affected students and school staff, and loss 
of revenue associated with absenteeism of students.  The Ventura County District Attorney has 
spent considerable resources investigating and prosecuting the grower for this incident. 
  There is also a community cost.  The community must decide if it wishes to absorb 
whatever risk is not subject to mitigation by the government or the grower.  Once everything 
reasonable has been done to mitigate drift off target then the community has to decide whether 



 7 

this is sufficient.  If it is not the public must absorb the cost of whatever else can be done, such as 
purchasing a buffer zone, subsidizing the grower to become certified organic, to establish a 
Biologically Integrated Farming System, or purchasing the pesticide rights to a certain portion of 
that agricultural operation. 
 Alternatively, voters might decide to exempt certain parcels from SOAR because they are 
just too expensive to maintain.  The cost of preserving agriculture and open space by restricting 
development must be borne by the entire community and not solely by the agricultural sector, by 
county government or by the schools.  This concept is essential to the survival of the agricultural 
industry in Ventura County. 
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Description of the Challenges  

 
 Both schools and commercial agriculture face a multitude of challenges as they learn to 
coexist side by side.  The most serious of these fall in two major areas.  One is more of a human 
behavior issue and the second is one of global economics. 
 Many of the practices employed by Ventura County agriculture, whatever its location, are 
made necessary by consumer desires both locally and on a global basis.  The desire for excellent 
cosmetic appearance and flawless quality of food drives the use of agricultural chemicals and 
other practices that some people find objectionable.  This dynamic has been exacerbated by the 
no-growth movement, which has simply frozen for as long as the next 20 years existing land use 
patterns that have commercial agricultural operations and school sites sometimes adjacent to 
each other.  By and large, the two have coexisted with only isolated cases of conflict but these 
cases have been highly publicized.  
 Nationwide within our society there is a high degree of concern about chemicals in 
general and chemicals used in agriculture specifically.  There is widespread disagreement about 
what pesticide use data means and what impacts pesticide use may have on health and the 
environment.  To further exacerbate the situation, there are those within the agricultural 
community who do not employ the type of practices and oversight of the application of these 
materials that are desired or recommended.   
 The type of structured dialog created through the Ag Futures Alliance will go a long way 
toward addressing these types of conflicts by encouraging people to exchange information and 
concerns in a respectful and responsible manner.  This should reduce tensions between those 
who practice agriculture and those who operate or attend schools. 
 As is often the case, our attempts to deal with our local situation require statewide 
legislation in order to be effective.  This presents a problem because many areas elsewhere in 
California do not wish to enter into the type of agricultural-urban interface restrictions that have 
become commonplace in Ventura County.  As a result, it is often difficult to obtain legislative 
support to allow local regulators the flexibility to govern applications in these highly sensitive 
areas. 
 In summary, both farmers and their urban neighbors must demonstrate discipline and a 
desire to function in a world of respect for the needs of others -- both sociological and economic 
-- and seek the best situation for the community as a whole.  The City of Ventura for example, 
adopted a SOAR growth-control initiative more than six years ago but for has yet to develop a 
community-wide shared vision as to how to make it work.  Historically, Californians have not 
been eager to undertake such enormous challenges in conflict resolution.  However, the 
respectful relationships developed within the Ag Futures Alliance and by others in leadership 
positions within the community may rise to the occasion.  Community-wide agreement can be 
found -- and must be found if agriculture is to be sustained in Ventura County.  Ventura County 
can serve as a model for the rest of California as its population continues to grow and 
competition for land, water and other resources becomes more intense.  
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Description of the Subcommittee Process 

 
 The Ag Futures Alliance (for more information on AFA see inside front cover) 
subcommittee was formed in June 2001 to address pesticide use around schools.  In preparation 
for the subcommittee’s work, AFA members prepared two draft documents for the 
subcommittee.  First was the format to be followed in the development of a community paper.  
Second was a list of work products to be included in that paper. 
 As the subcommittee pursued its work the AFA continued to meet monthly.  At each 
AFA meeting the pesticide subcommittee reported on its progress and received feedback from 
the AFA members. 
 Once the subcommittee was established one member took the responsibility of drafting 
and distributing agendas, minutes and the various versions of the developing document.  
Meetings took place every two weeks for five months.  To accommodate each members’ 
schedule, subcommittee meetings were scheduled for two hours early in the morning.  One 
subcommittee member hosted all the meetings.  
 Because of the subcommittee’s diverse representation, one of its first steps was to agree 
to follow the AFA’s principles of practice and organization (see AFA Formation Final Report, 
February 2001).  These principles provided the subcommittee members, many of whom had 
never worked together before, guidelines for behavior as potentially controversial issues were 
discussed and decisions were made.   
 The first task to develop the subcommittee’s Statement of Purpose and Intent.  Once this 
was agreed upon, the subcommittee embarked on the task of providing substance to the rest of 
the paper’s outline.   
 The subcommittee spent several meetings discussing and coming to agreement on a 
variety of barriers to addressing the problem of pesticide use near schools.  One issue that was 
identified as requiring more information was the actual number of schools located directly 
adjacent to agricultural operations, the number within 300 feet and the number within one-
quarter mile.  Subcommittee members agreed that this type of information was crucial to the 
development of the final paper.  Therefore, the county Superintendent of Schools drafted a short 
survey, with assistance from the director of UC Cooperative Extension, for all school districts in 
Ventura County (see Appendix A).  Conducted in Fall 2001, the survey indicated that roughly 24 
schools (public and private) are within one-quarter mile of active agriculture, five are within 300 
feet, and 24 are adjacent (see Appendix B). 
 The next step was to establish specific principles to guide decision makers and 
community members as they take action to implement the subcommittee’s Purpose and Intent.  
The subcommittee offers these principles in the spirit of encouraging community members and 
decision makers to leave behind some old habits and attitudes and think, and act, outside the box.  
 Finally, with the Guiding Principles in mind, the subcommittee reached agreement on a 
series of recommended actions.  These recommended actions were then categorized by target 
audience – County Government, the School Community, the Agricultural Community, and the 
Ventura County community at large.   
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Guiding Principles 

 
 The Ag Futures Alliances (AFA) of Ventura County believes that the long-term viability 
of agriculture depends on cooperative relationships with the larger community.  Through mutual 
trust and common purpose, cooperation and consensus are possible.  But thinking and behavior 
must change and new processes must be institutionalized.  Understanding and agreeing to adopt 
a few fundamental principles are important in establishing a strong foundation on which to build 
trust and respect. 
 The subcommittee acknowledges and subscribes to the AFA principle that says, “We will 
work to create a safe environment for all members of the community.  We further recognize that, 
when we consider safe application of agricultural chemicals, special consideration must be given 
to those community members who are most vulnerable (children) and most exposed (farm 
workers).” 
 The following are principles to guide decision makers and community members for the 
purpose of seeking to minimize agricultural chemical exposure to children, faculty and parents at 
schools adjacent to agricultural operations through communication, education, incentives and 
regulations: 
 

1. Work to listen and speak with respect to deepen mutual understanding and trust.  
 
2. Work to respect and include the views of special interests, but community interests have 

primacy.  Decisions and deliberations must be made by bodies and methods that fairly 
represent the diversity of affected views and interests, and are not dominated by any 
single view or interest. 

 
3. Work for consensus solutions that balance trade-offs, are reality based, are least harmful 

to the health and well being of individuals and communities, recognize 
interdependencies, and are sustainable for the long term. 

 
4. Honor innovation and fresh approaches.  Encourage ideas that are new and creative. 

 
5. Work to provide the community with information that is accurate, objective and 

balanced.  Information should illuminate and explore choices, options and scenarios.  
Engage in mutual learning that will deepen respect and trust in one another.  Have the 
courage to admit when we do not know. 

 
6. Promote cooperation and collaboration.  Work to avoid conflict.  Sustain relationships 

that support the diversity of the community. 
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Recommended Actions 

 
 
 
Recommended Actions for County Government 
 
Situation 1: Ventura County Agricultural Commissioner (VCAC) operation is constrained 

by an overcrowded, antiquated office, poor quality electrical and 
communication systems, lack of space for technical analysis, lack of parking 
spaces for its fleet, and general lack of access to support services available to 
other county departments. 

 
Recommendation 1 
 By conclusion of 2001-02 fiscal year the Board of Supervisors (BOS) should 

identify work space needs of VCAC and options for providing workspaces 
comparable to other county operations. 

 
 
Situation 2: VCAC must respond to after-hours and weekend pesticide emergencies but 

lacks an overtime budget and, due to workload, lacks ability to use comp time. 
 
Recommendation 2 
 Beginning with supplemental appropriation for 2001-02 fiscal year and in 

budget process for 2002-03 fiscal year, the BOS should allocate reasonable 
budget for overtime to protect citizens and maintain integrity of pesticide 
oversight system.  It is recommended that a ratio of overtime to salaries be 
established for VCAC that is equivalent to the overtime budget for other 
public safety agencies (Environmental Health, Solid Waste, others). 

 
 
Situation 3: Desire for more public input to VCAC priorities. 
 
Recommendation 3 
 By June 30, 2002, the BOS should expand number of public non-agricultural 

members on existing advisory committees or implement new committee for 
public input to VCAC priorities. 

 
 
Situation 4: Public requests for information from VCAC, including pesticide use 

information, has increased and many requests are technical in nature.  Highly 
trained technical staff must take time away from primary duties to respond to 
calls from public and participate in community meetings. 
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Recommendation 4.1 
 Beginning with the 2002-03 fiscal year, the BOS should create a minimum 

half-time Community Information Specialist position to (a) take calls and 
provide information to the public, (b) coordinate public information programs, 
and (c) represent VCAC at community meetings, where appropriate.  If 
necessary, position may be shared or coordinated with County Health Office 
or other department. 

 
Recommendation 4.2 
 By December 30, 2002, the BOS should create an Internet (Web) site on 

Ventura County's agricultural history, status, practices, information on 
pesticides, fertilizers, and other chemicals used, information on alternatives in 
use, and links to other Web sites. 

 
Recommendation 4.3 
 By June 30, 2003, the BOS should establish a Geographic Information 

System-based system to provide information on local agricultural pesticide 
use.  May be Web-enabled like systems now in use in other California 
counties. 

 
Recommendation 4.4 
 By December 30, 2002, VCAC and other groups should have ready-to-go 

handouts and information on pesticides, farm operations, and other frequently 
asked questions.  Information should be available on one or more Web sites. 

 
 
Situation 5: Need to establish long-term separation of neighbors from adjacent agricultural 

operations. 
 
Recommendation 5.1 
 By June 30, 2002, the BOS should direct staff to investigate feasible funding 

for "shelter belts" that will separate agriculture and adjacent sensitive uses 
such as schools.  (Note:  It is assumed that future neighbors will incorporate 
shelter belts into their site plans.) 

 
Recommendation 5.2 
 By June 30, 2002, the BOS should direct staff to investigate method to 

purchase pesticide use rights from interested ag parcels adjacent to schools 
and other sensitive uses. 

 
Recommendation 5.3 
 By June 30, 2002, VCAC should direct staff to provide information on best 

practices for growers located adjacent to schools. Sample guidelines are 
attached in Appendix C. 
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Situation 6: Ongoing communication is needed between agriculture interests and non-farm 
community regarding long term land use, buffers, shelter belts and adjacent 
sensitive uses. 

 
Recommendation 6.1 
 Continue dialogue between agriculture community, schools and land use 

authorities over long-term means of managing existing sites and effective 
strategies for new campuses.  (Timeline is ongoing.) 

 
Recommendation 6.2 
 Field staff from VCAC should visit the principal of each school adjacent to 

agriculture, as defined, by October 31 of each school year to establish contact, 
ensure that information has been provided to the site level, and remind 
principal or designated staff person to contact VCAC for official information 
if questions or concerns arise. 

 
Situation 7: Support ongoing communication and cooperation between VCAC and VC 

Public Health Officer. 
 
Recommendation 7.1 
 County Public Health Officer is appropriate source of medical information.  

Funding and assistance is needed for County Public Health Officer to provide 
pesticide-related resource information to local physicians, clinics and 
members of the public.  County clinics are likely to serve many affected 
students and need to be part of communications.  (Timeline is ongoing.) 

 
Recommendation 7.2 
 County Public Health Officer should coordinate with Superintendent of 

Schools at beginning of each school year to confirm procedures and identify 
information sources.  (Timeline is ongoing.) 

 
 
 
Recommended Actions for the School Community 
 
Situation 8: Best practices at the agriculture-school interface need to be described and 

communicated. 
 
Recommendation 8 
 Office of the Ventura County Superintendent of Schools (VCSS) to oversee 

development of model protocols.  VCSS will coordinate distribution to 
affected schools and school districts and will recommend process to monitor 
implementation.  Sample guidelines are attached in Appendix D.  Final 
information will be available by June 30, 2002. 
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Situation 9: All schools adjacent to or near agriculture should adopt school emergency 
procedures that address pesticide drift and other potential accidents. 

 
Recommendation 9.1 
 VCSS will compile sample emergency procedures and make available to 

schools.  Schools will be encouraged to include these procedures in their 
mandatory Comprehensive School Safety Plans that are updated by March 1 
of each year.  Sample emergency procedures may be posted on an Internet site 
and are attached in Appendix E. 

 
Recommendation 9.2 
 Affected school site staff (principals, others) need to actively participate with 

adjacent agricultural operations to establish ongoing communication and 
relationships.  A reminder letter to superintendents of districts with schools 
adjacent to agriculture will be sent by the VCSS by September 10 of each 
school year, with an earlier mailing date desirable for year-round schools. 

 
Situation 10: Parents are concerned about potential risks from adjacent or nearby 

agricultural operations. 
 
Recommendation 10.1 
 School districts should disseminate information through school newsletters 

and other sources, including proposed Web site(s).   
 
Recommendation 10.2 
 School districts should inform school staff, teachers, parents, students, others 

of learning resources and opportunities about local agricultural operations and 
agriculture in general.  Encourage awareness of local crops, growers, and 
markets.  (Timeline is ongoing.) 

 
 
 
Recommended Actions for the Agricultural Community 
 
Situation 11: Best practices at the agriculture-school interface need to be implemented and 

followed.  
Recommendation 11.1 
  Agriculturalists to follow best practices recommendations provided by VCAC. 
 
Recommendation 11.2 
  Agriculturalists should utilize least toxic agricultural practices/methods. 
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Recommended Actions for the Community at Large/AFA 
 
Situation 12: Create system to receive and prioritize requests for technical assistance and 

research for growers/farmers and Pest Control Applicators (PCAs) who must 
work near schools, sensitive sites, and homes. 

 
Recommendation 12 
 By June 30, 2002, VCAC, UC Cooperative Extension and other stakeholders 

will propose system for coordinating and prioritizing technical assistance and 
research requests concerning best practices and operating procedures at the 
agriculture-urban interface, especially adjacent to schools. 

 
Situation 13 Pesticides, fertilizers, noise, dust, smells, etc. are all part of living in a county 

that has repeatedly voted to preserve agriculture as part of the community. 
 
Recommendation 13 
 Expand Right-to-Farm notifications; stress importance of agriculture to 

Ventura County's quality of life 
 
Situation 14: Many citizens do not understand farm operations and potential risk of various 

activities they may see or smell. 
 
Recommendation 14.1 
 Emphasize AFA's charge to educate public about local agriculture issues, 

including farm operations and practices.  Inform members of the public about 
actions growers have taken to respond to public concerns while educating 
about economic and global competitive pressures on local agriculture. 

 
Recommendation 14.2 
 Encourage expanded reporting in local newspapers and media outlets. 
 
Recommendation 14.3 
 Continue public dialogue to apprise agricultural community of concerns of the 

public at large. 
 
Recommendation 14.4  

Educate the community at large about the Suggested/Recommended 
Guidelines for schools and agriculturalists. 
 

Recommendation 14.5 
   Work to encourage and support the implementation of all recommendations 

made in this paper. 
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Conclusion 
 
 Support for these recommendations will materially improve safety and long-term stability 
at Ventura County’s agricultural-urban interface.  
 By educating and building effective relationships between county agencies, the 
agricultural community, schools, and the public, agriculture in Ventura County may continue to 
prosper while maintaining safe practices for neighboring schools and other sensitive uses.   
 All parties must share the burden, and continuing efforts are required to implement and 
maintain desired safety and cooperation. 
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APPENDIX A 
 
 
 

School/Agriculture Interface Survey 

 
I. How many schools in your district have farming/agricultural operations:   

a. Adjacent to the school?   

b. Within 300 feet of the school?   

c. Within a quarter of a mile of the school? 

 

2. For each school in category #1c above, what is between the school and the agriculture? 

3. For each school reported in question #1 (a, b, & c) above, how would you describe the 
agricultural operation?   

a. What is being grown?   

b. How intensive is the operation, meaning how often is there farming activity of any kind?   

c. What would that activity be?   

d. Do you know if pesticides are being applied? 

4. Do you have a relationship with the grower(s)?  If yes, what is the relationship – Do you 
know their name?  Do you have their phone number?  Do you talk regularly?   

5. Are there any particular issues/concerns about the agricultural  
operation(s) that you would like to mention? 
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APPENDIX  B: SURVEY RESPONSES GIVEN



    

          SURVEY RESPONSES GIVEN     
School District Adjac. 300' 1/4 mi Buffer Grown How Often Activity Pesticides 

Briggs Elem Briggs x    Lemons 
Avocados 

Once a 
month 

Picking / 
Spraying / 
Pruning 

Unknown - 
Spray non- 
school hrs 

Olivelands Elem Briggs x    Lemons 
Avocados 

Once a 
month 

Picking / 
Spraying / 
Pruning 

Unknown - 
Spray non- 
school hrs 

Weathersfield Elem Conejo Valley No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Fillmore High Fillmore No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Fillmore Junior High Fillmore   x Homes Citrus Regularly All None 

Piru Elem Fillmore x    Citrus Not very Weed 
abatement None 

San Cayetano Elem Fillmore No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Sespe Elem Fillmore   x Homes Citrus Regularly All 
Yes -        

Spray non- 
school hrs 

Julien Hathaway Elem Hueneme No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Mesa Elem Mesa Union  x   Lemons Weekly All 
Yes -        

Spray non- 
school hrs 

Arroyo West Elem Moorpark No active Ag within 1/4 mile     
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Campus Canyon Elem Moorpark No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Chaparral Middle Moorpark No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Mesa Verde Middle Moorpark No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Moorpark Continuation HS Moorpark No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Moorpark High Moorpark  x   Nursery   Yes  

Mupu Elem Mupu    x Creekbed Avocado Limited Picking None - Organic 

Laguna Vista  Ocean View x    Strawb Weekly 
Picking / 

Weeding / 
Planting 

Yes 

Mar Vista Elem Ocean View x    Strawb Weekly 
Picking / 

Weeding / 
Planting 

Yes 

Ocean View Junior Ocean View x    Strawb Weekly 
Picking / 

Weeding / 
Planting 

Yes 

Tierra Vista Elem Ocean View x    Strawb Weekly 
Picking / 

Weeding / 
Planting 

Yes 

Meiners Oaks Ojai USD No active Ag within 1/4 mile     
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Mira Monte Elem Ojai USD No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Nordhoff High Ojai USD No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

San Antonio Elem Ojai USD x    Citrus Limited Picking No 

Summit Elem Ojai USD   x Homes Kiwi / Hay Limited  No 

Topa Topa Elem Ojai USD   x Homes Citrus Limited Picking No 

Adolfo Camarillo High OUHSD   x Freeway   
Homes Strawb. Weekly 

Planting / 
Weeding / 
Harvesting 

Yes 

Channel Islands High OUHSD No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Frontier Continuation OUHSD   x Road Rowcrops Daily 
Planting / 
Weeding / 
Harvesting 

Yes 

Oxnard High OUHSD x    Rowcrops Monthly 
Planting / 
Weeding / 
Harvesting 

Yes 

Rio Mesa High OUHSD x    Strawb Monthly 
Planting / 
Weeding / 
Harvesting 

Yes 

Frank Intermediate Oxnard Elem x    Strawb Weekly 
Planting / 
Weeding / 
Harvesting 

Yes             
Methal 

Bromide 
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Lemonwood  Oxnard Elem   x Homes Strawb Weekly 
Planting / 
Weeding / 
Harvesting 

Yes             
Methal 

Bromide 

Rose Avenue Elem Oxnard Elem   x Homes Strawb Weekly 
Planting / 
Weeding / 
Harvesting 

Yes 

Las Colinas PVSD   x Homes Citrus Weekly 
Picking / 

Spraying / 
Pruning 

Unknown 

Las Posas Elem PVSD   x Homes Rowcrops Daily 
Planting / 
Weeding / 
Harvesting 

Unknown 

Los Primeros Structured PVSD   x Homes Rowcrops Daily 
Planting / 
Weeding / 
Harvesting 

Unknown 

Tierra Linda Elem PVSD   x Homes Citrus Weekly 
Picking / 

Spraying / 
Pruning 

Unknown 

El Rio Elem Rio Elem No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Rio Del Valley Junior High Rio Elem x    Strawb.  
Rowcrops Daily 

Planting / 
Weeding / 
Harvesting 

Unknown 

Rio Lindo Elem Rio Elem  x   Avocados Daily 
Picking / 

Spraying / 
Pruning 

Unknown 

Rio Plaza Elem Rio Elem   x  Strawb. Daily 
Planting / 
Weeding / 
Harvesting 

Unknown 

Rio Real Elem Rio Elem   x  Strawb. Daily 
Planting / 
Weeding / 
Harvesting 

Unknown 
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Santa Clara Elem Santa Clara El x    Citrus 
Avocados Daily 

Picking / 
Pruning / 

Road Maint 
None   Organic 

Blanchard Elem Santa Paula  x   Citrus Quarterly 
Picking / 

Spraying / 
Pruning 

Unknown 

Thelma B Bedell Elem Santa Paula x    Citrus Quarterly 
Picking / 

Spraying / 
Pruning 

Unknown 

Webster, Barbara Elem Santa Paula No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Apollo Continuation High  Simi Valley No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Crestview Elem Simi Valley No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Hillside Junior High Simi Valley No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Hollow Hills Elem Simi Valley No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Katherine Elem Simi Valley No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Knolls Elem Simi Valley No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Madera Elem Simi Valley No active Ag within 1/4 mile     
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Simi Elem Simi Valley No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Sycamore Elem Simi Valley No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Township Elem Simi Valley No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Somis Middle Somis x    Rowcrops Weekly 
Weeding / 
Irrigation / 
Harvest 

Yes -        
Spray non- 
school hrs 

Balboa Middle Ventura x    Citrus  
Avocados Daily 

Picking / 
Spraying / 
Pruning 

Yes - Lorsban 

Buena High School Ventura   x  Citrus  
Avocados Daily 

Picking / 
Spraying / 
Pruning 

Yes - Lorsban 

Elmhurst Elem Ventura No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Loma Vista Elem Ventura No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Mound Elem Ventura x    Citrus 
Avocados Daily Picking / 

Pruning 
Yes            

Lorsban 

Poinsettia Elem Ventura   x  Citrus 
Avocados Daily 

Picking / 
Spraying / 
Pruning 

Unknown 

Reynolds, Blanche Elem Ventura   x  Rowcrops Daily 
Planting / 
Weeding / 
Harvesting 

Unknown 
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Saticoy Elem Ventura   x  Citrus Daily 
Picking / 

Spraying / 
Pruning 

Unknown 

Serra Junipero Elem Ventura   x  Rowcrops Daily 
Planting / 
Weeding / 
Harvesting 

Unknown 

Sheridan Way Elem Ventura No active Ag within 1/4 mile     

Ventura High Ventura No active Ag within 1/4 mile         

SUMMARY: 
         

Number of Schools shown by Ventura County Assessor's office  
   91   

Minus Number of Non Public Schools shown by Ventura County Assessor's office 
 < 21 >   

Balance - Public Schools shown by Ventura County Assessor's office 
  70   

Of the 70 Public Schools, 29 confirm there is "No active Agriculture within 1/4 mile" 
 < 29 >   

TOTAL Public Schools with Active Agriculture within 1/4 mile 
  41   

Survey Responses from 
41 schools: 

  

17 4 20 

10 Homes   
2  Roads    
1  Creek     
7 Unknown 

12 Strwb  
18 Citrus   
1 Nursery   
2 Avocado   
1 Other      
7 Rowcrop 

15 Daily        
12 Weekly     
6   Monthly    
8   Unknown 

  

15 Yes             
2   MBromide     
3   Lorsban       
7   No               
14 Unknown 
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Committee Supplied 
Information on Private 
Schools: 

  

7 1 4         

  

TOTALS:   24 5 24           


