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Figure A. Annual Value of Agricultural Production and Rank within California

Six of the nation’s top 10 agricultural counties are located in the Valley, and the region’s farmers
produce more than $30 billion worth of agricultural products annually.
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Source: California Agricultural Commissioners Crop Reports, 2011
Numbers on bars represent county rank within California.
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Figure IM-2:
Sequencing of Development
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California's Centers of
Technology: Bay Area, L.A.,
San Diego, and ... Fresno?

How would you build a high-tech center in a vast farming zone? You
might start by applying tech solutions to farming problems of water use
and sustainability in all forms.
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BRENTWOOD GROWN
(i

“Brentwood Grown” is a certification

program offered by the City of

Brentwood with the full authority of

the United States Patent and

Trademark Office. Established in 2008

the Brentwood Grown program aims to

help Brentwood-area farmers distinguish its
products to locally-grown, harvested and processed.
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The primary question raised regarding mitigation is whether the State requires the City to have a
farmland mitigation policy as part of its General Plan. A strict technical interpretation to this
question is no. However, as stated in the Department’'s comment letters, if the impacts are not
addressed at the General Plan level, each project that has farmland conversion impacts coming
forward will need to address mitigation during the CEQA process. This has the potential to

cause confusion and risk as proposals for mitigation will vary, and could be interpreted as not
being an equal process by applicants.

Related to the question about requirements for a farmland mitigation policy is what actions
might occur if the City did not adopt such a policy. The Department was also asked if it would
take action against the City for failure to approve a mitigation policy in the General Plan. The
Department’s perspective is that it is much more productive and effective to focus efforts on
collaboration with local governments, through the types of planning processes the City is
engaged in. However, the Department’s perspectives would not provide assurance to the City
as CEQA litigation could be filed by many parties, including those who may sense that
overarching policies regarding support for agriculture and farmland are being applied unevenly.
There are a series of recent rulings that have upheld agricultural land mitigation policies and
programs in California, including those that require the placement of conservation easements on
similar properties to those being lost to conversion.
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