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As of August 7, 2018, whereas farmers have been and will continue to be critical to the restoration of the Chesapeake Bay and the thousands of miles of local streams and rivers within its watershed; and

Whereas, agricultural lands compose nearly 30 percent of the Chesapeake Bay watershed, with more than 83,000 farms creating more than $10 billion of agricultural production annually; and 

Whereas since 1987, the Clean Water State Loan Revolving Fund program funded 1,944 agricultural projects in EPA Region III to the level of $99,777,693. 	Comment by Rachel Felver: EPA: perhaps this could be used if part of the directive is focused on funding.

Whereas, productive, economically robust agriculture is central to sustaining the economies and food-production of all six watershed states; and
Whereas, population growth in the Chesapeake Bay watershed and globally will challenge the region’s farmers to become even more productive to meet food demands and stay, while staying competitive in the global commodity markets while protecting local water quality; and	Comment by Rachel Felver: Suggestion made to make this bullet more general to focus on balancing environmental, ecological and economic concerns. Could this bullet focus on next generation farming?	Comment by Rachel Felver: James Cropper: The environmental and environmental issues are covered elsewhere well enough.  As the statement is written it does cover all farm generations as they are in continuous flux as farms transfer to the next generation one way or another.  The issue addressed here is that to be capable of producing local food stuffs it is necessary to be more efficient with usually fewer acres as populations grow.  This can put pressure on farmers to still maintain environmentally sound farming practices while producing food at a reasonable competitive price as land prices soar as development pressures continue to bid up the price beyond agricultural use value.  In the end agricultural land preservation may be the only recourse to solve the issue of land prices being too high to farm the land and be able to turn a profit.
	Comment by Rachel Felver: EPA: many farmers are producing food for global market; beyond the Chesapeake Bay watershed population.	Comment by Rachel Felver: PA: remove 	Comment by Rachel Felver: EPA: add
Whereas, since the beginning of the Chesapeake Bay restoration effort, farmers working with agricultural conservation professionals have planted cover crops, practiced no-till crop management, established and maintained streamside buffers and performed a litany of other conservation measures at an unprecedented scale; and
Whereas, these agricultural conservation professionalstechnical assistance providers – both public and private – connect the dots between policy, financial assistance, technical assistance, program compliance, practice verification and much more, to assure both positive environmental and economic outcomes; and
Whereas, every watershed state will rely on the agricultural community to continue to make significant further reductions in nitrogen, phosphorus and sediment to restore local water quality and reach the goals of the Chesapeake Bay Total Maximum Daily Load (Bay TMDL) goals; and
Whereas, to restore the watershed to clean, safe water, there is a need for expanded, dedicated agricultural funding , as well as readily available, effective and professional agricultural technical assistance providers to support farmers as full partners in the successful restoration of the Chesapeake Bay; and 
Whereas, the federal Farm Bill is the single most important piece of federal legislation promoting conservation on private lands, while also promoting farm viability; and 
Whereas, programs within the Farm Bill’s  conservation title, such as the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Environmental Quality Incentives Program, Conservation Reserve Enhancement Program and Regional Conservation Partnership Program, provide valuable financial and technical support to our farmers as they do their part to meet the Bay TMDL; and
Whereas, some states have developed agricultural conservation technical or financial assistance programs to help meet their own Chesapeake Bay Total Maximum Daily Load (Bay TMDL) goals; and	Comment by Rachel Felver: EPA: recommend deleting as it reiterates statement below on supplementing Farm Bill.
Whereas, the federal Farm Bill is the single most important piece of federal legislation promoting conservation on private lands, while also promoting farm viability; and 
Whereas, programs within its conservation title, such as the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Environmental Quality Incentives Program, Conservation Reserve Enhancement Program and Regional Conservation Partnership Program, provide valuable financial and technical support to our farmers as they do their part to meet the Bay TMDL; and
Whereas, additionally, some states in the watershed operate their own robust programs designed to supplement and complement the Farm Bill in assisting farmers to implement conservation practices to meet their own Bay TMDL goals.
By this directive, the Chesapeake Executive Council will:
Endeavor to provide stable, adequate and predictable levels of funding for technical assistance including funds independent of cost share and financial assistance programs and practice implementation at both state and federal levels, including technical assistance funds independent of cost share and financial assistance programs.   	Comment by Rachel Felver: EPA: we do not have this authority. Perhaps EC could commit to promote opportunities to increase private sector investment in the agricultural sector.	Comment by Rachel Felver: VA: recommended edits.
Include an assessment in each state’s Phase III Watershed Implementation plan of the capacity of agricultural technical and financial assistance to deliver the nutrient and sediment load reductions assigned to the agricultural sector along with strategies to address any identified needs. 	Comment by Rachel Felver: VA: As worded, the focus seems to be on evaluating the individual state's efforts to finance agricultural technical assistance since the focus in the WIP III.  Who is assessing NRCS/FSA efforts? How will those agencies be held accountable?
Diversify and expand the network of public, private and non-profit providers of technical and financial assistance to ensure that on-farm assistancehelp is available to meet the agricultural sector load reductions.  
Expand technical assistance capacity, request options from the USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service for the use of cooperative agreements and other tools that combine federal, state, local and private resources to target state priority agricultural resource concerns. 	Comment by Rachel Felver: VA: What exactly is USDA NRCS being asked to do here that it is not already doing?  I'd recommend seeking a stronger commitment of funding and also some amplification concerning who decides what the target priority agricultural concerns are and how flexible implementation of solutions will be less we end up across the board with the same rigidity as currently exists in the definition of how RFBs are implemented.
Enhance the job climate for government technical assistance providers by exploring how to make training and certification more streamlined and accessible, along with the development of two-year certification programs, innovative technology training forums and education loan assistance programs.  
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