































































































All Comments and Responses from Public Notice (closed Sep 21, 2022) on Proposed ODA-DEQ MOA on Agricultural-related Nonpoint Source Pollution

Action

Topic

Comment

Response Text

Out of MOA
scope (cont.)

General out of
MOA scope
(cont.)

(CTUIR) the role of this MOA in the context of other MOAs and additional agreements referenced in the draft MOA,
and how they work together, is not clear. There are gaps in water quality management that this MOA does not
address. For example, this MOA focuses on “streams flowing through agricultural lands or impacted by discharges
from agricultural activities” but does not speak to interactions between surface waters and shallow and deep
groundwaters, or other agricultural activities, such as pesticide and fertilizer applications and Confined Animal
Feeding Operations (CAFOs) that can negatively impact water quality. Without having a clear understanding of
whether and how those separate MOAs and agreements fit together, it is difficult to answer the question of whether
the MOA is missing critical processes or program elements. Better identification of how the agreements all work
together towards improving water quality would also improve transparency and efficiency of the joint process.

(Will Forney) The MOA lacks any mention of water quality trading and the roles and responsibilities of either
agency. This is an approved means by the EPA and the CWA to achieve water quality standards, yet nowhere is it
considered in the document. This is a major gap in the MOA, and needs to be addressed.

(Melanie) Please don't allow the giant chicken farming go on in our area because it pollutes the nearby Santiam
River, Thomas Creek, and all tributaries due to over water use and seepage from odors and manure and excessive
chicken and poultry housing in the chicken in several concentrated poultry farm buildings. We can't be having that
on our water systems.

(Will Forney) 111.2.c. (Regularly Assessing and Reporting on Water Quality Status) - Lakes, reservoirs, and
impoundments need to be stated explicitly. Water quality data that also needs to be stated are total nitrogen and
organic carbon, dissolved nitrogen and phosphorus, Chlorophyll a, cyanotoxins, PFAs. Data ought to include
concentrations, loads, and yields. Data ought to be collected according to federal standards, included in national
data repositories (e.g. NWIS), and easily downloaded by the public.

(Will Forney) 111.2.d. TMDLs and WQMPs need to consider the jurisdiction of USFS and ODF as well. In agricultural
watersheds, forestry practices can be large contributors to NPS. Without including them, the DEQ and ODA would
only address a portion of the issue.

Because these comments are out of scope of the MOA, no revisions to the MOA were made in response to these
comments. The Limitation of Scope section discusses additional authorities of ODA, DEQ and other agencies,
which are not included in this MOA. In addition, DEQ conducts water quality program work and enters into
agreements with local, state and federal agencies, all of which are out of scope of this MOA.
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