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Grasslands Reserve Program
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biodiversity, and grassk -
containing shrubs or forbSSaREer the

- greatest threat of conversion. Al
~ three areas of emphasis were used
in the allocation formula to States.
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‘Grasslands Reserve

Program
= Funding in FY 2003 - $69,127,000
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“donor” program that contri

the CRP and WRP. 2

m GRP contributed $9,545,000 toward the
administration of non-GRP activities in FY-2003.



‘Grasslands Reserve
Program
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‘Grasslands Reserve
Program
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‘Grasslands Reserve
Program
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‘Grasslands Reserve
Program
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‘Grasslands Reserve
Program
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FY-2003 GRP Number of Projects
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FY-2003 GRP Number of Acres
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FY-2003 GRP Unfunded Acres
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FY-2004 GRP Allocations to States
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EQIP — Grazing Lands
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Grazmg ‘Land Practices
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FY-2003 EQIP Payments for 1997-2003
Grazing Land Practices
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Conservation Policy Continuum
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Conservation Policy Continuum
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Conservation Policy Continuum
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Conservation Policy Continuum
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Conservation Policy Continuum

Consolidation

Maintenance

Compliance

/ / RCA
Establis.hrnent/ /
I | | |

1982 1985 1991 1996

1935 2002




Conservation Policy Continuum
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Conservation Policy Continuum
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Conservation Security
Program (CSP)

m [t's a new da in ,onsgr\/rJrJon NSO

m NoO oth r)rO Jrer

- recog gnizesiand rewards
- rererJ for el

h gr 1€\ "'JJ Of
enwronmenta
stewardship

m CSP helps producers
- maintain and further
their conservation commitment




"CSP will reward the best and
m 0 ti Va t e th e I' es t' 2 USDA Secretary Ann M Veneman

leaders and who provide the enwronmental
benefits wanted by society, CSP provides strong
incentives for others to follow their example.




CSP Will Provide Demonstragle&,ﬂ
Environmental Benefits N B
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By taking a "snapshot” at the b begm'c ft
contract we obtain a baselme Ink g
‘resources and the producer’s manac

= Soil organic matter (carbo”)

m Nutrients
m Pesticides
m Other resource concerns




Enhanced Resource
Condition "

= CSP will improve th condition or r\rrer Cals Wor k
farms and ranches md SRNancENatlBINESOUC
for the o) L)J as a Wnole

-t"' X



Eligibility Requirements

m Privately-owned or Tribal land

o Appllcant in compliance wi 4 LI L/wet 4| ||
provisions Mu (H,
m Active mtéfést» ult ration

m Control of land for Ilfeofth ontract

m Applicant must share in risk anc M J—;}w itled to a
share of the crops or livestock Hnin

m Must meet specific minimum requirements




Most Ag Land Eligible

m Producers on cropland

\\\\\\ may
- apply for CSP regardless

of size, type ofoperatlon

or crops produced.

s Land in CRP, WRP, GRP,
recently converted

cropland and forest land
are NOT eligible.




Priority Watersheds:
CSP will first be offered in watersheds
with greatest potential for improving:

7i condition |
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Treatment Requirements

mlnlmum
treatment crlter|a| :‘ Water
quality

o TeChnlCILles to ac ve thes ater

criteria will vary ¢ ur farm'’s
slope, climate and other charactrlstlcs

= Might include managing nutrients and
pesticides, erosion control and buffers




Three Tiers*

Tier I Tier II Tier III

have addressed ~ have addressed  have addressed
water quality water quality | all resources on

and saldhliy soil quality ~ the entire
he entlre operation and

ée_

act|V|t|es

concern

*all participants agree to address any additional sign-
up announcement requirements



Four Payment
Components

treatment |

2) An annual componer

malntalnlng ex|sting “““““

practices T

3) A one-time new practice | Eegige
component for additional practices |y+\%:3

14) An enhancement component for
exceptional conservation effort




All Payment Components
Apply to all 3 Tiers

Enhancement
Payments

Practice
Payments

Base
Payments




Enhancement
Component

m Payments for producers who adc
resource benefits beyonc the
prescribed level I

= Types of enhancements include:
1) improving a significant resour
concern beyond requirement,
2) improving a priority local
resource condition,
3) on-farm demonstrations/pilots,
5) assessment and evaluation
activities

0 A




Private Lands Conservation

=’ o
ot ] o~
i P .

m GRP a nd_ E 'pdEJEeS

= Conservation Policy ContimuuIT

e | - ad
. Ty
.

= e P 5

- = ConservationrSecurity Brogkans
|

~ = Vision for the Future



What is Management
Intensity?

= Keep in mind that In tensive Mdﬂdﬁff ent IS
referring toie | level of theatmentiend. .
man fe cmentihaticeboyeEns SEVERERIE

“min lJm recunremem t5 for trzt practice O S
manage i

m Some types of mtenswe mal EOEIIET t may
not be typical NRCS conservation practices

- at all, such as monitoring and evaluation or
on—farm research and demonstration




Practices with Intensive
Management

W Jas

JJJJJ
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L Fe rJlH J\/JrJrJfUéménr
- —TIrrig auieRWeeMVelEEEIE D
— Nutrlent VEREEE
— Pest Management
— Air Quality
— Salinity and Sodic Soil Management



Practices with Intensive
Management (cont.)
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— Atmospr eric gmrl RESOUCENDUEIILY
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Viana ﬁmemr
— \/\/rl e Ul ZEI o)y

'-' And Wildlire e 'r"'r;J"r el ernenie |
— Wetland Wildlife Habitat J\/Jrjmrjﬁrrwr'
— Drainage Water Manageme |
— Conservation Crop Rotation




Practices with Intensive
Management (cq_ i)

— Prescribed a zin J
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Management Inten5|t|es can be
developed for many rces

s Soil Quality
= Wildlife Habita:
= Water Quality anc NutHen Y eeEEIEls

m Energy

" And Include:



Residue Management

m Meets regi_o \ -rJr)r)]J“rL)Jé Griteria for
Natiq | Stan Jardi329)

yr s
T

rJJ Con rJJrJorJJrU J’JFJdA (SC1) valua s
p05|t|ve 0.07=)." Current

m Soil Tillage Intensity Ratinl STIR) is less

“than 30

= Not in @ monoculture cropping system.



Sod Rotations

Je If] r)l ts
RedUtfi Uel usage
m Increased organic
matter
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es and corridors

"'-ﬂ:e‘h_ -







Potential Enhancement Activities:

= In excess of minimum reqmrements for the standard:
To manage for forbs and Ie Ime: 5 that benet it native
pollinators and other wildlife t food
sources for g | "




Potential Enhancement Activities (cont.):
- In excess of minimum reqmrements for the supply

s e

o Alternative water sup Vo SRR e




Potential Enhancement Activities (cont.):

- In excess of minimum requirements for the standard:
« Minimize adverse wildlife |mpacts associated with
livestock waterlng str 5 (e.g., bat ortallty)




s N-Testing. Soil and plant tissue nitrogen tests
used to estimate the re5|dual ‘NItrogen avalile Ie
for plant use in determln rerrJJuer needs

Split Nitroger A JJQJ icationsraiE applicationE = =
of half or less  off the g lired o i
__ q_rytr [l for erej) grddlctor) ai o Defore

o)f] ElglefRYiEsRtl s Sgielicieler slgoliad after

emergence

= Nitrogen inhibitors can also be USEEARGEMN
release nitrates later in the growing seasen’
- meet plant nutrient needs



... Buffers for
Water Quality

= Widen, lengthen, connect: Use ex/siii
buffers andl modify/ terenencENEEREUENITA
_and otherbenefits =
= Intersperse andiinstall ConsiCedeyis/ay, e
woody and herbaceous buffers at’cribies)
locations :
s What

: e 2% | R .-.,_,_hh.'h'rl.u!.l'“-,_‘x-:,‘.;_
T, Eﬂ & | :'!_':.I._'.I__rf.-'. By e - ]
AP - T




4 km W of Webraska City, Nebraska, United States 04 spr 1999 EUSGS

-A farm view ... before

o 1500Mm
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Practices installed to address
other resource issues can also
enhance wiIdIife I_,":;- biages.

L )
o

- grassed HfJE:‘foJ\/J GESIFNECNONOVICE
nesting habitat

; -:*f
- r‘-.'

- fieldlberders Widened aneNTE e R
provide a transition zone DetWeETRIe j
agricultural field and adjacentiiabitae™

- riparian areas planted and managed to
connect upland habitat with wetland habitat



Fossil Fuel
Reductions

- Conver5|on (o) no~rJH J’J’JrJ\/ fesiier]
appProx mrJreJ\/ 200 rallllios) collzirs savisles
~_annually;

"-l.'g.‘ i,

- l" -
[

e Reductlon in commerC|a fiilizer
production and appllcatlo -

- Bio-fuel production



Greenhouse Gas
Reduction

- | .. )
I‘k - #

'-I

- Proper utilization oifieniliZEdeiENianuie
- Increased! carbon' Sequesialiisl

- Reduced emissions from f
~and machlnery
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. Reallgnment of Agency Prlorltles Dep areas)

Vision for the Futqg

oy -
’ e

= Pull Strateg"‘ o

N Impa ots on| ConservationiPlenning
= Crieating RositiVeREWEEENOIAEIIsIENIsE
m»e\ ONATFMERCIEISRECOGILIGNH
a Technical Assistance — \ orkforcesgBigging e
= Line in the Sand on Environmental Perfort nance
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Challenges &
Opportunities
Remain

& /O = \Waterfowl &
et ) Wildlife
N J n Water Quality
R RO s Water Quantity

m Erosion/Soll
Quality
m Air Quality




Conclusion

- What I ou dop

/\/rmc ale) e plelV/a to Ooffer as 2rir
~using plant mcherrJL

= What specifics can we use ‘or Evaluation on

- range and pasture?
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