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This document presents a preliminary outline of the Benton County Voluntary Stewardship Program (VSP). Following the outline a table shows the connection of the program outline to the statutory requirements of the work plan.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The following table identifies the Work Plan chapter, relationship to information provided to the VSP Work Group, and approximate meeting month for the initial chapter review. While months may change depending on the progress of the Work Group and consultant team, overall completion is planned by June 2017. The intent is to provide adequate time for Work Group review prior to completion of a full draft plan in early 2017.
Table 1. VSP Work Plan Chapter and Preliminary Schedule
	Chapter
	Preliminary Information to Date
	Approximate Month of First Draft 
2016-2017

	
	
	November
	December
	January

	0. Executive Summary
	
	
	
	X

	1. Introduction
	
	X
	
	

	2. County Profile
	Agricultural and Critical Area Mapping, Summer/Fall 2016
	X
	
	

	3. Agricultural Context
	Preliminary Agricultural Economic Information, September 2016
	X
	
	

	4. Background Information, Other Plans and Regulations
	Related Watershed Management, Species Recovery, Water Quality, and Farmland Preservation Plans, July 2016
	X
	
	

	5. Baseline Conditions
	Agricultural and Critical Area Mapping, July-September 2016
Conservation Practices, BCD and NRCS, August 2016
	
	X
	

	6. Technical Assistance
	
	
	X
	

	7. Measurable Benchmarks
	Ongoing Goals Discussions, Fall 2016
	X
	X
	X

	8. Monitoring
	
	
	
	X

	9. Plan Approval Process and Timeline
	
	
	
	X

	10. Definitions
	
	
	
	X

	Appendix. Stewardship Plan Checklist 
	
	
	
	X
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Relationship of Plan Outline to VSP Statute
The table below shows the relationship of major VSP plan sections to the statute. 
	Key Plan Section
	Work Plan Requirements 
(RCW 36.70A.720(1) a through l 
unless stated)

	Introduction
	

	Work Group
	b

	Core Elements of Work Plan:
	

	Protect Critical Areas Test
	RCW 36.70A.725

	Maintain and Enhance Ag Viability Test
	RCW 36.70A.725

	Create Protection and Enhancement Goals and Benchmarks
	RCW 36.70A.720 (1)

	Background Information, Other Plans, and Regulations
	a, h

	Technical Assistance
	d, f, g

	Baselines and Measurable Benchmarks
	c, e, i

	Monitoring, Reporting, and Adaptive Management
	j, k, l

	Plan Approval Process 
	RCW 36.70A.725


RCW 36.70A.720 Watershed group’s duties - Work plan - Conditional priority funding.
(1) 	A watershed group designated by a county under RCW 36.70A.715 must develop a work plan to protect critical areas while maintaining the viability of agriculture in the watershed. The work plan must include goals and benchmarks for the protection and enhancement of critical areas. In developing and implementing the work plan, the watershed group must:
(a) Review and incorporate applicable water quality, watershed management, farmland protection, and species recovery data and plans;
(b) Seek input from tribes, agencies, and stakeholders;
(c) Develop goals for participation by agricultural operators conducting commercial and noncommercial agricultural activities in the watershed necessary to meet the protection and enhancement benchmarks of the work plan;
(d) Ensure outreach and technical assistance is provided to agricultural operators in the watershed;
(e) Create measurable benchmarks that, within ten years after the receipt of funding, are designed to result in (i) the protection of critical area functions and values and (ii) the enhancement of critical area functions and values through voluntary, incentive-based measures;
(f) Designate the entity or entities that will provide technical assistance;
(g) Work with the entity providing technical assistance to ensure that individual stewardship plans contribute to the goals and benchmarks of the work plan;
(h) Incorporate into the work plan any existing development regulations relied upon to achieve the goals and benchmarks for protection;
(i) Establish baseline monitoring for: (i) Participation activities and implementation of the voluntary stewardship plans and projects; (ii) stewardship activities; and (iii) the effects on critical areas and agriculture relevant to the protection and enhancement benchmarks developed for the watershed;
(j) Conduct periodic evaluations, institute adaptive management, and provide a written report of the status of plans and accomplishments to the county and to the commission within sixty days after the end of each biennium;
(k) Assist state agencies in their monitoring programs; and
(l) Satisfy any other reporting requirements of the program.
RCW 36.70A.725 Technical review of work plan—Time frame for action by director.
(1) Upon receipt of a work plan submitted to the director under RCW 36.70A.720(2)(a), the director must submit the work plan to the technical panel for review.
(2) The technical panel shall review the work plan and report to the director within forty-five days after the director receives the work plan. The technical panel shall assess whether at the end of ten years after receipt of funding, the work plan, in conjunction with other existing plans and regulations, will protect critical areas while maintaining and enhancing the viability of agriculture in the watershed.
(3)(a) If the technical panel determines the proposed work plan will protect critical areas while maintaining and enhancing the viability of agriculture in the watershed:
(i) It must recommend approval of the work plan; and
(ii) The director must approve the work plan.
(b) If the technical panel determines the proposed work plan will not protect critical areas while maintaining and enhancing the viability of agriculture in the watershed:
(i) It must identify the reasons for its determination; and
(ii) The director must advise the watershed group of the reasons for disapproval.
(4) The watershed group may modify and resubmit its work plan for review and approval consistent with this section.
(5) If the director does not approve a work plan submitted under this section within two years and nine months after receipt of funding, the director shall submit the work plan to the statewide advisory committee for resolution. If the statewide advisory committee recommends approval, the director must approve the work plan.
(6) If the director does not approve a work plan for a watershed within three years after receipt of funding, the provisions of RCW 36.70A.735(2) apply to the watershed.
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