Benton County Voluntary Stewardship Program
Workgroup Meeting #5
September 26, 2016 1:30 PM – 3:30 PM
Benton PUD Meeting Room, Prosser WA

In attendance:  







Nicole Berg
Debbie Berkowitz
Michael Crowder
Seth Defoe
Robin French
Ron Harle
Phil Hull
Shane Johnson
Fred Muller
Lori Nelson
Mark Nielson
Larry Pearson
Robin Priddy
John Raap
Michael Ritter
Evan Sheffels (phone)
Karen Sowers
Matt Vickery


Benton County staff: Mike Shuttleworth, Michelle Cooke
Project staff: Neil Aaland, Lisa Grueter, Sarah Sandstrom

Open the Meeting: Facilitator Neil Aaland opened the meeting at 1:30. He asked attendees in the room to introduce themselves, and then reviewed the agenda. He noted that there was a discussion at the last meeting about a tour of farms; if people are interested in having their farms visited please let Michelle know by Friday Sept. 30.

Updated Aquifer Mapping – Project Staff
Sarah Sandstrom reviewed some of the questions raised at the last meeting. She referred to the table and noted that the intersects of agriculture and critical areas broke down as follows:
· Dryland agriculture: 20% of the acreage overlaps with critical areas
· Irrigated agriculture: 10% overlap
· Rangeland: 60% overlap

There was a question about critical aquifer recharge areas. Mark Nielson said the overlay of alluvial soils caused him concern. Much of the alluvial soils are underlain by basalt, so are not really recharging aquifers in the same fashion. Seth suggested using “alluvial parent geology”; Sarah agreed. A question was asked about the relationship between this information and critical areas. It was suggested that this information could be broader, and used to focus attention in the workplan. Sarah noted that the area shown as rangelands seemed higher. They found that much of this was in the Umatilla refuge and the area north of Hover Park.

There was a brief discussion about the goal for groundwater recharge. Mark thought the goal is “recharge the aquifer with clean water”. Sometimes, recharging the aquifer can conflict with state anti-degradation policy. Seth noted there is a lot of interest in aquifer recharge, noting such projects as the Aquifer Storage and Recovery projects in Kennewick and elsewhere.
Agricultural Economy and Practices
At the last meeting, several people volunteered to meet or conference call with Lisa to further discuss agriculture in Benton County. Lisa summarized the call and then reviewed change to the document discussed at the last meeting. Mark noted that this is a starting point for additional discussions. Shane thinks the list of agriculture types needs to be open for future new types. For examples, blueberry crops are growing, but were not big several years ago.

The group discussed agricultural viability on page 2. Comments included:
· At some point as we promote ag viability, we will run up against critical areas to an extent that we cannot compromise – how will we address that?
· Seth wonders if we need to characterize any land that has not yet been developed
· Neil noted that the VSP workplan can be updated after adoption to take into account changes in agriculture, and there is certainly the ability within the VSP framework to expand land used for agriculture
· Mike Rickel said WDFW has done some mapping on wildlife corridors, which might be one way to approach rangeland habitat and other critical areas; he also noted a connectivity study by the Nature Conservancy. He will provide that to Lisa 
· Ron also thinks we need to be attentive to ground that is not presently farmed but may be in the future
· Mark said if there are criteria for identifying potential new ag land, he can map those
· Phil said part of agricultural viability is identifying and protecting land for future agricultural use; when you start talking about critical areas that intersect with agriculture, it has the potential for conflicting with ag expansion. We need to have a balance because we don’t know how much it may expand down the road.

Critical Area Functions, Issues, and Potential VSP Goals
Neil explained that this topic shifts the conversation away from presentations and begins fostering discussion among the work group on work plan issues. We want to start discussing potential goals for critical areas and agricultural viability. A template was provided to the group to serve as a way to begin the dialogue – titled “Framework: Critical Areas, Agricultural Practices, and Potential VSP Goals”. Neil suggested going line by line to capture comments on critical areas goals and agricultural viability goals. The work group agreed to try this; Lisa and Sarah served as recorders and captured the dialogue on flip charts.

The flip chart comments have been typed up and attached to these notes. 

Mark suggested sending out the form used for the discussion in advance to the group, and ask for it to be filled out and returned prior to the next meeting. This can be used to help the discussion along.


Next steps:
· Mike Ritter will provide the TNC connectivity mapping and the WDFW corridor mapping
· We will continue this approach to defining goals
· Those willing to be part of a tour and volunteer their farms contact Michelle Cooke by Friday September 30

The meeting adjourned at 3:30 pm.  

Next meeting: October 24, 2016 from 1:30 to 3:30.


benton County Voluntary Stewardship Program
Lower Yakima | Preliminary Agricultural Viability and Critical Area Protection Goals | September 2016
The Voluntary Stewardship Program (VSP) Work Plan must be designed 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” (RCW 36.70A.720 (1)). Within Benton County, the intent of the VSP Work Plan is to enhance and not just maintain agricultural viability. 
The following table summarizes the discussion of goals for streams and rivers in Benton County relative to critical area protection and enhancing agricultural viability. In cases where the same goal applies directly to both critical area protection and enhancement of agricultural viability, those goals span both columns.
RIVERS AND STREAMS
	Function
	Goal for Critical Area Protection
	Goal for Enhancing Agricultural Viability

	Water Quantity/Flow
	Consistency with Yakima Integrated Plan – Flow, Habitat, and Conservation into future 

	
	Irrigation Efficiencies, both on-farm and delivery, including piping of irrigation canals and adding electrical pumps to KID

	
	Increase instream flow in Yakima River during critical periods

	Increase water right stability for senior water right holders

	
	
	Increase water availability for junior water right holders

	
	
	Improve water supply security- add electrical pumps to KID

	*Note- Agriculture in Benton County has a very limited effect on flow in the Columbia River relative to the effects federal water regulation; therefore, no goals for flow on the Columbia River are proposed.

	Water Quality
	Reduce nutrient (nitrogen and phosphorus) and sediment losses through surface runoff

	
	Reduce water stargrass abundance

	
	Investigate opportunities to recharge groundwater by flooding fields during high flows to create cool water refugia
	Recharge groundwater through flooded fields, which contribute income through hunting


	
	Increase fencing of streams and provide off-stream watering for livestock
	New FSMA requirements to monitor for bacteria in irrigation water- Big expense to farmers and potential concern if bacteria exceed allowed levels

	* Note- In general, there is limited opportunity to improve water temperatures from vegetation along streams in Benton County. Bacterial pathogens are also thought to be less of a concern in Benton County compared to other counties. 



RIVERS AND STREAMS
	Function
	Goal for Critical Area Protection
	Goal for Enhancing Agricultural Viability

	Water Quantity/Flow
	Consistency with Yakima Integrated Plan – Flow, Habitat, and Conservation into future 

	
	Irrigation Efficiencies, both on-farm and delivery, including piping of irrigation canals and adding electrical pumps to KID

	
	Increase instream flow in Yakima River during critical periods

	Increase water right stability for senior water right holders

	
	
	Increase water availability for junior water right holders

	
	
	Improve water supply security- add electrical pumps to KID

	*Note- Agriculture in Benton County has a very limited effect on flow in the Columbia River relative to the effects federal water regulation; therefore, no goals for flow on the Columbia River are proposed.

	Water Quality
	Reduce nutrient (nitrogen and phosphorus) and sediment losses through surface runoff

	
	Reduce water stargrass abundance

	
	Investigate opportunities to recharge groundwater by flooding fields during high flows to create cool water refugia
	Recharge groundwater through flooded fields, which contribute income through hunting


	
	Increase fencing of streams and provide off-stream watering for livestock
	New FSMA requirements to monitor for bacteria in irrigation water- Big expense to farmers and potential concern if bacteria exceed allowed levels

	* Note- In general, there is limited opportunity to improve water temperatures from vegetation along streams in Benton County. Bacterial pathogens are also thought to be less of a concern in Benton County compared to other counties. 





