State Technical Committee Environmental Quality Incentives Program (EQIP) Subcommittee Meeting
May 31, 2016
Kentucky NRCS State Office
Lexington, Kentucky

The purpose of this subcommittee meeting is to receive input for the fiscal year 2017 Environmental
Quality Incentives Program (EQIP). The meeting convened at 1:30 p.m., with Kate Little, NRCS Resource
Conservationist, conducting a presentation on EQIP subaccounts, ranking questions, and pooling areas.
The presentation is found at the end of these notes. The questions and input received from the
attendees is recorded below.

Kate asked if the current pooling areas adequate, or do we need to go back to the previous 14 pooling
areas? The general consensus was that there is no need to return to the previous model. The current
model serves the purpose adequately.

It was brought up that two of the EQIP ranking questions, 1h and 1i in the pastureland field ranking
sheet, cause concern. 1h speaks only to ground water when it says “wellhead protection” and “karst”.
If you are trying to protect drinking water sources, you would need to broaden the question to include
surface water, too. However, that would require the use of some definition of proximity to a drinking
water source. Kentucky Division of Water (DOW) has a layer of how far removed from an actual drinking
water intake source, where waterways are listed by how many “steps removed from source” they are.
Also, question li addresses only impaired waters. However, once they are tested, virtually all waters in
the state show up as impaired. All that question does, is indicate where testing has occurred so far. A
more accurate indicator might be the “special use waters” layer or “watershed planning areas” layer
that are available from DOW, and are updated every two years. NRCS will work with DOW to see what
can be improved for these ranking questions.

Additionally, the Northern Kentucky region may not be getting the funding they have in the past. DOW
is using some 319 money to try to fill in where EQIP isn’t funding important water quality projects.

Kate mentioned that the StrikeForce Initiative question in the ranking tool may be causing the issue of
Northern Kentucky not receiving as many contracts as they are not StrikeForce counties. In the past two
years, since that question was added, it appears that the Boone/Kenton area may be scoring lower than
in the past. There is the option of adding local questions about whether the application is in a specific
physical region; that could help replace the points not received in the StrikeForce question. She also
mentioned that we could look at the option of entering those applications, as applicable, in the
Managing Poo Regional Cooperative Conservation Program (RCPP) subaccount.

Next, Kate informed the group that the Wildlife field ranking sheet will need to be changed. This is due
to questions using acres, rather than a percentage of the operation. The use of acres is perceived as a
barrier to those producers with small acreage.

It was asked if the Southeast Kentucky Early Successional Habitat (SEKESH) counties could be adjusted
(enlarged)? Kate responded that with good justification, NRCS would look at this.

It was asked if there are specific questions regarding bat habitat? The answer was that there are not
specific questions regarding bat habitat, but a number of the questions address habitat that bats would
use.



It was noted that Kentucky Division of Fish and Wildlife Resources (KDFWR) has maps for Indiana Bat
focus areas and USFWS has maps on its website showing some areas of focus for Northern Longear Bat,
but they are found statewide. There are several issues that need to be a part of the planning process,
such as habitat connectivity, timing of practices being implemented, location of habitat being created on
the landscape, and unintentional creation of habitat by implementation of seemingly unrelated
practices. KDFWR mentioned that there are good habitat things happening through EQIP, but there are
no specific questions related to bat habitat. Kentucky Division of Forestry (KDF) said that the Technical
Assistance Request (TAR) that is provided to NRCS by KDF has information related to bats and bat
habitat included on it, and NRCS should be using that in the planning process.

US Fish and Wildlife Service mentioned that timberstand improvement (TSI) needs to have good
regeneration after it is completed, so it doesn’t end up back in Bush Honesuckle and P. Calleryana.

The Nature Conservancy asked if a pollinator question could be added to the PA1 Crop subaccount. Kate
said NRCS will look into that. They also asked about adding the practice “Denitrifying Bioreactor” and
said that it is being used in other states. Kate said she wasn’t sure if it is available in our region, but will
look into that.

Someone noted that it seems like the early EQIP cutoff comes prior to the field offices getting guidance,
and therefore few field visits occur prior to spring. The field doesn’t like to conduct all of the field visits
prior to receiving annual guidance.

KDF mentioned that the cutoff is very early in relation to when the foresters are getting requests for
service. It puts them in a very tight time situation. Kate said NRCS will send reminders to the field to
submit the requests to foresters or liaisons timely so they don’t cause a problem for the foresters.

The Kentucky Woodland Owners Association (KWOA) asked how NRCS decides how much money goes
into each account. Kate responded that the State Conservationist makes the ultimate decision with
State Office Programs Staff input. NRCS is working on updating a formula to make initial allocations.

KWOA also asked what percent of applications are approved. Kate responded that in FY 2015, 28
percent of EQIP applications were contracted with $10 million in EQIP funding. In 2016, there are over
3,000 applications and about $13 million in funding. Additional funding may come later in the year.

There being no more questions or discussion, the meeting adjourned at 3:20 p.m.
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State Initiatives General EQIP _ NWQI JointChief's Initiative
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