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craig Dickersolt program Manager
Financial Assistance programs pivision
Natural Resources Conservation gervice
p.0. BOX 2890
Washington, DpC 20013—2890

RE: comments on Conservation Security program Tnterim rinal rule

Dear MT. Dickerson:

The central coast Vineyard Team 18 2 non—profit grower group whose mission is Lo promote
farming practices rhat are protect poth natural and human resources while renaining
profitable. our growers own OY manade over 50,000 acres of the winegrape acreade on the
central coast of California and represent a significant 1eadet in ouyr industry- We are
committed to developing innovative farning practices that reduce risks and improve quality
-~ these solutions wust be tailored ro meel the site specific circumstances of each
individual vineyard. Not only does development and implementation of best management
practices help the farmeX put it helps the public by protecting valuable open space
habitat, clean alyr, clean wate¥r, and & healthy environment for OUY workers and community.

The Conservation gecurity progran (CSP) ig an important and innovative step forward in ou

nation's approach to conservation and & critical new component of U.5- farm policy: CSE
holds great promise or rewarding farmexrs pased OR how they protect and improve the
environment. ns intended by congress: CSP should be nationwide program available to all

rypes of producers, in all regions © the country: with all types of conservation
objectives.

cop has the potential to jnfluence agricultural practice to promote agricultural
stewardship, put the rules need tO be modified so that the CSP meets the original vigiol
of the 1aw. 1in many cases; the current rules directly contradict the original intent of

1. Remove restrictions that 1imit enrollment to only @ few watersheds and certain
"categories" of Farmers and ranchers - CcSP chould be nationwide, without geographical
restrictions.

2. Expand eligible regource concerns ro all types of conservation objective .
Participation in CSP ahould jinclude farmers and ranchers in all types of agriculture W
are willing Lo commit £O significant conservation practices. Paricipation ahould not

restricted to particular categories and subcategories of farmers and ranchers:

3. gliminate rhe new nper acye" cap on contract payments. 1t favor® large farms over
gmall farms and those with high 1and rents over those with iower rental rates even if
rhose farms may be practicing less conservation. 1n areas 1ike California with high
values, the current caps will e 2 disincentive and represent gerious parriers for
participation.
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4. Expand enhancement payments to include the full range of options in the law (i.e., On7
farm/ranch assessment and evaluation activities, crop rotations, puffers: energy
conservation, environmentally gound managenent of invasive species, pollinator protection

and enhancement, continued enhancement payments for on—farm/ranch research and
demonstration activities). There are numerous activities that farmers do that should make
them eligible for enhancement payments, put they are not eligible under the current rules.
agrowexrs rhat are willing to share informatlon through outreach, research, assessment and
evaluation should be eligible for enhancement, pecause rhat federal dollar is being spread
peyond & single grower .

5. Increase the cost-share rate for new practices. growers are assuming rigk when they
rake on new practices. These new practices and risk can be mitigated with an increase in
the cost-share rate for such practices.

¢ . Remove requirements for & priot history of meetind high environmental standards, and
instead require that high standards pe met in & reasonable time after participating in the
csP. This will allow moxre growers to join the choll, rather than preaching ro the already
converted.

The CSP has not potential and imperative to provide farmers and ranchers with meaningful
incentives and rewards for implementing comprehensive protection of the nation's extremely
valuable, natural resources. put it requires rules changes to meet the original intent of
the legislation!

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on this very important program.
Sincerely,

Kris o' Connok, M.S.. pirector
kris@vineyardteam.org

central coast vineyard Teaml

good for growers - good for the Environment . @ood tor the Ccommunity
835 12th grreet, guite 204

Paso rRobles:, Ch 93446

rel. 805.369.CCVT
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