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Michigan Technical Committee (MTC) Recommendations 

for Fiscal Year (FY) 2018 Program Implementation 

1. Topic for Recommendation: Priority Natural Resource Concerns 

Background: 

As described in the Conservation Programs Manual, program implementation must 

address priority natural resource concerns in the State and region. The priority natural 

resource concerns are established using recommendations from the State Technical 

Committee. 


Priority resource concerns are used in developing allocation formulas and application 

ranking tools. 


Specifically under the Conservation Stewardship Program (CSP), States must select five 

priority resource concerns to be used in evaluating which applications meet the 

stewardship threshold and are eligible for the program. 


MTC Recommendation #1: 

The following resource concerns (marked with a II) will be considered priority in the 

State and used for developing FY2018 program implementation criteria for CSP and 

Environmental Quality Incentives Program (EQIP). 


Air Quality Impacts 

Fish and Wildlife Inadequate Habitat 

Livestock Production limitation 

Inefficient Energy Use 

Degraded Plant Condition 

Soil Erosion 

Soil Quality Degradation 

Water Quality Degradation 

Insufficient Water 

Excess Water 
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2. Topic for Recommendation: CSP Ranking Pools 

Background: 

Ranking Pools are established based on landscape conservation initiative areas, watersheds, 
geographic areas or other appropriate regions in the State to ensure similar applications are 

ranked and compete with similar applications. Separate ranking pools must be established for 
agricultural land and Non-Industrial Private Forestland (NIPF). 

MTC Recommendation #2: 

A. Continue to use the established ranking pools for CSP, as listed and mapped below: 

Southern Lower Ml Ao General 

Southern Lower Ml NIPF General 

UP-Northern Ml Ag General 

UP-Northern Ml NIPF General 

Ml Aa Sociallv Disadvantaaed (statewide\ 

Ml NIPF Sociallv Disadvantaaed /statewide) 

Ml Aa Beoinnina Farmer (statewide) 

Ml NIPF Beoinnino Farmer (statewide) 

CJ UP Northsm Lo'::er Ml 

[=i Southern Lo·Her l\ll 
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3. - Topic for Recommendation: CSP Allocation Formula 

Background: 

An allocation formula is used to distribute acres to the identified ranking pools in the State. 
The current formula uses Ag Census Data and data from the US Forest Service on NIPF 

ownership. 

MTC Recommendation #3: 

A.  Continue to use the established allocation formula for CSP. The acres will be distributed 
as follows: 

• 15% of acre allocation to NIPF Operations, 85% to Ag Operations 

• 10% of acre allocation to Beginning and Socially Disadvantaged Producers 

• The remaining NIPF acres will be distributed based on US Forest Service NIPF Data: 
26% to Southern Lower Ml, 74% to Northern Lower/UP 

• The remaining Ag acres will be distributed based on Ag Census data: 
70% to Southern Lower Ml, 30% to Northern Lower/UP 

• Example distribution if Michigan is given 50 000 acres·
, 

Aa NIPF 

10% to Histarically Underserved: 

Socially Disadvantaaed 2,125 375 

Beainning Farmer 2,125 375 

RemaininQ Distribution by Census/NIPF Data: 

Southern Lower Ml General 26,867 1,761 

UP-Northern Ml General 11,383 4,989 

TOTAL 42,500 7,500 
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2017 and my decisions are indicated above. 


4. - Topic for Recommendation: Monarch Habitat Initiative 

Background: 

A precipitous decline in the monarch population has triggered an international response to 

improve monarch habitat throughout the species range. In August 2014, the U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service received a petition to list the monarch butterfly as a threatened species under 

the Endangered Species Act. Such a listing could have broad landscape implications, including 

impacts to current agricultural practices. 

A recommendation to establish a monarch habitat initiative in Michigan was presented to the 

Michigan Technical Committee in August of 2016. A subgroup of the MTC was then established 

by the State Conservationist to explore and develop a recommendation. The following 

recommendation of the subgroup is being forwarded to the MTC for consideration. 

MTC Recommendation #4: 

Create a monarch habitat initiative in Michigan to increase and improve monarch habitat, which 

includes the following action items: 

1. ´ NRCS will establish a state EQIP funding pool specifically for monarch habitat 

restoration in Michigan starting in fiscal year 2018. 

a. Allocate a minimum of $100,000 to the funding pool. 

b. Implement the fund pool structure used by neighboring states under the 

NRCS Monarch Butterfly Development Project. Wildlife habitat evaluation 

guides, conservation practices and application evaluation tools will be 
adjusted, as needed, for Michigan use. 

2. ´ NRCS and partners will participate in a monarch outreach and education campaign 

to promote the initiative prior to fiscal year 2018. 

a. ´ Coordinate with partners to develop and disseminate outreach materials 

with consistent messages, and educate customers. 

b. ´ Provide NRCS staff with technical training on habitat evaluation guides and 

habitat requirements. 

i. ´ Emphasize the importance of the relationship between pollinators 

and agriculture to acquire "buy-in" from staff. 

3. ´ NRCS and partners will provide monarch initiative "pre-packaged" message 

materials to members of the MTC to participate in the outreach effort. 

a. ´ Collect MTC member organizations' media person contact information for 

outreach coordination. 
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