
Thank you for your attendance and participation in today’s meeting!

State Technical Committees serve in an advisory capacity to the Natural Resources Conservation 
Service (NRCS) and other agencies of the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) on the 
implementation of the natural resources conservation provisions of Farm Bill legislation. 
Committees are intended to include members from a wide variety of natural resource and 
agricultural interests.

Chaired by the NRCS State Conservationist in each State, these Committees are composed of 
representatives from Federal and State natural resource agencies, American Indian Tribes, 
agricultural and environmental organizations, and agricultural producers.

The Committees provide information, analysis, and recommendations to appropriate USDA 
officials, who strongly consider their advice. Individuals or groups wanting to participate as 
members on a State Technical Committee may submit requests to the State Conservationist 
explaining their interest and relevant credentials.



Working Forests for Wildlife
RCPP- Tennessee, Kentucky, Virginia

Danna Baxley, The Nature Conservancy, Kentucky Chapter



Goals of the Partnership

• Utilize HFRP to put 
permanent easements on 
the most important forest 
corridors for wildlife

• Unite HFRP and TNC’s 
voluntary forest carbon 
program (Working 
Woodlands) to develop 
environmental markets in 
KY, TN, and VA.

• Address soil, water, and 
wildlife benefits through 
Forest Management Plans 
on these tracts.



Screening Tool– DRAFT for comments



Screening Tool– DRAFT for comments
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Ranking Tool- Draft for Comments



Kentucky State Technical 
Committee

Financial Assistance Programs 
Fiscal Year 2019 Activities and FY 2020 Updates

November 13, 2019

Deena Wheby

Assistant State Conservationist for Programs



Disclaimer!

The numbers shown in this presentation are not 
meant to be used for “official” agency numbers 

for use outside of this presentation.   

Should official numbers be needed, 

please contact Deena Wheby.



Regular EQIP

➢ $16,301,000 obligated
➢ 620 contracts
➢ 61,000 acres

Note:  10 of the 12 counties with no 
contracts had one or more eligible 
high priority applications but they 
didn’t rank high enough for funding.



RCPP EQIP

➢ $ 992,000 obligated
➢ 76 contracts
➢ 5,300 acres
➢ 10 projects had 

contracts funded in 
FY 2019



Regional Conservation Partnership Program (RCPP) (EQIP)

Project Name Primary Partner
FY 19 EQIP 
Obligation Acres Contracts 

Cerulean Warbler RCPP
App. Mts. Joint 

Venture $177,715 885 2
Managing Poo KY DOC $21,800 100 1

Overgrazing & Soil Degradation on Horse Farms UK $44,570 85 4

Seeding Ground Cover on Marginal Lands Scott Co CD $0 0 No application received

Precision Conservation Management  IL Corn Growers $20,475 145 2

Lake Cumberland RCPP Wayne Co CD $46,650 160 3

Season Extension for Eastern Kentucky (SEEK) Grow Appalachia - - No remaining financial assistance

UK Forestry (7 KDF Central Region, 6 NE Region) UK/KDF $30,000 2,635       13

Advanced Precision Ag for Sustainable Conservation Nutrien - -

Applications were deferred to FY 
2020 in order to do conservation 

planning.

Improving Wildlife and Pollinator Habitat on Farms KSU $74,225 140 9

Knox County RCPP Knox Co CD $75,000 225 3

Profitable Farms: Soil, Water and Plant Quality
Pine Mt. 

Settlement School $376,600 750 30

Reversing Decline in Grassland Biodiversity ABC $125,500 165 9
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ALL FY 2019 EQIP
(General + RCPP)

➢ $ 17,291,000
➢ 696 contracts
➢ 66,300 acres



Estimated Unfunded 
Backlog

➢ 2,200 high priority 
eligible/pending apps

➢ Approximately $25 m
➢ Most of these came 

in after the batching 
period date. 

➢ Also had “low” 
priority applications 
as well



General EQIP Practices Contracted during 
FY 2019 Highlights

• Fence 
• $2.6 million
• 656 instances
• 165 contracts
• 1.3 million feet (246 miles!!)

• Cover Crops 
• $1.24 million 
• 258 instances
• 67 contracts
• 28,800 acres

• Pipeline/Tank/HUAs
• $2.4 million

• 339 tanks, 370K feet of pipeline (more 
than 70 miles)

• 97 contracts

• Seasonal High Tunnel Systems
• $900K

• Plus companion practices

• 100 high tunnels

• Plus 30 under RCPP $277K



General EQIP by Fund Account Highlights 

• Manure Management
• 14 contracts ($977K)

• Forestland
• 57 contracts ($911K)

• Wildlife and SE Kentucky Early Successional Habitat
• 90 contracts ($1.38m)

• On-Farm Energy
• 34 contracts ($642K)

• Irrigation Water Management
• 0 contracts 

• High Tunnel Systems (not including RCPP)
• 100 contracts ($900K)

• Organic
• 28 contracts ($128K)

• Conservation Activity Plans
• 28 contracts ($120K)

(not including RCPP)

• NWQI
• 2 contracts ($217K)

• MRBI
• 12 contracts ($412K)

• Edge of Field Monitoring
• 3 contracts ($1.15 m)



Historically Underserved Customer (EQIP) 
• Beginning Farmers: 235 contracts ($5.4 million)

• Haven’t farmed consecutively for 10 years

• Limited Resource Producers: 25 contracts ($1 million)
• For FY 2019:

• Gross Farm Sales of less than $177,300 per year (2016 & 2017) AND

• Family adjusted gross income does not exceed a certain level 
• Calculated as higher of National Poverty level (family of 4) or 50% of the County Median Household 

Income

• Differs by county – most are $25,100; highest is Oldham County $48,959 – more than $10K more 
than next highest (Boone))

• https://lrftool.sc.egov.usda.gov/

• Socially Disadvantaged:  28 contracts ($381K)
• Certain groups including American Indians, Alaskan Natives, Asians, Blacks or African Americans, 

and Native Hawaiians or other Pacific Islanders and Hispanics

• Note: Gender alone is not a covered group for the purposes of NRCS conservation programs.

https://lrftool.sc.egov.usda.gov/


Show me the money!
(does not include RCPP)

Dollars 

• West: $ 6.4 m (197 contracts)
• Includes $1.15 m on three Edge-of-Field 

Monitoring contracts (Trigg & Caldwell)

• Central: $ 6.7 m (254 contracts)

• Eastern: $ 3.1 m (169 contracts)

Regular EQIP Top Dollar:

• Work Unit: Lebanon ($3.1 million)

• County: Graves ($960K)

Highest Number Contracts

• Work Unit: Lebanon (88)

• County:  Graves (25) 

Apples and Oranges!



Conservation Stewardship Program 
(CSP)



Regular CSP

➢ $ 5,417,000 (five year 
obligation)

➢ 190 contracts
➢ 30,000 acres

➢ All CSP contracts are 5 
years with an option to 
competitively renew for 
additional 5 years 

➢ No RCPP-CSP contracts 
were entered in FY 19



CSP – Grassland 
Conservation Initiative
➢ $ 203,000
➢ 85 contracts
➢ 2,250 acres

To be considered eligible for CSP-GCI (as 
determined by FSA):
• Applicant must be an owner or operator of a 

farm that was planted to grass, idle, or fallow 
from January 1, 2009, to December 31, 2017.

• Base acres and payment yields will be 
maintained, however, Agriculture Risk Coverage 
(ARC) and Price Loss Coverage (PLC) payments 
will not be made with respect to those base 
acres for 2019 through 2023.

In general: 
• The idea of CSP-GCI is to provide payments for 

landusers who are not eligible for PCL.
• Non-competitive if meets above criteria.
• Must perform one enhancement.
• Must meet or exceed one resource concern.
• Flat payment of $18/acre/year for 5-year 

contract.
• Can get out at anytime, no penalty, keep what 

has been paid to date.



All CSP

➢ $ 5,620,000(5 year 
obligation)

➢ 275 contracts
➢ 32,250 acres

➢ 59 eligible 
applications were not 
funded (ran out of 
money)



Agricultural Conservation Easement Program –
Ag Land Easements (ACEP-ALE) FY 2019 Activity
NRCS works with entities to secure perpetual easements to protect prime and 
important farmland from development.



Farmland Protection Program (FPP)
Farm and Ranchlands Protection Program (FRPP)

Agricultural Conservation Easement Program – Ag Land Easements (ACEP-ALE)

Total Kentucky Activity 1996 - 2019

• 228 easements purchased
• Easements with 6 cooperating entities

• State Purchase of Agricultural Conservation Easements (PACE), Fayette County  
Rural Land Management Board, Compatible Lands Foundation, Scott County Rural  
Land Management Board, Civil War Preservation Trust/Bluegrass Conservancy,  
Taylor Co Fiscal Court/TNC

• 19 counties with at least one easement
• Nearly 36,000 acres
• $33.9 million in federal funding
• More than $75 million total combined value (federal, entity, landowner)
• Protected for ag use in perpetuity



New for Fiscal Year 2020



FY 2020 Environmental Quality Incentives Program 
(EQIP) & Conservation Stewardship Program (CSP)

• Rules have not been published yet (Update:  CSP Rule published 11/12/19)

• Cannot announce batching cut-off dates, but can accept applications and 
do conservation planning

• Anticipate using a new planning and assessment tool for FY 2020

• Welcome input on changes you’d like to see for FY 2020 
• Resource concerns addressed
• Practices offered
• State priorities
• Etc.

• May have a state technical committee sub committee to receive input for 
FY 2020 

• Would welcome your comments, ideas, priorities, etc. via email at any 
time.



The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs and activities on 

the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, and where applicable, sex, marital status, 

familial status, parental status, religion, sexual orientation, genetic information, political beliefs, 

reprisal, or because all or a part of an individual's income is derived from any public assistance 

program. (Not all prohibited bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require 

alternative means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, audiotape, etc.) 

should contact USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TDD). To file a complaint of 

discrimination write to USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, S.W., 

Washington, D.C. 20250-9410 or call (800) 795-3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). 

USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer and lender.



Fiscal Year 2020 ACEP-ALE and CSP Evaluation 
Criteria

P r o g r a m s



How were applications ranked previously?
• NRCS developed national, state, and local ranking 

questions. 
• Field reviews were conducted; Census, Soil 

Survey, GIS, and other data was reviewed; and 
NRCS software tools were run, all in order to 
answer the ranking questions. 

• Ranking information was manually entered in 
ranking documents and systems. 

• The highest ranking applications were selected for 
funding.

2
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2019 SignupU.S. Department of Agriculture
Natural Resources Conservation Service

ACEP-ALE National Ranking Criteria (Must be 200 Points Maximum)

National Ranking Factors and Scaling
Maximum  
Points

Points

Percent of prime, unique, and important soils in the parcel to be protected

(0 points for 50 percent or less, 4 points for greater than 50 percent and less  than or equal to 60 percent, 8 points for 
greater than 60 percent and less than or  equal to 70 percent, 12 points for greater than 70 percent and less than or 
equal  to 80 percent, 17 points for greater than 80 percent)

17

Percent of cropland, pastureland, grassland, and rangeland in the parcel to be  protected

(0 points for 33 percent or less, 4 points for greater than 33 percent and less  than or equal to 40 percent, 8 points for 
greater than 40 percent and less than or  equal to 50 percent, 17 points for greater than 50 percent) 17
Ratio of the total acres of land in the parcel to be protected to average farm size in the county according to the most 
recent USDA Census of Agriculture (USDA - NASS - Census of Agriculture)

(0 points for a ratio of 1.0 or less, 7 points for ratios of greater than 1.0 and less  than or equal to 2.0, 15 points for 
ratios of greater than 2.0)

15

Decrease in the percentage of acreage of farm and ranch land in the county in  which the parcel is located between 
the last two USDA Censuses of  Agriculture (USDA - NASS - Census of Agriculture)

(0 points for decrease of 0 percent or less, 1 points for decreases of greater than  0 and less than or equal to 5 percent, 5 
points for decrease of greater than 5 and  less than or equal to 10 percent, 9 points for decreases of greater than 10 and  
less than or equal to 15 percent, 16 points for decreases of more than 15  percent) 16

Decrease in the percentage of acreage of permanent grassland, pasture, and  rangeland, other than cropland and 
woodland pasture, in the county in which  the parcel is located between the last two USDA Censuses of Agriculture  
(USDA - NASS - Census of Agriculture)

(0 points for decrease of 0 percent or less, 3 points for decreases of greater than  0 and less than or equal to 5 percent, 5 
points for decrease of greater than 5 and  less than or equal to 10 percent, 8 points for decreases of greater than 10 and  
less than or equal to 15 percent, 15 points for decreases of more than 15  percent)

15

http://www.agcensus.usda.gov/
http://www.agcensus.usda.gov/
http://www.agcensus.usda.gov/
http://www.agcensus.usda.gov/
http://www.agcensus.usda.gov/


4

2019 SignupU.S. Department of Agriculture
Natural Resources Conservation Service

National Ranking Factors and Scaling
Maximum  
Points

Points

Percent population growth in the county as documented by the most recent United States Census (Census Bureau Home Page)

(0 points for growth rate of less than one times the State growth rate, 4 points  for growth rate of greater than one and less than or equal 
to two times the  State growth rate, 7 points for growth rate of two and less than or equal to  three times the State growth rate, 15 points 
for growth rate of more than three  times the State growth rate)

15

Population density (population per square mile) as documented by the most
recent United States Census (Census Bureau Home Page)

(0 points for population density less than one times the State population  density, 4 points for population density of greater than one and 
less than or  equal to two times the State population density, 7 points for population density  of greater than two and less than or equal to 
three times the State population  density, 15 points for population density of greater than three times the State  population density)

15

Existence of a farm or ranch succession plan or similar plan established to  address farm viability for future generations

(0 points for no plan, 7 points for a plan, 15 points for plan documented and  performed by industry professional) 15

Proximity of the parcel to other protected land, such as compatible military  installations; land owned in fee title by the United States 
or an Indian Tribe,
State or local government, or by a nongovernmental organization whose  purpose is to protect agricultural use and related conservation 
values; or land
that is already subject to an easement or deed restriction that limits the  conversion of the land to nonagricultural use or protects 
grazing uses and  related conservation values.

(0 points easement offer area (EOA) boundary greater than 3 miles from the  protected land boundary, 4 points EOA is greater than 1 
miles but less than 3  miles from protected land, 7 points EOA is within 1 mile of protected land  boundary, 15 points EOA boundary 
adjoins protected land boundary)

15

Proximity of the parcel to other agricultural operations and agricultural  infrastructure

(0 points if EOA boundary greater than 3 miles in proximity, 4 points if EOA is greater than or equal to 1 miles but less than 3 miles in
proximity, 7 points EOA is within 1 mile in proximity, 15 points EOA boundary adjoins)

15

Parcel ability to maximize the protection of contiguous or proximal acres  devoted to agricultural use

(15 points if the parcel links two noncontinuous corridors of protected  agricultural use, 6 points if parcel is a contiguous or proximal 
expansion of  agricultural use protected area, 0 points parcel does not increase a protected  agricultural use area) 15

http://www.census.gov/
http://www.census.gov/
http://www.census.gov/
http://www.census.gov/
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2019 SignupU.S. Department of Agriculture
Natural Resources Conservation Service

National Ranking Factors and Scaling
Maximum  
Points

Points

Currently enrolled in CRP in a contract that is set to expire within a year

(15 points for Yes, 0 points for No)
15

The parcel is a grassland of special environmental significance that will benefit  from the protection under the long-term easement

(15 points if Yes, 0 points if No)
15

Total Points for National Ranking Factors
200

ACEP-ALE State Ranking Criteria (Maximum of 200 Points)
State Ranking Factors and Scaling Maximum  

Points
Points

The parcel is located in an area zoned for agricultural use

(10 points for Yes, 0 points for No)

10

The parcel is located in a Certified Agricultural District (per KRS 262.850)

(20 points for Yes, 0 points for No)
20

Eligible entity has demonstrated performance in managing and enforcing  easements by monitoring 80 percent or more of its easements each year

(40 points for Yes, 0 points for no or if there is no documentation to support a  “Yes” determination) 40

Parcel contains habitat for species of interest

(35 points for federally listed threatened and endangered species, 20 points for  federally listed candidate species, 10 points for State species of concern,
5 points for species of interest (according to State criteria), 0 points for no
species)

35

Parcel is in a geographic region where enrollment achieves landscape,
regional, or other conservation goals and objectives, or enhances existing  private or government projects

(65 points highly achieves or enhances, 30 points moderately achieves or  enhances, 10 points somewhat achieves or enhances, 0 points doesn't achieve  or
enhance)

65

Parcel contains historical or archaeological resources that will be protected by  the easement area

(30 points if on National or State Historic Register, 20 points if eligible for  Register, 10 points if other relevant special feature is identified) 30
Total Points for State Ranking Factors 200



New Ranking Process
• Conservation Assessment Ranking Tool 

(CART)
Resource concerns are assessed and 

evaluated within CART.
GIS layers and NRCS software tools are 

referenced within the tool.
CART more effectively identifies which 

applications will provide the greatest 
environmental benefits.
This is a much more efficient, consistent, 

and automated ranking process.

6



Resource Concerns have changed
• Soil Erosion
• Soil Quality Degradation
• Water Quality Degradation
• Excess Water
• Insufficient Water
• Degraded Plant Condition
• Livestock Production Limitation
• Air Quality Impacts
• Fish & Wildlife – Inadequate Habitat
• Inefficient Energy Use

7



Resource Concerns have changed
• Concentrated erosion
• Soil quality limitations
• Wind and water 

erosion
• Field sediment, nutrient 

and pathogen loss
• Field pesticide loss
• Salt losses to water
• Source water depletion
• Storage and Handling of 

Pollutants
8

• Air quality Emissions
• Degraded plant condition
• Fire management
• Pest pressure
• Aquatic habitat
• Terrestrial habitat
• Livestock production 

limitation
• Inefficient energy use
• Long term protection of land



Next Steps…
• Wait for release of new regulation and policy 
• Begin the process of identifying priority resource 

concerns across Kentucky for CSP
• Being thinking about priorities for long term 

protection of agricultural land in Kentucky for ALE
• Upon release of new policy, convene State technical 

committee subcommittee meetings to discuss 
ranking priorities

• Develop new ranking criteria as needed

9



Questions?



In accordance with Federal civil rights law and U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) civil rights 
regulations and policies, the USDA, its Agencies, offices, and employees, and institutions 
participating in or administering USDA programs are prohibited from discriminating based on 
race, color, national origin, religion, sex, gender identity (including gender expression), sexual 
orientation, disability, age, marital status, family/parental status, income derived from a public 
assistance program, political beliefs, or reprisal or retaliation for prior civil rights activity, in any 
program or activity conducted or funded by USDA (not all bases apply to all programs). 
Remedies and complaint filing deadlines vary by program or incident.

Persons with disabilities who require alternative means of communication for program 
information (e.g., Braille, large print, audiotape, American Sign Language, etc.) should contact 
the responsible Agency or USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TTY) or 
contact USDA through the Federal Relay Service at (800) 877-8339. Additionally, program 
information may be made available in languages other than English.

To file a program discrimination complaint, complete the USDA Program Discrimination 
Complaint Form, AD-3027, found online at How to File a Program Discrimination Complaint and 
at any USDA office or write a letter addressed to USDA and provide in the letter all of the 
information requested in the form. To request a copy of the complaint form, call (866) 632-9992. 
Submit your completed form or letter to USDA by: (1) mail: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Office 
of the Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C. 
20250-9410; (2) fax: (202) 690-7442; or (3) email: program.intake@usda.gov.

USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer, and lender.



Mission Support Services
Operations Associate Chief Area

Regional Conservation 
Partnership Program

2019 Announcement for 
Program Funding

Sonya Keith –
KY RCPP Coordinator



RCPP – a “co-
investment” with partners 
with definable outcomes

2



2018 RCPP Significant Changes 

3



Announcement for Program Funding (APF)

4

https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detail/national/programs/financial/rcpp/?cid=nrcseprd1477816
https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/detail/national/programs/financial/rcpp/?cid=nrcseprd1477816


Announcement for Program Funding (APF)

5

https://nrcs.my.salesforce.com/
https://nrcs.my.salesforce.com/


Announcement for Program Funding (APF)
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Announcement for Program Funding (APF)

7



• You can have an RCPP that “looks 
like” any of these programs:

EQIPCSPCRPACEPHFRPPL-566

• BIG Emphasis on 
Outcomes

8

RCPP 2018



2014 RCPP—Implementation Challenges
Addressed in 2018 RCPP Process

• Technical Assistance – inconsistent guidance on 
what was allowable

• Partner Contributions – difficult to track; difficult 
to determine; challenging accountability

• Partner Reporting Requirements

9



2018 NEW RCPP FA/TA Approach

10



Enhancement TA—7% maximum of total 
project cost
• Available only to partners!
• Eligible activities such as: outreach, 

education, project coordination, project 
management (see APF for more detail)

• Subject to negotiation during agreement 
development

• Partners must identify means of justifying 
expenses as a part of their Portal 
application

11



Implementation TA—23% of total project cost
• 5% retained by NRCS, non-negotiable, for required 

project implementation activities
• 18% retained by NRCS unless requested and 

justified by partners and approved by NRCS
• Covers Activities such as: Inventories, data 

analyses, direct assistance with installation or 
management of conservation activities, 
environmental monitoring (See APF for more 
details)

• Requests must be accompanied by partner or 3rd-
party qualifications in Portal application

• TA rates of partners or 3rd parties must be 
competitive with NRCS rates

12



Administrative Costs
• The 2018 Farm Bill statute prohibits 

NRCS from paying administrative costs 
associated with RCPP projects.

• Equivalent to “overhead” or “indirect 
costs”

• May be counted as partner contributions

13



Partner Contributions

• Stated goal of contributions at least equal to the NRCS 
investment

• Value-added, substantive, elevating, amplifying, etc.

• Lead partner assumes full responsibility for delivery of 
contributions.

14



Partner Contributions, cont’d

• Non-USDA Federal contributions allowed if related to project 
objectives and resource concerns

• Portal application requires justification of contribution value

• Partner Contribution examples: Staff 
development/training/capacity building; develop and 
manage RCPP agreements, outreach, education, project 
communication, admin/indirect cost (see APF for more 
details)

15



RCPP FY 19/20 ESTIMATED Timeline

16



Sonya Keith – KY RCPP Coordinator
859-224-7308 or sonya.keith@usda.gov

In accordance with Federal civil rights law and U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) civil rights 
regulations and policies, the USDA, its Agencies, offices, and employees, and institutions 
participating in or administering USDA programs are prohibited from discriminating based on race, 
color, national origin, religion, sex, gender identity (including gender expression), sexual 
orientation, disability, age, marital status, family/parental status, income derived from a public 
assistance program, political beliefs, or reprisal or retaliation for prior civil rights activity, in any 
program or activity conducted or funded by USDA (not all bases apply to all programs). Remedies 
and complaint filing deadlines vary by program or incident.

Persons with disabilities who require alternative means of communication for program information 
(e.g., Braille, large print, audiotape, American Sign Language, etc.) should contact the responsible 
Agency or USDA's TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TTY) or contact USDA through the 
Federal Relay Service at (800) 877-8339. Additionally, program information may be made available in 
languages other than English.

To file a program discrimination complaint, complete the USDA Program Discrimination Complaint 
Form, AD-3027, found online at How to File a Program Discrimination Complaint and at any USDA 
office or write a letter addressed to USDA and provide in the letter all of the information requested 
in the form. To request a copy of the complaint form, call (866) 632-9992. Submit your completed 
form or letter to USDA by: (1) mail: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Office of the Assistant Secretary 
for Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Washington, D.C. 20250-9410; (2) fax: (202) 690-
7442; or (3) email: program.intake@usda.gov.
USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer, and lender.
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State Technical Committee



Water Quality Projects
13 Focused Conservation Projects:
• 9 deal with Water Quality

• Some mostly cropland (West)
• Some mostly livestock (East)
• Some are a mix of Ag land use



Southeast WU
Lake Linville



Shelbyville WU
Little Kentucky River Watershed



Bowling Green WU
Sinking Creek Watershed



Pennyrile WU
Eddy Creek Erosion Reduction



Ohio Valley WU
Soil Erosion and Impaired Water Quality



Lebanon WU
Hanging Fork Watershed



Elizabethtown WU
Bacon Creek



Licking River WU
Lees Creek Watershed



Bluegrass WU
Beaver Creek Watershed



Wildlife Projects
2 FCP’s focus on Wildlife Habitat

• Purchase is wetland & waterfowl

• Louisville Urban is invasive species 
impacting birds and small animals



Purchase WU
Wetland Wildlife Habitat Initiative



Louisville Urban Area
Urban Open Space Invasive Species 
Management



Forest Project
1 FCP deals with forest conditions: 
Foothills WU (East)



Foothills WU
Young Forest Initiative



Managing Land Conversion
1 FCP seeks to manage land coming out 
of CREP

• Somerset WU



Somerset WU
CREP Conservation Project



November 13, 2019

K e n t u c k y

Deena Wheby
Assistant State Conservationist for Programs

Natural Resources Conservation Service 

and 

Source Water Protection

in the 2018 Farm Bill



2018 Farm Bill 
SEC. 1244. [16 U.S.C. 3844] ADMINISTRATIVE 
REQUIREMENTS FOR CONSERVATION PROGRAMS.
(n) SOURCE WATER PROTECTION THROUGH TARGETING OF AGRICULTURAL
PRACTICES.—

2

(1) IN GENERAL.—In carrying out any conservation program administered by the Secretary, the Secretary shall 
encourage practices that relate to water quality and water quantity that protect source waters for drinking water 
(including protecting against public health threats) while also benefitting agricultural producers.

(2) COLLABORATION WITH WATER SYSTEMS AND INCREASED INCENTIVES.—
(A) IN GENERAL.--In encouraging practices under paragraph (1), the Secretary shall—

(i) work collaboratively with community water systems and State technical committees established 
under section 1261(a) to identify, in each State, local priority areas for the protection of source 
waters for drinking water; and
(ii) subject to subparagraph (B), for practices described in paragraph (1), offer to producers 
increased incentives and higher payment rates than are otherwise statutorily authorized by the 
applicable conservation programs administered by the Secretary. 

(B) LIMITATION.—An increased payment under subparagraph (A)(ii) shall not exceed 90 percent of 
practice costs associated with planning, design, materials, equipment, installation, labor, management, 
maintenance, or training.

(3) RESERVATION OF FUNDS.—
(A)  IN GENERAL.--In each of fiscal years 2019 through 2023, the Secretary shall use to carry out this 

subsection not less than 10 percent of any funds available for conservation program administered by the 
Secretary under this title (other than the conservation reserve program established under subchapter B of 
chapter 1 of subtitle D).

(B)  LIMITATION.—Funds available for a specific conservation program shall not be transferred to fund a 
different conservation program under this title.



NRCS National Guidance
Preparing for Source Water Protection Activities

3

By September 30, 2019:
• Identify priority areas

• Entire or portions of already identified source water protection 
areas (SWPA)

• Should have a protection plan, in addition to an assessment that:
• characterizes the source water, 
• identifies areas of concern, 
• potential threats, and 
• describes source water protection goals and an action plan 

for implementation
• More guidance to come on:

• identifying priority practices for the increased payment rates
• 10 percent targeting



• Introduced the topic to the USDA State Technical 
Committee in June 2019

• Had a meeting in August 2019 to receive input 
for NRCS SWP priority areas

• Received input from water providers, TNC, USFWS, 
KNP, others

• Met with Kentucky Division of Water to consider 
recommendations

• Presented to NRCS State Conservationist who 
made the final decision

Kentucky NRCS:



Note:  These will not be special project areas.  Instead, applications 
from these areas will receive higher consideration and potentially a 
higher payment rate on some practices.



In accordance with Federal civil rights law and U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) civil rights regulations 
and policies, the USDA, its Agencies, offices, and employees, and institutions participating in or administering 
USDA programs are prohibited from discriminating based on race, color, national origin, religion, sex, gender 
identity (including gender expression), sexual orientation, disability, age, marital status, family/parental status, 
income derived from a public assistance program, political beliefs, or reprisal or retaliation for prior civil rights 
activity, in any program or activity conducted or funded by USDA (not all bases apply to all programs). 
Remedies and complaint filing deadlines vary by program or incident.

Persons with disabilities who require alternative means of communication for program information (e.g., Braille, 
large print, audiotape, American Sign Language, etc.) should contact the responsible Agency or USDA's 
TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TTY) or contact USDA through the Federal Relay Service at 
(800) 877-8339. Additionally, program information may be made available in languages other than English.

To file a program discrimination complaint, complete the USDA Program Discrimination Complaint Form, AD-
3027, found online at How to File a Program Discrimination Complaint and at any USDA office or write a letter 
addressed to USDA and provide in the letter all of the information requested in the form. To request a copy of 
the complaint form, call (866) 632-9992. Submit your completed form or letter to USDA by: (1) mail: U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, Office of the Assistant Secretary for Civil Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, 
Washington, D.C. 20250-9410; (2) fax: (202) 690-7442; or (3) email: program.intake@usda.gov.

USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer, and lender.

https://www.ascr.usda.gov/how-file-program-discrimination-complaint
mailto:program.intake@usda.gov
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