Garfield Voluntary Stewardship Program
Work Group 

Meeting Notes

Date: May 23, 2016  
Location:  Pomeroy Grain Growers          Time: 2:00 - 4:30 PM





Attendance:  Brad Johnson, Duane Bartels, Bob Johnson (Garfield Co. Commissioner), Mike Cassetto  (City Council), Jim McKeirnan (Weed Board), Justin Dixon (Garfield County Commissioner), Sam Ledgerwood (Cattleman’s Association), Bryan McKeirnan (Pomeroy CD), Tom Schirm (WDFW), Ernie Kimble (Wheat Growers), Seth Claassen (landowner), Steve Martin (Snake Board)
On phone:  Evan Sheffels and John Stuhlmiller (Farm Bureau) Mitch Daniels (Nez Perce Tribe)
________________________________________________  

Commissioner Justin Dixon called the meeting to order at 2:05 pm and welcomed Work Group members and others in attendance. Self -introductions were made.
Agenda Review identified the next meeting date as showing June 20th, Brad will be on vacation that day and recommended having the next work group meeting on June 27, 2016.
The Minutes of the March 21, 2016 Work Group Meeting were reviewed.  One revision on the second page identifying the baseline date being July, 22, 2011 instead of June which was changed.  Ernie Kimble moved and Jim McKeirnan seconded the approval of the minutes with the correction.  Motioned passed.
The Work Group and others in attendance watched the Open Public Meeting Act.  Justin Dixon mentioned that the agenda and meeting minutes will be made available on the Counties website.  Duane pointed out that the meeting minutes and agenda were also on the Pomeroy Conservation District website.  Resources will be available and the meetings are open to the public.  
At the end of April was the first Technical Team Meeting and participation was the theme of the meeting as well as work plan elements.  What does funding look like going forward for projects and monitoring that come out of the work plan elements throughout the State.  Trying to identify if there are monitoring plans or projects that can be tracked at the state level during the 3, 5 and 10 year check in for agricultural viability.  How do we make sure plan elements meet the check in points?  
Thurston and Chelan Counties plans are close to being submitted, and the Technical Team is meeting with both work groups to ensure all five critical areas need to be addressed even if they are not mapped….how can they be protected and monitored.  Priority Habitat Species maps can have overlays for the whole county, how can we make sure we are protecting all life stages for focal species.  There may be different plan elements within watersheds, but want to be strategic on how we address the whole watershed.  
The Technical Panel needs to understand what elements we need to help ensure our work plan will be accepted.  Every County is different and how can we get an approved work plan.  The Technical Team is trying to develop tools to help us move forward and be adaptive.

A question on future funding was asked, this is not a General Funded program.  The funding came from a local public works account.  County funded pot and should have funding to complete the plans and there are partnerships to ensure this funding continues to go forward during implementation phase.  Leveraged funding is a future possibility, partnering salmon recovery for example for projects.  7.8 million was identified for this biennium and 8 million identified for the next biennium.   
The state agencies involvement was questioned with regards to Ecology and their involvement at the local level.  Critical areas are protected and agriculture viability is maintained and enhanced is the test so not having Ecology at the table is not as troubling to the Farm Bureau, they would like to see them at the table but don’t be alarmed at this point.  Ecology is dealing with water quality and can come in outside of VSP, the water quality code will not be changed by VSP so that is true but Ecology is one of four.  We are requesting Ecology attend our local work group, so we can understand their issues and concerns.
Duane gave an update on Meadow Creek.  Duane and Brad had hoped to get the Critical Area Maps for Wetlands, Critical Area Recharge Areas, Frequently Flood Area, Geological Unstable Areas, and Fish and Wildlife Habitat but have been having trouble getting maps that show Critical Areas in Garfield County.  How do we protect to the July 22, 2011 benchmark, and ensure the continued viability of agriculture with regards to ag intercept and critical areas.  How at risk are the critical areas and ensure we maintain and enhance agriculture and protect wetlands only if they are being degraded since 2011.  There may not be a land use change needed since they are already being protected.  Anything a producer decides to do to protect and/or restore will be enhancement actions that can be used for plan elements and 3, 5 and 10 year check ins for monitoring and showing where benchmarks have been met.

Critical Area definitions were discussed and the County is having a phone call with the Department of Ecology and the USACOE to discuss the Frequently Flooded Areas and the 100 year floodplain.   There are instances within Garfield County that floods have not reached areas that have these designations.
Around-the-Room Discussion occurred regarding next steps and what we need for the work group for the next meeting.

Ernie Kimble – Question for Kelly regarding what Brad and Duane need to do for the next meeting.  What needs to be ready for the next meeting?  Need to identify what needs to be done to address critical areas, what are we going to do to the critical areas.  Define the crucial areas with each area…won’t be a huge land base of the county.  Define the Fish and Wildlife Habitat Critical Areas…species listed for each.  What are the definitions of each Critical Area?  Five types and they are the same across the state but what species are you identifying…Cascadia Conservation District did a roll-up of what has happened within County since 2011.  We identified rolling it up one watershed at a time.  Restoration and conservation actions since 2011, Chelan County VSP Plan has an accounting method to gather all the projects that have been completed and the Ag intercept.  Sam would like to see us focus on one watershed and move on and are all lands working lands and if not why?  Working lands need to be identified.  County or state highways need to be addressed for their effect on critical areas.  VSP is directed at agriculture and we need to draw a distinction of how the roads would affect agriculture viability.
Brian McKeirnan - how do we get the information out to the public and have them participate in our local work group and identify actions and benchmarks.  The need to focus on one watershed is a common theme.

Seth Claassen – we are on track and the maps will help.  Need to increase the projects that have been completed.

Tom Schirm – define Critical Areas and side boards.  Need to flush out Fish and Wildlife Habitat Areas. 
Kelly McClain – going to work with Duane and Brad on the value of Agriculture.

Jim McKeirnan – believes that lots of landowners don’t even know if they have Critical Areas on their property.  Need to get information out in local newspaper, websites and hopefully Work Group members can visit with constituents.
Goals of Next Meeting:

Meadow Creek completed list of projects since 2011

Completed Map of Projects and agriculture practices within Meadow Creek
Maps of Critical Areas in Meadow, Definition of Critical Areas

Definition of Agriculture in Garfield Co., Review Chelan Plan and provide updates
The meeting was adjourned at 4:30.
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