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Showing the NM delivery system is
working

When will the 2005 standard be In
rule?

QAT Issues, Snap Plus planning
Improvements

Ordinance news



2001-2006 Nutrient Management Acres

O Farms practicing NM in thousands of acres
& not in programs

m Cost Sharing
Programs 222

0O WPDES

m County Ord.

Total reported acres 302,070 852,254
Year 2001 2006



2006 NM delivery system

Bulk fertilizer suppliers reported 1,862 plans
covering 852,254 acres in 2006

17% of the farmers purchasing bulk fertilizer had
590 plans, up 9% since last year

288 farmers and 190 agronomists submitted
Nutrient Management Plan Checklist for 1,657
NM plans covering 721,129 acres

19% increase from Checklist acres reported In
2005

WI has 717 certified planners considered
gualified NM planners compared to the 598
planners in 1999



190 private
agronomists

1,369 NM
plans

645,367
acres

23 % more
acres

30% more
plans

27 more

agronomist

planners
reporting

than in 2005

Voluntary
16%

2006 Percent of Total Acres by Program

WPDES
13%

Co. Ord
23%

DNR
10%

DATCP
3%

USDA
35%

288
farmers
written
plans

75,762
acres

23%
decrease
In plans

16%
decrease
In acres
over 2005

maybe
less
reporting
of these
plans



Is NM Std. 590 2005 law?

 Yes, In ATCP 51, livestock siting, May
2006

e 590 Std. 2005 being incorporated into Wis.
Admin. Code ATCP 50

« 517 NM plans (207,700 acres) reported in
2006 were P based 590, an increase from
the 38 NM plans (25,260 acres) in 2003



14
counties
had more
than 15%
of their
cropland
acres
under NM
plans.

In 2005
only 8
counties

reported at

this level.
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How were the 2006 QAT plans?

o 7/ of 15 plans missing soil erosion control
Information that did not allow us to determine if
the plan complied with the 590 standard.

— |s a crop rotation listed and calculated to T?

 Above average improvement in the field map
Information and the plan printout, but the 2006
NM plans were below average regarding
manure and soll test information.

— Are the manure spreaders calibrated and the plan
suggests 1 or 2 rates?

— Does the soil map unit match the soll survey?



When Are Nutrient Management

Plans Required?

. A producer voluntarily accepts, or is offered,
government cost-share dollars for NM or the
Installation of manure storage. REQUIRES
COST SHARING

. A producer voluntarily continues participation in
the farmland preservation program (FPP).

. A producer Is regulated under a county manure
storage or livestock siting ordinance.

. A producer is regulated under a DNR WPDES.

. NM planning enforcement can take effect
everywhere in Wisconsin after January 1, 2008.




WI's Livestock Facllity Siting Law
ATCP 51 Efiective en May 1., 2006

e Designed to limit land-use
conflicts

« Local Governments that elect to |#
regulate livestock facilities siting, [ 4
adopt local ordinances, & apply
state standards

— Conditional Use Permit (CUP)
— Licensing permit to protect health
and safety

 Producers wishing to expand or
to site a new livestock operation
and exceeds size thresholds,
must complete a state application
to demonstrate compliance with
standards

livestocksiting.wi.gov




A permit Is required If local
government regulates livestock
facilities siting AND one of the
fellewing applies:

e Facility has 500 or more animal units when
new or has 500 or more animal units and
expands by 20%

— Unless a lower ordinance number as of July 19, 2003
(must amend ordinance by November 1, 2006 to incorp.
Standards and submit ordinance to DATCP)

* Exceeds size of previous permit



Livestock Facllity Siting Rule (atcp s1)
Applies In areas that require local livestock

expansion approval

e Producer submits state
application

« Governments follow
predictable timeframes

— 45 days to decide if application |
IS complete .

— 90 days to approve or deny
— 30 days to appeal to Livestock
Facility Review Board
* Local government provides =~ - . . i .
producer written decision | -



Area and Site Maps

Incident Response and
Employee Training Plans

Setback Compliance from roads,
property lines, storage, water...

Animal Units (AU)
Odor Management

Waste and Nutrient Management™**

Waste Storage Facilities™*

Runoff Management™*

*** May meet this requirement by submitting a WPDES permit for the same size facility



Farm A
Manitowoc County




Application area map or aerial photos

o Label all existing and proposed livestock
structures. Show map scale and north indicator.

 Show all existing buildings, property lines,
roadways, and navigable waters lying within 2
miles of any of the livestock structures.

« Show all residences and high use buildings
within 2500 ft. of any livestock structure, labeling
which (if any) of those buildings are owned by
the applicant, or by persons who have agreed to
exclude the buildings from the applicant’s odor
worksheet calculations.

» Show topographic lines at 10 ft. elevation
Intervals.




Application site maps or aerial photos

o Label all existing and proposed livestock
structures. Show map scale and north
Indicator.

 Include all existing buildings, property lines,
roadways, navigable waters, and known karst
features lying within 1,000 ft. of any of the
livestock structures.

e Show map scale, north indicator, and
topographic lines at 2 ft. elevation intervals,
for the area within 300 feet of the livestock
structures.




Worksheet 2: Odor Management
lemg the future reference point
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Producers may voluntari
complete and comply with the
odor standard even if exempt to
lock-in and keep your closest
affected neighbor reference
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\Worksheet 3:

\Waste and Nutrient Management
Part A: Waste Generation and Storage Summary

Part B: Land Base for Applying Nutrients

Part C: Nutrient Management Checklist

— Follow NRCS 590 NM Std. (2005) & UW soill test
recommendations (Pub.A2809 1998)

‘& = —Allows application NM plan to have > 5ac soll test
<. ..~ samples or assume fields over 100 PPM soil test P

b,
ipls <k Lk

1% S If soll testing Is done according to (Pub.A2100) within
12 months of siting approval and NM plan revised
accordingly

— Does not allow winter restrictions beyond those In
590 unless a stricter siting standard is approve to
protect health and safety



Part C: Nutrient

Management
CheckKlist

 Must answer yes or
NA to these
guestions

Signhature of NM

Planner and
applicant

The local
government can
request
documentation from

the planner for items

within the checklist

el 180 Augus TO0S

Part C — Nutrient Management Checklist

Worksheet 3 [continued)

Instructions: All applicants must submit this checklist unless exempted under Part A of B.
The checklist is based on NRCS Technical Guide Mutrient Management Standard 590 (September 2005)

County Name: I Daie Submifted: ] Township (T, M., S (R E.WW)
Cropland Acres; (owned, rented, or wilh manure sareading agreement) Mame of lvesiock operalar submitling checkiist;
| ves | NA
1. Are the following field features identified on maps or nerial photos? | X
a) Fishd bcatyn, Soil sufvdy map unid(sh, field boundany, and ald sdenty ) Cabon s e | Y

B s Ffor.l‘:,l'.l.-u‘n:-"l rann 1 NUENanT ARpECEons SUMacs Allil, silats
petmaanent non-harvested vagetatres tulfer, non-danmed we
nosmeatalic mines, and fislds erndng at & ral o

RPN ] Mo hantuts with parinn Sovet
voes, lands whene estabished vegatabon 15 not removed
B erable sod loss (T)

X

] Arags wibhin S0 Teat oL e areg wishar wad wosns mechiencally-appled manure s prohilbed

X

PR oyl el HPdim PC e Mg winTed Mulnedt Bpplcaions
SHoped > 5% (12% F conbour-Cropped] Suacs Waler Qusity hanagemeant Arss (SWONMA) delingd 85 and witin 10000 of [8s and
penids of withan 300 % of panennd 8 Sinsans o6 ng b e walern, unkess memuns S depottsd ol wnter gsaning/sestunng of
- nd ol @ i ngd P regurements of fhs siandang

X

& Areas where wanier applications are necincled wnless effacively moofporabed witha 72 Fours. Land coniububng ©inotf withn 200 leat
L [< il 30 AN £aich I senkd e frachin Aok ¥ s il

] Ses wulnerabie o W Bachis] Areas vamin 1,000 feet of & municipa wel
and acdls listed an Appends 1 of the Conserdalion Planming Techmea Mate W1

2, Are srosion contrals implermented 10 the crop rotation will not sxcesd T
on fislde that recelve nutrients accerding te the congervation plan or ‘Wi P index model?

3, Check the methods below used to determine field sall nuirent lewels:

ap ol samplss wans Collected and analyZad withn the last 4 yaars acoordng to LYY Publcation AZ 100 recomm zndatons

b} Fif Poediis nool st (@ ) abowe, Soil DT Pryospheifus levals ane assumed 1o b greabel than 100 ppdn sod e P

o) For fields not mesting (8 ) above, predminary estimates of sod nutrients were detemmined wsng bmibed sol samplng (= 5 acne per
sample] but anakzed by a DATCP cerifodiaboratony. *

Lo

X

*For fiedds weth sod nutnent bevals detanmited under (b or i), the appbcant misst col ect and analyze sof samcles mesting e requrements of A2100 wihin 12

months of Sing approea . and revise the nument managemsnt plar Booords iy

4. Using the fild's predominent soil series and realistic yield geals, are planned nuirient applicaticn rates, timing. and methads
of all ferme of N, P, and K listed in the plan and consistert with LW Publication & 2809, Soil Test Recommandalions for Fekd,
Viogetably and Fruif Crops, and the 580 standard?

X

5., Do manure production and collection estimates carresponc to the 2creage needed in the plan? Are manure application rates
realistic for the calibrated squipment used?

X

6. I8 a single phospherus (F] assesamant of ather the P Inded or soll test P management sirategy
unifermby applied to all Aelds within a tract?

7. Are eas of concontrated flow, resulting Inrecccuwring guillies, planned to be protected with perennial vegetative cover?

b Will nutrient applicat ons on nen-frozen soll within the SWEMA comply with the following ?

M ofpoiabid boued manue on undaburated $0ilS wil Be apiied acooidmg 1o Tebks 1 3 thie SE0 @angard 10 mitm runoll

b ar moa of thi folloveng pricicis vall b ised LN i P anen] vegoiineg buters, of 2) Mambm groaar thian 3%
ENG P o o vagaabhvg Covaragi on the suriace sfier nutnent applicatson, 1) Incomarats nulmants dmang sceuats resids Lo
moRtrlarahie soil bss, or &) Establsh fall oover Crops :rmrf"."-zii-:rmn; appaton

9. Is a rarNgive Included which describes proposed manure collection, tfransportation, and application methods?

S > e |

| certify ihat t{@diocument ation supporting this checklist is complete and accurae:
Slgnadure of Quaified Nutrenr Wmnr Fianner, other (han applicant;

(qualitsd by 1 NAICCCPOC 2 ASACCA 2 ASA Protessional Agronomisd, 4 S55A-501 Scienhst)
Signaiure of Applicar! or Authorized Representalive:




Local Goevernment Responsibilities:

 Make the choice to regulate or not

 Develop/Update ordinances if you choose to
regulate

— Can use zoning to establish zones where livestock
operations are prohibited

— Do you want more stringent standards?

* Approve or disapprove applications

* Issue permits and monitor compliance of NM or
other siting standards
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