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  ATTACHMENT 10B 


Lenoir Soil and Water District Contracts 


 


The following contracts will be presented to the commission for approval from Lenoir Soil and 
Water Conservation District.  The entire contracts would exceed 100 pages.  The contracts will 
be made available prior and during the commission work session for your review.  If you would 
like these contracts in advance of the work session please contact Kelly Hedgepeth 
(Kelly.hedgepeth@ncagr.gov or (919) 715-9631) to be emailed a copy of the contract files.   


 


Contract Number Best Management Practice Amount 
54-2015-003 Cropland Conversion-Grass $1,508 
54-2015-004 Cropland Conversion-Grass $   855 
54-2015-005 Cropland Conversion-Grass $4,725 


 


 


 


**Not included in the original packet 


Contract Number Best Management Practice Amount 
54-2013-004 Waste Application System $17,625 
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Lenoir Soil and Water District Contracts 


 


The following contracts will be presented to the commission for approval from Lenoir Soil and 


Water Conservation District.  The entire contracts would exceed 100 pages.  The contracts will 


be made available prior and during the commission work session for your review.  If you would 


like these contracts in advance of the work session please contact Kelly Hedgepeth 


(Kelly.hedgepeth@ncagr.gov or (919) 715-9631) to be emailed a copy of the contract files.   


 


Contract Number Best Management Practice Amount 


54-2015-003 Cropland Conversion-Grass $1,508 


54-2015-004 Cropland Conversion-Grass $   855 


54-2015-005 Cropland Conversion-Grass $4,725 
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County Contract Number Supervisor Name BMP
Contract 


Amount
Comments


Johnston 51-2015-018 John Langdon grade stabilization structure $1,116 supplement to 51-2014-005


Total  $                     1,116 


Total Number of Supervisor Contracts:  1


NC Cost Share Programs SWCC member Contracts


 Soil and Water Conservation Commission


NCACSP Supervisor Contracts


3/18/2015
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DIVISION OF SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION 
North Carolina Department of Agriculture & Consumer Services 
1614 Mail Service Center • Raleigh, NC 27699-1614 
919.733.2302 • www.ncagr.gov/sw/ 


RECOMMENDATION FOR APPOINTMENT OF SUPERVISOR 
Complete and submit online; keep original for your file 


The supervisors of the ______________________________ Soil and Water Conservation District of ___________________                      
County, North Carolina have recommended the individual listed below for APPOINTMENT as a district supervisor 
in accordance with N.C.G.S. 139-7 for a term of office commencing _______________ and ending ______________    
to fill the expired or un-expired term of ___________________________________. 


Name of nominee:  _________________________________________________________________________________  
Address of nominee, City, State, Zip:  ________________________________________________________________  
Email address of nominee:  __________________________________________________________________________  
Home phone:  ______________________________________________________________________________________  
Mobile phone:  _____________________________________________________________________________________  
Business phone:  ____________________________________________________________________________________  
Occupation:  ______________________________________________________________________________________  
Age:  ______________________________________________________________________________________________  
Education:  ________________________________________________________________________________________  
Positions of leadership NOW held by nominee:  _______________________________________________________  
Former occupations or positions of leadership contributing to nominee’s qualifications:  ________________  
 ___________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Other pertinent information:  ________________________________________________________________________  
 ___________________________________________________________________________________________________  
Is nominee willing to attend a training session within the first year after appointment?  Check for “Yes”           
Has the nominee been contacted to determine their willingness to serve?  Check for “Yes” 
Has the program and purpose of the soil and water conservation district been explained to the nominee?  


Check for “Yes” 
Is the nominee willing to attend and participate in local district meetings?  Check for “Yes” 
Is the nominee willing to attend and participate in Area meetings?  Check for “Yes” 
Is the nominee willing to attend and participate in State meetings?  Check for “Yes” 


Signatures 
I hereby certify that the board of supervisors considered the Guiding Principles for Supervisor Nomination for Appointment shown on the 
reverse of this nomination form when selecting the above supervisor candidate for nomination.  I also certify that this recommendation has 
been considered and approved by a majority of the members of the board of supervisors and entered in the official minutes of the board. 


X
SWCD Chair (or Vice Chair if Chair is being nominated) Date 
Printed name: 


I hereby certify that the above information is true and accurate. 


X
Individual recommended for appointment Date 
Printed name:  


INTERNAL USE ONLY: 
Appointed / Elected Seat 
Current Term:   


http://www.ncagr.gov/SWC/districts/forms.html   Version 03.18.15 
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GUIDING PRINCIPLES FOR SUPERVISOR NOMINATION FOR APPOINTMENT 


A vacancy on a district board of supervisors presents a unique opportunity for that board.  The board should 
use this opportunity to nominate for appointment a supervisor candidate who can provide knowledge and 
leadership to improve the district’s ability to address more of the natural resource needs for more of the 
constituents of the district.  The NC Soil and Water Conservation Commission approved the following guiding 
principles to guide local soil and water conservation districts when evaluating candidates for appointment and 
recommending supervisors for Appointment.  It is suggested that recommended supervisors satisfy at least 5 of 
the Guiding Principles. 


1. An effective board of supervisors requires motivated members with strong leadership skills and diverse
knowledge of natural resource needs in the district.  Will the appointment bring new leadership skills to the 
board? 


2. A strong district is led by supervisors who are effective at approaching elected and appointed officials to
advocate for resources and policies needed to meet the conservation priorities in the district.  Will the 
appointment strengthen the political connection/influence of the district, especially at the county level? 


3. Will the appointment provide representation from a portion of the county not currently represented by a
supervisor? 


4. North Carolina agriculture is growing increasingly diverse.  Often, non-traditional agricultural operations
require focused outreach from leaders they believe understand their unique needs.  Will the appointment 
provide a better opportunity to work with a segment of agriculture not currently being served?  


5. Many districts have built relationships with other organizations who share interest in natural resource
conservation. Will the appointment improve opportunities to work with non-traditional partners (e.g., land trust, 
forest landowners, grant making organizations, environmental advocacy groups)? 


6. Although most districts have traditionally focused assistance to agricultural land users, districts have authority
and programs available to work with all land uses to address natural resource concerns.  Will the appointment 
improve the make-up of the board from an agriculture/nonagriculture perspective?  


7. Often a district can improve its ability to reach traditionally underserved groups and its overall public support
by increasing the diversity of its board. Will the appointment improve the gender/ethnic/racial diversity of the 
board? 


8. One key to a successful district is the willingness of the district supervisors to study and learn from the
successes of other districts and other organizations.  It is often instructive to observe a supervisor candidate’s 
involvement in other organizations (e.g., trade groups, civic clubs, church). Has the nominee shown past 
involvement in an organization beyond the local level?  


9. The success of a district’s programs will often depend on its ability to gain sponsorship and support from
private businesses and individuals.  Will the appointment strengthen the District’s opportunity to raise funds? 


10. Among the most visible district activities are environmental education, marketing, and public outreach.
These programs are often key to achieving widespread public support for the district.  Will the appointment 
strengthen the District’s education, marketing, and outreach efforts?  
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DIVISION OF SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION 
North Carolina Department of Agriculture & Consumer Services 
1614 Mail Service Center • Raleigh, NC 27699-1614 
919.733.2302 • www.ncagr.gov/sw/ 


NOMINATION OF SUPERVISOR FOR REAPPOINTMENT 
Complete and submit online; keep original for your file 


The _________________________________ Soil and Water Conservation District of _________________________________                      
County, North Carolina, nominates the individual listed below for REAPPOINTMENT as a district supervisor in 
accordance with N.C.G.S. 139-7 for a term of office commencing _______________ and ending _______________. 


Name of nominee:  _________________________________________________________________________________  
Address of nominee, City, State, Zip:  ________________________________________________________________  
Email address of nominee:  __________________________________________________________________________  
Home phone:  ______________________________________________________________________________________  
Mobile phone:  _____________________________________________________________________________________  
Business phone:  ____________________________________________________________________________________  
Occupation:  ______________________________________________________________________________________  
Age:  ______________________________________________________________________________________________  
Length of service as a supervisor:  ___________________________________________________________________  
Attendance at district meetings during present term of office. 


Number of district meetings scheduled:  ______________________________________________________  
Number of meetings attended by nominee:  __________________________________________________  


Date last attended UNC-School of Government training:  _____________________________________________  


The NC Soil and Water Conservation Commission will not give favorable consideration to the reappointment of 
an incumbent district supervisor unless he/she has attended, except when prevented by sickness, at least 2/3 of 
all regularly scheduled district meetings during his/her present term of office (past 4 years). 


Signatures 
I hereby certify that the board of supervisors considered the Guiding Principles for Supervisor Nomination for Appointment shown on the 
reverse of this nomination form when selecting the above supervisor candidate for nomination.  I also certify that this recommendation has 
been considered and approved by a majority of the members of the board of supervisors and entered in the official minutes of the board. 


X
SWCD Chair (or Vice Chair if Chair is being nominated) Date 
Printed name: 


I hereby certify that the above information is true and accurate. 


X
Individual recommended for reappointment  Date 
Printed name: 


INTERNAL USE ONLY: 
Appointed / Elected Seat 
Current Term:   
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GUIDING PRINCIPLES FOR SUPERVISOR NOMINATION FOR APPOINTMENT 


A vacancy on a district board of supervisors presents a unique opportunity for that board.  The board should 
use this opportunity to nominate for appointment a supervisor candidate who can provide knowledge and 
leadership to improve the district’s ability to address more of the natural resource needs for more of the 
constituents of the district.  The NC Soil and Water Conservation Commission approved the following guiding 
principles to guide local soil and water conservation districts when evaluating candidates for appointment and 
recommending supervisors for Reappointment.  It is suggested that recommended supervisors satisfy at least 5 
of the Guiding Principles. 


1. An effective board of supervisors requires motivated members with strong leadership skills and diverse
knowledge of natural resource needs in the district.  Will the appointment bring new leadership skills to the 
board? 


2. A strong district is led by supervisors who are effective at approaching elected and appointed officials to
advocate for resources and policies needed to meet the conservation priorities in the district.  Will the 
appointment strengthen the political connection/influence of the district, especially at the county level? 


3. Will the appointment provide representation from a portion of the county not currently represented by a
supervisor? 


4. North Carolina agriculture is growing increasingly diverse.  Often, non-traditional agricultural operations
require focused outreach from leaders they believe understand their unique needs.  Will the appointment 
provide a better opportunity to work with a segment of agriculture not currently being served?  


5. Many districts have built relationships with other organizations who share interest in natural resource
conservation. Will the appointment improve opportunities to work with non-traditional partners (e.g., land trust, 
forest landowners, grant making organizations, environmental advocacy groups)? 


6. Although most districts have traditionally focused assistance to agricultural land users, districts have authority
and programs available to work with all land uses to address natural resource concerns.  Will the appointment 
improve the make-up of the board from an agriculture/nonagriculture perspective?  


7. Often a district can improve its ability to reach traditionally underserved groups and its overall public support
by increasing the diversity of its board. Will the appointment improve the gender/ethnic/racial diversity of the 
board? 


8. One key to a successful district is the willingness of the district supervisors to study and learn from the
successes of other districts and other organizations.  It is often instructive to observe a supervisor candidate’s 
involvement in other organizations (e.g., trade groups, civic clubs, church). Has the nominee shown past 
involvement in an organization beyond the local level?  


9. The success of a district’s programs will often depend on its ability to gain sponsorship and support from
private businesses and individuals.  Will the appointment strengthen the District’s opportunity to raise funds? 


10. Among the most visible district activities are environmental education, marketing, and public outreach.
These programs are often key to achieving widespread public support for the district.  Will the appointment 
strengthen the District’s education, marketing, and outreach efforts?  
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NORTH CAROLINA SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION COMMISSION 
RALEIGH, NORTH CAROLINA 


AGENDA 
DRAFT 


 


WORK SESSION       BUSINESS SESSION 
Archdale Building       Archdale Building  
Ground Floor Hearing Room     Ground Floor Hearing Room  
512 N. Salisbury Street       512 N. Salisbury Street  
Raleigh, NC  27604       Raleigh, NC  27604  
March 17, 2015       March 18, 2015  
7:00 p.m.       9:00 a.m. 


 


I. CALL TO ORDER 
 


 


 The State Government Ethics Act mandates that at the beginning of any meeting the Chair reminds 
all the members of their duty to avoid conflicts of interest and inquire as to whether any member 
knows of any conflict of interest or potential conflict with respect to matters to come before the 
Commission.  If any member knows of a conflict of interest or potential conflict, please state so at 
this time. 
 


II. PRELIMINARY – Business Meeting 
 


 


 Welcome 
 
Reading of Statement of Economic Interest for Commissioner Knox 


Chairman John Langdon 
 


Chairman John Langdon 
 


III. BUSINESS 
 


 


 1. Approval of agenda 
 


Chairman John Langdon 


 2. Approval of January 4, 2015 minutes  
 


Chairman John Langdon 


 3. Division report  Mr. David Williams 
   
 4. Association report  Mr. Manly West 
   
 5. NRCS report    Mr. Tim Beard 
   
 6. Consent Agenda  
 A. Nomination of Supervisors   Ms. Kristina Fischer 
 B. Supervisor contracts   Ms. Kelly Hedgepeth 
 C. Technical Specialist Designation Ms. Natalie Woolard 
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 7. AgWRAP Review Committee Recommendations               Ms. Julie Henshaw 


 A. PY2015 regional application recommendations  
   
 8. ACSP Spring Supplemental Reallocation Ms. Kelly Hedgepeth 
   
 9. TRC Recommendation Ms. Kelly Hedgepeth 
 A. Consideration of changes to Waste Application System BMP  
 B. Consideration of changes to Livestock Mortality 


Management System BMP 
 


   
 10. District issues Ms. Kelly Hedgepeth 
 A. Lenoir Technical Assistance Request for Payment Lenoir SWCD 
 B. ACSP Contracts in Lenoir SWCD Lenoir SWCD 
   
 11. Commission Member Contract Kelly Hedgepeth 
  


12. Revisions to the Supervisor Appointment Nomination Forms 
 


 
Ms. Kristina Fischer 


IV. PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 


 


   
V. ADJOURNMENT 


 
 


 


 


 


 








DIVISION REPORT
MARCH 18, 2015


North Carolina Soil and Water 
Conservation Commission







NC ETHICS RULES


 Commission is subject to NC Ethics Rules
 Statements of Economic Interest are due April 15th


(online; 2 options – long form & no change form) 
 Ethics education and lobbying presentation within 6 


months of appointment; refresher every 2 years 
thereafter (online option)


 http://www.ethicscommission.nc.gov/sei/



http://www.ethicscommission.nc.gov/sei/





Emergency Action Plans 


 The Coal Ash Bill requires all intermediate and high 
hazard dams to develop an Emergency Action Plan 
by March 1, 2015.


 Concern about the short time allowed
 Expectation that a Professional Engineer must seal 


the inundation map
 Proposed Senate Bill 14 extends the deadline for 


EAPs to December 31 for ponds other than coal ash 
ponds and to clarify that developing an inundation 
map and Emergency Action Plan does not require a 
PE.







Guidance on Public Records Requests


 The Division is working with the School of 
Government and NCDA to develop guidance on 
responding to public records


 Also developing a model records retention schedule 
for districts







Update on Conditional Supervisor Appointments


 4 reappointments conditioned upon supervisor attending 
the School of Government Training in February (all 
attended)
 Chad Decker, Cherokee
 Ted Wortman, Cleveland
 John Walters, New River
 Clay Parker, Orange


 3 reappointments conditioned on supervisor attending 
2/3 of board meetings between December 2014 and 
November 2015
 Edward McLaurin, Chatham
 John Lovin, Graham
 Wilton Lee Short, Vance







Personnel Update


 Western Soil Scientist
 Dalton Buchanan will start April 1, 2015


 CREP Manager
 Division has completed interviews & recommended a candidate
 Awaiting approval from HR to make the offer


 CREP Program Specialist
 Reclassifying position to Environmental Specialist
 Relocate from Whiteville to Mocksville
 Advertise in Spring







 Pollination is crucial to the success of NC’s $78 billion 
agricultural industry


 Up to 1/3 of the food we eat can be directly attributed to 
the work of pollinators
 Cucumbers, berries, melons, squash, apples, other produce
 Some row crops, such as cotton, soybeans, and peanuts also benefit 


from pollinators


 Important pollinators include:  bees, butterflies, moths, 
beetles, birds, and other animals







3 Steps to Pollinator Success


 Recognize native pollinators and pollinator habitats already 
on the farm


 Adapt existing farm and land management practices to 
avoid causing undue harm to pollinators


 Provide habitat for native pollinators on and around the 
farm
 Increase available foraging habitat to include a range of plants 


blooming at different times to provide nectar and pollen throughout 
the seasons


 Create nesting sites by providing suitable ground conditions or 
tunnel-filled lumber and appropriate nesting materials


 Reduce the risk to bees from use of insecticides and herbicides







Cost Share/CREP/EQIP


 Encourage landowners to incorporate pollinator 
attracting species into conservation plantings:
 Field Borders
 Filter strips
 Cropland Conversion
 Cover crops
 Critical Area Planting
 Riparian Buffers
 Pasture Renovation
 Prescribed Grazing
 Streambank Stabilization


 Encourage reduced tillage to protect ground nesting sites







Community Conservation


 Incorporate pollinator 
nesting/foraging areas into 
conservation planting
 Rain gardens
 Bioretention areas
 Critical Area Planting
 Impervious Surface Conversion
 Riparian Buffer
 Stormwater Wetland
 Stream Restoration


 Include signage in public 
areas encouraging pollinator 
habitat







CREP


 Developed a flyer to 
describe opportunities 
to promote 
pollinators.







AgWRAP Technology Grants


 Grants funded from AgWRAP Technical Assistance


 Grants capped at $7,500 and require 25% match


 Received 12 applications from 11 districts ($56,031)


 Division has awarded funding to 10 districts totaling 
$50,590







Technology Grant Awards


District Equipment to be Acquired Award 
Amount


Total 
Cost


Beaufort Total Station $4,872 $6,495


Burke Handheld GPS $2,337 $3,122


Cleveland Handheld GPS & software $5,474 $7,298


Gaston Total Station & Data Collector $7,328 $9,770


Haywood Handheld GPS & software $7,500 $11,300


Henderson Total Station & Data Collector $7,500 $29,166


Hertford Handheld GPS & software $5,525 $7,366


Onslow Handheld GPS $258 $395


Pitt Upgrade Existing Radio System & 
Battery Pack


$4,678 $6,237


Randolph AutoCAD Civil 3D Software $5,118 $6,825







Grant Program Timeline


Target Date Grant Activity
November 19, 
2014


Information and Guidance Document, & application 
packets available


February 20, 2014 Applications due by 5:00 PM EST, applications post marked 
on or before the February 20th deadline and received after 
5:00 PM on the 20th will not be reviewed. 


March 18, 2015 Grant announcements to be made
March-April, 2015 Initiate Amendments to Master Agreement with Districts


May 1, 2015 -
June 30, 2016


Purchases must be completed between these dates


Reimbursement Invoice must be submitted 60 days after 
purchase but no later than August 1, 2016


* Requests from Districts to offer another round next fiscal year.
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  ITEM # 4 
 


ASSOCIATION REPORT TO THE COMMISSION 
March 18, 2015 


 


2015 Annual Meeting –The 2015 Association Annual Meeting was well attended 
with 365 paid registrations; 175 registered supervisors, 128 District staff, 33 
Federal employees, 20 State employees, and 74 guests.  An on-line evaluation was 
made available state-wide to gather feedback which will be used during planning 
the 2016 meeting.  The survey was completed by 98 individuals; district 
supervisors (39%), district employees (55%), and others (6%).  Key evaluation 
feedback is as follows: 


How satisfied were you with the registration process?  96% satisfied or very 
satisfied 


How satisfied were you with the annual meeting materials?  94% satisfied or very 
satisfied 


Overall, how satisfied were you with the speakers/presenters?  90% satisfied or 
very satisfied 


How satisfied were you with the conference facilities?  89% satisfied or very 
satisfied 


Annual meeting was well organized. 95% agree or strongly agree 


Annual meeting staff was helpful and courteous.  98% agree or strongly agree 


Areas of needed improvement – strong majority of negative feedback related to 
sound system, not being able to hear, and competing noise from the Expo. 


Positive program feedback – majority of positive comments related to varied and 
quality of breakout sessions, Ray Archuleta presentation on soil health, and 
opening presentation by Jones Loflin. 


 


 







  ITEM # 4 
 


NACD – The 2015 national meeting was held in New Orleans, Louisiana, February 
1-4 with approximately 30 attending from North Carolina.  North Carolina was 
recognized for being in the top 10 states in quota support (4th) and was 
recognized for its district supervisor training program.  The Southeast meeting is 
scheduled for August 2-4, 2015 in Tupelo, Mississippi. 


The NACD Legislative Fly-In is scheduled for March 18 in Washington, DC with 
Franklin Williams and Jeff Harris planning to attend.  The Fly-In coincides with the 
Association’s Legislative Breakfast and Ag Awareness Day in North Carolina. 


School of Government Training – The School of Government training was held 
February 10- 11 with a total of 50 in attendance including 30 supervisors, 2 
associate supervisors, and one county manager.  The vast majority of supervisors 
attending were newly elected or appointed.  . 


Legislative Breakfast -- The Association’s Legislative Breakfast was held this 
morning,March 18, at 7:00.am in the Legislative Building Cafeteria.  Keynote 
speaker was Representative Bob Steinburg, Chair of the House Agriculture 
Committee.   Ag Awareness Day is also being celebrated on the 18th and a large 
crowd from across the state is expected.  The Association will have a display in 
one of the courts of the Legislative Building during this event. 


FFA Land Judging – The 2015 contest will be held in Moore County and is 
supported by the Moore soil and water conservation district and the Association.  
Likely dates are November 13-14 although this is still pending. 
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County Contract Number Supervisor Name BMP
Contract 


Amount
Comments


Camden 15-2015-002 Don Lee Keaton crop residue management $7,193 


Camden 15-2015-003 Don Lee Keaton crop residue management $7,638 


Craven 25-2015-005 Donald Heath 5 yr sod-based rotation $2,860 


Craven 25-2015-802 Donald Heath water supply well - AgWRAP $5,000 


Hyde 48-2015-003 Darren Armstrong Water Control Structure $7,756 


Total  $                  30,447 


Total Number of Supervisor Contracts:  5


NC Cost Share Programs Supervisor Contracts


 Soil and Water Conservation Commission


NCACSP Supervisor Contracts


3/18/2015
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Technical Specialist Designation Recommendations 
 


March 17, 2015 
 


 


ATTACHMENT 6C 


 
 


The Soil and Water Conservation Commission has authority to designate water quality technical 
specialists based upon specific criteria and procedures (02 NCAC 59G).  This authority extends to 
individuals who have been assigned approval authority by USDA NRCS, NC Cooperative 
Extension, Department of Agriculture & Consumer Services and the Division. District staff is 
assigned the approval authority by the USDA NRCS.  This process allows for each agency 
personnel to ensure an employee not only has completed the training requirements, but has also 
demonstrated proficiency prior to obtaining a technical specialist designation. 


 


Mr. Wally Walker, Alamance Soil and Water Conservation District Technician, has requested to 
be designated technical specialist for the Waste Utilization Planning/Nutrient Management 
category.  
 
Mr. Walker has successfully completed the required training and his technical competency has 
been verified by NRCS staff. Therefore I recommend this designation for approval. 


 
 


 


 Information Item Only 
The Division has reached out to all designated technical specialists to update their contact 
information.  In doing so, there are some individuals that have requested to have their 
designation rescinded, thus removed from the official list in our database and the division 
webpage.  Below are individuals which have made this request. 
  
         Michael Bowman 
         Curtis Fountain 
         Jack Loudermilk 








PY2015 AgWRAP Regional Application Recommendations: Batching Period 2


Region County Cooperator BMP
Acres irrigated or 
animals watered Total points


Total AgWRAP 
Request


Central Moore Tim Priest Pond repair/retrofit 25 acres 69.00  $             20,000 


Central Moore Alan Comer Pond Repair/Retrofit 14 acres 62.00  $             20,000 


Central Forsyth Thomas Reed Pond 30 acres 61.02  $             20,000 


Central Orange Miriam Cowan Pond 3.54 acres 55.15  $             33,000 


Central Halifax Wayne Edwards Pond repair/retrofit 200 acres 48.91  $             20,000 


Central Halifax Evelyn Nowell Pond repair/retrofit 31 acres 48.53  $             20,000 


Central Halifax Larry Pendleton Pond repair/retrofit 25 acres 44.09  $             20,000 


Central Stanly Michael Smith Pond 4 acres & 75 cow/calf 43.00  $             20,000 


Central Forsyth Charles Crump New pond 5 acres 42.51  $             20,000 


Central Durham South Wind Produce Pond 10 acres 37.62  $             33,000 


Central Halifax George Pendleton Pond repair/retrofit 50 acres 22.60  $             20,000 


Central Rockingham Evelyn Stone Pond Repair/Retrofit 63 acres 15.00  $             27,500 


Eastern Columbus Mickey Hobbs Pond 6 acres & 20 cow/calf 38.26  $             20,000 


Eastern Pitt James Etheridge Pond 10 acres 32.58  $             20,000 


Eastern Pitt SLM Farms Pond 50 acres 26.92  $             24,000 


Eastern Pender Christopher Partum Pond 42.5 acres 22.28  $             24,000 


Eastern Sampson Warren Pond 61.7 acres 18.97  $             20,000 


Eastern Pitt Stokes Pond 45 acres 16.08  $             24,000 


Eastern Sampson Clayton Matthews Pond repair/retrofit 18 acres 14.95  $             20,000 


Eastern Sampson Norris Pond 75 acres 7.57  $             20,000 


Western Avery Daintrey Trees Pond repair/retrofit 1 acre 66.00  $             20,000 


Western Macon Raby Pond repair/retrofit 4.6 acres 64.00  $             20,000 


Western Henderson Brian Brown Pond repair/retrofit 30 cow/calf 59.00  $             20,000 
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Western Clay John Payne Pond 89 cow/calf 51.00  $             20,000 


Western Rutherford Bovender Pond 300 cow/calf 51.00  $             20,000 


Western Lincoln George Sain Pond 1.5 acres 36.00  $             20,000 


Western Buncombe The Big Chicken, LLC Pond 1.6 acres 15.15  $             24,000 


Total recommendation for approval
Eastern region 172,000$                        
Central region 273,500$                        
Western region 144,000$                        
Total 589,500$                        
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Supplemental Cost Share (CS Funds)


Allocation


District Request Allocation


Alexander $26,000 $5,132
Alleghany $35,000 $4,130
Anson $40,000 $5,463
Ashe $75,000 $5,059
Avery $5,500 $4,248
Bertie $23,447 $3,586
Bladen $14,442 $4,905
Buncombe $20,000 $4,795
Camden $7,332 $2,642
Caswell $11,909 $5,524
Chatham $40,000 $5,703
Clay $45,000 $3,703
Cleveland $20,000 $5,453
Columbus $32,000 $3,989
Currituck $22,000 $2,459
Duplin $96,911 $6,495
Durham $24,084 $4,228
Franklin $30,000 $5,215
Gates $20,000 $2,473
Guilford $60,000 $4,223
Haywood $25,000 $3,989
Henderson $15,000 $5,051
Hertford $13,679 $3,061
Hyde $15,000 $3,403
Iredell $15,000 $4,834
Johnston $40,000 $5,659
Lincoln $17,936 $4,984
Mitchell $60,000 $5,117
Moore $10,000 $4,031
Orange $3,150 $3,150
Pamlico $5,000 $4,677
Pasquotank $800 $800
Polk $40,000 $3,331
Randolph $12,336 $5,401
Robeson $52,000 $5,321
Rutherford $20,000 $4,904
Sampson $100,000 $6,312
Stanly $14,706 $5,393
Stokes $11,000 $5,012
Surry $75,000 $6,396
WAKE $49,650 $5,059
Warren $5,589 $4,368
Washington $7,000 $3,736
Wayne $147,946 $4,720
Wilkes $177,567 $5,465
Wilson $20,000 $3,567
Yadkin $8,200 $5,438
Yancey $62,210 $5,260
Total $1,672,394 $217,864
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Waste Application Systems 
 


Definition/Purpose 
 


A Waste Application System means an environmentally safe system (such as solid set, 
dry hydrant, mobile irrigation equipment, etc.) for the conveyance and distribution of 
animal wastes from waste treatment and storage structures to agricultural fields as part 
of an irrigation and waste utilization plan.  (DIP) 


 
Mobile Application System means a portable conveyance system for the application of 
liquid animal waste from a waste storage pond or lagoon or a manure spreader for the 
application of dry waste or compost. 


 
Solid Set System means an in-ground sprinkler system which allows the conveyance of 
liquid waste from a waste storage pond or lagoon to allow land application of liquid 
wastes. 


 
Underground Main and Hydrant System means an in ground system of pipes ending in 
hydrants which allows the conveyance of liquid waste from a waste storage pond or 
lagoon to facilitate the land application of animal wastes. 


 
Policies 


 


1. Items for reimbursement under the maximum are all equipment, materials, construction, 
installation, vegetation, pumps, etc. from the waste structure to and including the delivery 
system. The type of system must be specified on CPO (i.e. center pivot, traveling 
gun, solid set, etc.) Reimbursable items must be supported by receipts, including any 
previous payments to the cooperator for pipe, hydrants or other elements of a waste 
application system. For all operations, cost share payments are limited to  a $35,000 
lifetime cap. Cost share will not pay for any motorized vehicles used in 
transporting/applying waste or for replacing worn out equipment. that was previously cost 
shared on 


 
1.2. By signing the Cost Share Agreement (NC-ACSP-2), the cooperator and/or landowner 


acknowledges and agrees that they are responsible for the maintenance or replacement 
of all equipment cost shared as a component of waste management measure(s) at their 
expense and that any cost shared component will not be sold or used as collateral for 
the life of the practice must be included in the CPO. 


 
2.3. Above-ground mobile irrigation pipe may be used as a component of a waste application 


system for cost share with the following stipulations: 
 


a. All pipe from the lagoon or waste storage pond to the field must be buried 
according to NRCS standards; 


 
b. The waste application system must include a safety valve that will close in case 


pressure is lost; and 
 


c. The use of above ground pipe must be approved by an engineer. 


July 17, 2013, March 18, 2015  
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3.4. The following guidelines apply for poultry litter spreaders: 
a. Before a cooperator can receive Cost Share assistance for a poultry litter spreader 


he/she must have a method for mortality disposal approved by the State 
Veterinarian and must have adequate litter storage (i.e. storage for 25% of the 
volume of waste generated annually). For purposes of the cost share program, 
storing covered or uncovered litter on the ground is not considered acceptable 
storage, nor is pit disposal acceptable for mortalities (unless approved in an 
emergency by the State Veterinarian. 


 
b. Only a commercially sold fan spinner, rotary type spreader with an adjustable 


door for calibration may be cost shared. 
 


c. Cost share will be based on actual cost not to exceed the amount on the average 
cost list for ACSP, with receipts required. 


 
d. Non-producers are not eligible for litter or manure spreaders. 


 
4.5. The following guidelines apply for compost spreaders: 


a. All state regulations for composting must be followed. 
b. Only a commercially sold spreader appropriately sized for applying material 


consistent with the waste management plan may be cost shared. 
c. Cost share will be based on actual cost not to exceed the amount on the average 


cost list for ACSP, with receipts required. 
d. Non-producers are not eligible for compost spreaders. 


 
5.6. Fencing was ruled to be a production practice by the TRC and is not an acceptable 


element of this BMP. 
 


6.7. When 15NCAC 02T.0200 and Cost Share converge: 
 


a. When Cost Share is used for a waste application system that meets the 15NCAC 
02T.0200- certification requirements, and a new water quality problem associated 
with the waste application system is created through the actions of the farmer, 
Cost Share funds shall not be used to solve the new problem. 


 
b. When a waste management system is certified with equipment that is not cost 


shared, the farmer will be eligible to upgrade the system with Cost Share 
assistance as long as greater water quality benefits can be shown. Replacement of 
worn out equipment with the same type of system does not necessarily demonstrate 
greater water quality benefits.  


 
c. Cost Share funds can be used to pay the difference between the current 


replacement value of a previously Cost Shared waste application system (e.g., a 
honey wagon) and a new system (e.g., solid set) as long as the new system is 
shown to provide greater water quality improvements. 


 
d. If a third party applicator arrangement for an animal operation  falls through, then a 


waste application system would be eligible for cost share. fails the application 
system. This example would be analogous to a system that breaks through no 
fault of the operator, and a repair contract would be allowable. 


 
e. Cost Share would be available to extend irrigation pipe when an existing Waste 


July 17, 2013, March 18, 2015  
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Management Plan (WMP) is updated and the operation will need to expand the 
waste   application   systems   to   take   phosphorus   or   other   nutrients   into 
consideration or to base the application rates on more current realistic yield 
estimates. The operation would still be limited to the amount listed on the 
average cost list. 


 
7.8. Waste Management Plan Statement (NC-ACSP-WMP) is required. 


 
8.9. BMP soil impact is not required on this BMP.  Include the amount of fresh manure in 


nitrogen and phosphorus units, which will be generated and properly managed under the 
waste management system. Also include the number of acres affected, animal type, 
and animal units. 


 
9.10.Minimum life of BMP is ten (10) years. 


Specifications 


N. C. NRCS Technical Guide, Section IV, Specification #442 (Irrigation System, 
Sprinkler), #430 (Irrigation Pipeline), #449 (Irrigation Water Management), and #590 
(Nutrient Management). (Additional references) 


July 17, 2013, March 18, 2015  
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Waste Application Systems 
 


Definition/Purpose 
 


A Waste Application System means an environmentally safe system (such as solid set, 
dry hydrant, mobile irrigation equipment, etc.) for the conveyance and distribution of 
animal wastes from waste treatment and storage structures to agricultural fields as part 
of an irrigation and waste utilization plan.  (DIP) 


 
Mobile Application System means a portable conveyance system for the application of 
liquid animal waste from a waste storage pond or lagoon or a manure spreader for the 
application of dry waste or compost. 


 
Solid Set System means an in-ground sprinkler system which allows the conveyance of 
liquid waste from a waste storage pond or lagoon to allow land application of liquid 
wastes. 


 
Underground Main and Hydrant System means an in ground system of pipes ending in 
hydrants which allows the conveyance of liquid waste from a waste storage pond or 
lagoon to facilitate the land application of animal wastes. 


 
Policies 


 


1. Items for reimbursement under the maximum are all equipment, materials, construction, 
installation, vegetation, pumps, etc. from the waste structure to and including the delivery 
system. The type of system must be specified on CPO (i.e. center pivot, traveling 
gun, solid set, etc.) Reimbursable items must be supported by receipts, including any 
previous payments to the cooperator for pipe, hydrants or other elements of a waste 
application system. For all operations, cost share payments are limited to  a $35,000 
lifetime cap. Cost share will not pay for any motorized vehicles used in 
transporting/applying waste or for replacing worn out equipment. that was previously cost 
shared on 


 
1.2. By signing the Cost Share Agreement (NC-ACSP-2), the cooperator and/or landowner 


acknowledges and agrees that they are responsible for the maintenance or replacement 
of all equipment cost shared as a component of waste management measure(s) at their 
expense and that any cost shared component will not be sold or used as collateral for 
the life of the practice must be included in the CPO. 


 
2.3. Above-ground mobile irrigation pipe may be used as a component of a waste application 


system for cost share with the following stipulations: 
 


a. All pipe from the lagoon or waste storage pond to the field must be buried 
according to NRCS standards; 


 
b. The waste application system must include a safety valve that will close in case 


pressure is lost; and 
 


c. The use of above ground pipe must be approved by an engineer. 


ATTACHMENT 9A







Agriculture Cost Share Program 


July 17, 2013, March 18, 2015 


 


 


 
 


3.4. The following guidelines apply for poultry litter spreaders: 
a. Before a cooperator can receive Cost Share assistance for a poultry litter spreader 


he/she must have a method for mortality disposal approved by the State 
Veterinarian and must have adequate litter storage (i.e. storage for 25% of the 
volume of waste generated annually). For purposes of the cost share program, 
storing covered or uncovered litter on the ground is not considered acceptable 
storage, nor is pit disposal acceptable for mortalities (unless approved in an 
emergency by the State Veterinarian. 


 
b. Only a commercially sold fan spinner, rotary type spreader with an adjustable 


door for calibration may be cost shared. 
 


c. Cost share will be based on actual cost not to exceed the amount on the average 
cost list for ACSP, with receipts required. 


 
d. Non-producers are not eligible for litter or manure spreaders. 


 
4.5. The following guidelines apply for compost spreaders: 


a. All state regulations for composting must be followed. 
b. Only a commercially sold spreader appropriately sized for applying material 


consistent with the waste management plan may be cost shared. 
c. Cost share will be based on actual cost not to exceed the amount on the average 


cost list for ACSP, with receipts required. 
d. Non-producers are not eligible for compost spreaders. 


 
5.6. Fencing was ruled to be a production practice by the TRC and is not an acceptable 


element of this BMP. 
 


6.7. To meet animal waste management statutes and rules: When .0200 and Cost Share 
converge: 


 
a. When Cost Share is used for a waste application system that meets the animal 


waste statutes and rules  .0200- certification requirements, and a new water 
quality problem associated with the waste application system is created through 
the actions of the farmer, Cost Share funds shall not be used to solve the new 
problem. 


 
b. When a waste management system is certified with equipment that is not cost 


shared, the farmer will be eligible to upgrade the system with Cost Share 
assistance as long as greater water quality benefits can be shown. Replacement of 
worn out equipment with the same type of system does not necessarily demonstrate 
greater water quality benefits.  


 
c. Cost Share funds can be used to pay the difference between the current 


replacement value of a previously Cost Shared waste application system (e.g., a 
honey wagon) and a new system (e.g., solid set) as long as the new system is 
shown to provide greater water quality improvements. 


 
d. If a third party applicator arrangement for an animal operation  falls through, then a 


waste application system would be eligible for cost share. fails the application 
system. This example would be analogous to a system that breaks through no 
fault of the operator, and a repair contract would be allowable. 
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e. Cost Share would be available to extend irrigation pipe when an existing Waste 
Management Plan (WMP) is updated and the operation will need to expand the 
waste   application   systems   to   take   phosphorus   or   other   nutrients   into 
consideration or to base the application rates on more current realistic yield 
estimates. The operation would still be limited to the amount listed on the 
average cost list. 


 
7.8. Waste Management Plan Statement (NC-ACSP-WMP) is required. 


 
8.9. BMP soil impact is not required on this BMP.  Include the amount of fresh manure in 


nitrogen and phosphorus units, which will be generated and properly managed under the 
waste management system. Also include the number of acres affected, animal type, 
and animal units. 


 
9.10.Minimum life of BMP is ten (10) years. 


Specifications 


N. C. NRCS Technical Guide, Section IV, Specification #442 (Irrigation System, 
Sprinkler), #430 (Irrigation Pipeline), #449 (Irrigation Water Management), and #590 
(Nutrient Management). (Additional references) 
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Livestock Mortality Management System 
 
Definition/Purpose 
 


A livestock mortality management system is a facility for managing livestock mortalities 
such as to minimize water quality impacts or to produce a material that can be recycled 
as a soil amendment and fertilizer substitute.  Cost shareable mortality management 
system components include: composter, rotary drum composter, forced aeration static 
pile composter, mortality freezer, mortality incinerator and mortality gasification system. 


 
A composter means a facility for the biological treatment, stabilization and 
environmentally safe storage or organic waste material (such as manure from poultry 
and livestock and dead animal carcasses) to produce a material that can be recycled as 
a soil amendment and fertilizer substitute. 


 
A freezer means a unit capable of freezing and storing poultry and other small animal 
carcasses until such time they can be moved offsite rendering. 


 
An incinerator or gasifier means a piece of equipment used to cremate dead poultry, 
swine, or other small animals. 


 
Policies 
 


1. ACSP funds will only be used to fund one mortality management system for each 
operation.  Operations that have already received cost share for one mortality 
management system and are still in the required maintenance period for the practice 
have the option of repaying the prorated portion of their cost share to buy back eligibility.  
Recipients of cost share for composters have the additional option of converting the 
composter to a dry stack, provided the dry stack was of sufficient volume to meet NRCS 
standards. Cost share funds cannot be used to replace the same type of mortality 
management system.  
 


2. A permit is required from the North Carolina Department of Agriculture, State 
Veterinarian for all composters, and all state regulations must be followed.   


 
3. If a composter is approved, then a Waste Management Plan will be completed for the 


entire confined animal operation and not just the acreage associated with composter and 
compost.  The Waste Management Plan must address stora ge of litter needs for the 
entire confined animal operation.  If compost or waste is land applied by the cooperator 
on any land under his/her control (owned, rented, etc.), then a detailed site location map 
delineation the fields and compost/waste is moved off the farm by a commercial contract 
hauler, the name address of the hauler is required with the contract.  Waste 
Management Plan Statement (NC-ACSP-WMP) is required. 
 


4. A composter shared by landowners is eligible for cost share if a landowner agreement is 
being attached to the contract.  This agreement must be signed and dated by all 
landowners sharing the facility and must state that the facility may be used by each 
landowner for a minimum period of ten (10) years. 
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5. Landowners requesting commercial composters may receive 75% of treatment and 
storage volume.  Payment will then be limited to the minimum volume required using the 
design criteria of the NRCS and the Cooperative Extension Service. 
 


6. Payment will be made for the minimum volume required using NRCS and Extension 
Service design criteria for primary and secondary treatment, and/or storage of 
composted material in one structure.  Storage volume is equal to a maximum of four (4) 
times the primary volume.  Additional volume needed to accommodate the producer’s 
equipment and/or desires will be at the producer’s expense. 
 


7. Pursuant to 15A NCAC 2H.0100 and 2H.0200 regulations, poultry waste storage 
structures must be located at least 100 feet from perennial streams and groundwater 
wells. 
 


8. All NRCS and NC Agriculture Cost Share Program standards and policies relative to 
vegetation of critical areas must be followed, if applicable. 
 


9. North Carolina Division of Air Quality exempts incinerators used to dispose of dead 
animals or poultry under the following conditions: 
 


a. The incinerator is located on a farm and is owned and operated by the farm 
owner or by the farm operator. 


b. The incinerator is used solely to dispose of animals or poultry originating on the 
farm where the incinerator is located. 


c. The incinerator is not charged at a rate that exceeds its design capacity. 
d. The incinerator compiles with visible emissions and odorous emissions 


requirements.  
 


10. An Operation and Maintenance Plan Statement (NC-ACSP-OMP) is required for 
mortality incinerators, gasifiers and freezers. 
 


11. A Waste Management Plan Statement (NC-ACSP-WMP) is required. 
 


12. A mortality management system can only be used to dispose of mortalities associated 
with the planned operation. 
 


13. Farmers with freezers must include in their waste management plans the name and 
telephone number of the rendering plant or recycling plant responsible for handling 
animal carcasses. 
 


14. A Mortality System for poultry with an incinerator may include a roof over the incinerator.    
 


15. BMP soil impact is not required on this BMP.  Include the amount of fresh manure in 
nitrogen and phosphorus units, which will be generated and properly managed under the 
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waste management system.  Also include the number of acres affected, animal type, 
and animal units. 
 


16. Minimum life of BMP is ten (10) years for composters, rotary drum composters, forced 
aeration static pile composters, mortality freezers, and mortality gasification systems. 
Minimum life of BMP is five (5) years for mortality incinerators. 
 


17. Any additional area needed to accommodate the producer's equipment and/or desires 
will be at the producer's expense.  The additional area must be stipulated on the design 
and not receive cost share assistance.  For example, if the operator stores equipment 
other than waste handling equipment in the structure and the design plan did not 
stipulate that the area of the designed structure was increased at the producer's 
expense, then the operator is out of compliance. 
 


Specifications 
 
North Carolina NRCS Technical Guide, Section IV, Specification #316 (Animal Mortality 
Facility). 
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NORTH CAROLINA 
SOIL & WATER CONSERVATION  


COMMISSION MEETING MINUTES 
March 18, 2015 


 
Ground Floor Hearing Room 


Archdale Building 
512 N. Salisbury Steet, Raleigh, NC 


 
 


Commission Members   
John Langdon David Williams Charles Davenport 
Craig Frazier Natalie Woolard Brian Chatham 


Charles Hughes Julie Henshaw Janie Poe 
Ben Knox Kelly Hedgepeth Nancy Carter 


Manly West Dick Fowler Chester Lowder 
Bill Yarborough Ralston James William Powell 


 Tom Hill Jimmy Mason 
 Ken Parks Chris Hogan 
 Lisa Fine Tom Best 


Commission Counsel Kristina Fischer Dewitt Hardee 
Phillip Reynolds Louise Hart Jenna Wadsworth 


 Eric Pare Linda Milt 
Guests Leanna Staton Kirsten Frazier 


Tim Beard Tom Ellis Harvey Roberts 
Dr. Richard Reich   


 
Chairman John Langdon called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m. and opened the meeting with prayer.  
He inquired whether any Commission members need to declare any conflict of interest, or appearance 
of conflict of interest, that may exist for agenda items under consideration, as mandated by the State 
Ethics Act.  Chairman Langdon declared that he would relinquish the chair to Vice-Chairman Frazier and 
recuse himself for Item 11.  Commissioner West announced that he would recuse himself for Item 8.  
Commissioner Hughes announced that he would recuse himself for items 10A and 10B. 
 
Statement of Economic Interest 
Chairman Langdon read a summary of the Statement of Economic Interest for Commissioner J. Ben 
Knox.  He announced that Commissioner Knox had previously taken the oath of office for the 
Commission seat. 
 
Chairman Langdon welcomed Commissioner Knox to the Commission.   
 
1. Approval Of Agenda:  
Chairman Langdon reviewed the agenda, and suggested to move item 10 after item 8.  Commissioner 
Frazier moved to approve the revised agenda.  The motion was seconded by Commissioner West.  The 
motion carried. 
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2. Approval Of Minutes – January 4, 2015 Meeting:  The minutes of the Commission meeting held on 
January 4, 2015 were presented.  Commissioner Frazier offered a motion to approve the minutes with a 
grammatical change previously shared with staff. Commissioner Yarborough seconded the motion, and 
the motion carried. 


 
INFORMATIONAL ITEMS 
 
3. Division Report:  Mr. David Williams, deputy director of the Division of Soil and Water Conservation, 
presented the division report. His presentation included the following: 
 


• Reminded the Commission members of the required Statements of Economic Interest due April 
15 and the availability of ethics training. 


• The Division and Association are working to affect changes to the requirement to establish 
Emergency Action Plans for all intermediate and high-hazard dams by March 1, 2015 that was 
included in the Coal Ash Law from the 2014 Legislative session.  Senate Bill 14 has been 
approved by both the Senate and House and is now headed to a Conference Committee.  This 
bill includes changes to extend the deadline to December 31, 2015 and to clarify that the plan 
and inundation map does not require a Professional Engineer to seal it.   


• The Division is working with the Department and the UNC School of Government to develop 
guidance to districts on managing public records and responding to public records requests. 


• All supervisors who were reappointed conditionally, pending participation in the UNC School of 
Government training, attended the training. 


• Provided an update on the status of the Western Soil Scientist, CREP Manager, and CREP 
Program Specialist vacancies 


• Described some opportunities for the Commission to promote pollinators through its programs. 
• Announced the awards to ten districts for the AgWRAP Technology Grants program (presented 


by Natalie Woolard). 
 


The handout for the division report is included as Attachment 3. 
 
4. Association Report:  Commissioner West, NCASWCD President, presented a brief overview on the 


following: 
• Reported on the 71st annual meeting of the Association, and provided some statistics on 


registration and the survey results from attendees 
• Reported on the NACD national meeting in New Orleans 
• Reported that 50 people attended the Basic Training for Soil & Water Conservation Districts, on 


February 10-11, 2015 at the UNC School of Government.  Thirty of the attendees were 
supervisors 


• Reported on the Legislative Breakfast held earlier in the day at the Legislative Building Cafeteria.  
Rep. Bob Steinburg was the keynote speaker.  He thanked all who attended and were involved 
in planning. 


• Announced that the 2015 FFA Land Judging contest will be held in Moore County on November 
13-14. 


 
Chairman Langdon thanked Commissioner West for his presentation.   
 







Page 3 of 7 
NC Soil & Water Conservation Commission 
Meeting Minutes, March 18, 2015 
 


The handout provided for item 4 is attached and is an official part of the minutes. 
 
5. NRCS Report:  Mr. Tim Beard, State Conservationist for the National Resources Conservation Service 


(NRCS), presented a report on the following items.   
 
• Resource Institute, Inc. received a Regional Conservation Partnership Program award to do 


streambank restoration work in Western NC 
• First EQIP batching period included $31 million in requests, but the NC allocation was just over 


$16 million 
• Conservation Stewardship Program renewal signup period ends March 31, and new CSP 


enrollments were due March 13 
• There is a new challenge to meet conservation planning demand resulting from new farm bill 


requirements linking premium crop insurance to conservation plans.  Many plans will need to be 
developed or updated. 


• Mentioned that 2015 was declared the International Year of Soils 
• Mentioned several upcoming training events and encouraged all employees to participate.  


There is still opportunity for attendees to request scholarships to cover part of costs of the 
training. 


 
Chairman Langdon thanked Mr. Beard for his presentation and NRCS’ support to the partnership.   
The handout provided for item 5 is attached and is an official part of the minutes. 
 


6.  Consent Agenda:   
 
Commissioner West moved to approve the consent agenda.  The motion was seconded by 
Commissioner Frazier, and it passed unanimously.  
 


6A.  Appointment of Supervisors 
• Salvador Moreno; Clay SWCD; filling an expired term previously held by Heath Myers 
• John Vining; Polk SWCD, filling an unexpired term previously held by Hubert McEntyre, who 


resigned effective February 27, 2015. 
• Stephen G. Young; Warren SWCD, filling the unexpired term of Russell King, who resigned 


effective December 31, 2014 due to a change of residency to Ashe County.   
• Joey Clawson; Watauga SWCD, filling an unexpired term previously held by Frank Bolick, 


who declined the elected seat due to a time conflict with his teaching job. 
• Robert L. Hunt; Watauga SWCD; filling an expired term previously held by Tracy Taylor 
 


6B.  Approval of Cost Share Supervisor Contracts 
 
Contract No. District Supervisor Name Practice(s) Contract 


Amount 
15-2015-002 Camden Don Lee Keaton Crop Residue Management $7,193 


15-2015-003 Camden Don Lee Keaton Crop Residue Management $7,638 


25-2015-005 Craven Donald Heath 5-year sod-based rotation $2,860 
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25-2015-802 Craven Donald Heath Water supply well - AgWRAP $5,000 


48-2015-003 Hyde Darren Armstrong Water Control Structure $7,756 


 
6C.  Technical Specialist Designation Recommendation 
 
Waste Utilization/Nutrient Management 
 
On verification of training and experience: 
Wally Walker, Alamance SWCD 
 
The Commission also received notification that three individuals have requested to have their 
designation rescinded.  These individuals are: 
 


• Michael Bowman 
• Curtis Fountain 
• Jack Loudermilk 


 
The handouts provided for items 6A-6C are attached and are an official part of the minutes. 
 
7. Recommendations on 2015 AgWRAP Region Applications 


Ms. Julie Henshaw referred to the handout for Item 7A and presented the recommendations from 
the AgWRAP Review Committee on the second batch of applications for the 2015 AgWRAP regional 
allocation for new ponds and pond repairs and retrofits.  Twenty districts submitted 27 applications, 
including 16 new pond requests, and 11 pond repair/retrofit requests.  Ms. Henshaw noted that the 
Review Committee recommends funding all 27 applications for $589,500.  Commissioner Knox 
offered a motion to approve the Committee’s recommendation, and Commissioner Frazier 
seconded.  The motion was approved. 
 
Ms. Henshaw thanked the review team and the AgWRAP Review Committee for their work to 
review all the applications. 
 
The handout provided for item 7 is attached and is an official part of the minutes. 
 


8. Supplemental Allocation of Agriculture Cost Share Program funds for 2015 
Ms. Kelly Hedgepeth referred to the handout for Item 8 and presented the recommended 
supplemental allocation of Agriculture Cost Share Program funds.  Forty-eight districts requested 
nearly $1.7 million, but only $217,864 is available to allocate at this point.  The Division has executed 
the allocation methodology as specified in 02 NCAC 2D.0103, but only considering requests from 
districts who have encumbered 75% of their previously allocated funds, per Commission policy.  
Commissioner Frazier moved to approve the recommended allocation.  Commissioner Yarborough 
seconded the motion, and the motion was approved.  Commissioner West had earlier recused 
himself from this item, and he did not vote nor participate in discussion. 
 
The handout provided for item 8 is attached and is an official part of the minutes. 
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10. District Issues 
Commissioner Hughes stepped down from the Commission to represent the Lenoir SWCD for items 10A 
and 10B. 
 


10A.  Lenoir Technical Assistance Request for Payment 
Ms. Hedgepeth stated that the Lenoir District has submitted the Request for payment for the 
technical assistance position in the amount of $5,524.54, referring to the handout for item 10A, 
which is included as part of the meeting minutes.  She stated that the Division has reviewed the 
request for payment and recommends approval.  Commissioner Frazier offered a motion to approve 
the request for payment, and Commissioner West seconded the motion.  The motion was approved.  
Mr. Hughes did not participate in the vote. 
 
10B.  Lenoir SWCD Cost Share Contracts 
Ms. Hedgepeth referred to the handout for item 10B, which is included as part of the meeting 
minutes.  She stated that the Lenoir District has submitted requests for the Division and Commission 
to approve four cost share contracts.  Three of the contracts involve cropland conversion, and one is 
for a waste application system.  Chairman Langdon requested to consider the three cropland 
conversion contracts separately from the waste application system contract.   
 
Ms. Hedgepeth stated that the Division has reviewed the three contracts for cropland conversion 
and recommends approval.  Commissioner Frazier offered a motion to approve the contracts, and 
Commissioner Yarborough seconded the motion.  The motion was approved.  Mr. Hughes did not 
participate in the vote. 
 
Ms. Hedgepeth called attention to contract 54-2013-004.  Commissioner Frazier offered a motion to 
deny the requested contract because it does not present a significant water quality benefit.  
Commissioner Yarborough seconded the motion, and the motion was approved.  Mr. Hughes did not 
participate in the vote. 
 
Mr. Hughes resumed his seat on the Commission. 


 
9. Recommendations from the Technical Review Committee 


Ms. Hedgepeth announced that the TRC had met on February 25 in Asheville.  The TRC offers the 
following recommendations for the Commission’s consideration. 


 
9A.  Recommended Changes to the Waste Application Systems Practice 
Ms. Hedgepeth referred to the handout for item 9A, which is included as part of the minutes.  The 
TRC is recommending changes to clarify that it is not the Commission’s intent to cost share to 
replace worn out equipment, particularly with equipment that is similar to the equipment being 
replaced, which does not demonstrate an improvement for water quality.  Commissioner Frazier 
offered a motion to approve the TRC recommendation, and Commissioner Knox seconded the 
motion.  The motion was approved. 
 
9B.  Recommended Changes to the Livestock Mortality Management System Practice 
Ms. Hedgepeth referred to the handout for item 9B, which is included as part of the minutes.  The 
TRC is recommending changes to clarify that it is not the Commission’s intent to cost share to 
replace the same type of mortality management system with a similar type system.  This 
recommendation is similar to the recommendation for the Waste Application Systems practice.  
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Commissioner West offered a motion to approve the TRC recommendation, and Commissioner 
Frazier seconded the motion.  The motion was approved. 
 
Ms. Hedgepeth announced that the TRC’s Precision Agrichemical Application Workgroup would 
meet via teleconference on April 14 from 1:00 to 3:00 p.m., and she invited any interested 
individuals to contact David Williams to participate in the teleconference. 
 
Commissioner Yarborough asked that the Division invite a representative from the Research Stations 
Division to participate in the workgroup. 


 
11. Consideration of a Cost Share Contract for a Commission Member 
The subject contract is a supplement contract for Chairman Langdon’s farming operation.  Chairman 
Langdon relinquished the chair to Vice-Chairman Frazier and recused himself from the discussion and 
vote on this item.  Ms. Hedgepeth referred to the handout for Item 11, which is included as part of the 
meeting minutes.  She stated that the contract is a supplement contract in the amount of $1,116 to a 
contract 51-2014-005 for a grade stabilization structure that the Commission and Commissioner of 
Agriculture Troxler approved in November, 2014.  Commissioner West offered a motion to approve the 
supplement contract, and Commissioner Hughes seconded the motion.  The motion was approved.  Mr. 
Langdon did not participate in the discussion nor the vote. 
 
Ms. Hedgepeth noted that Commissioner Troxler would also have to approve the contract per G.S. 139-
4e. 
 
Mr. Langdon resumed his seat as chair of the Commission. 
 
12. Revisions of Supervisor Appointment Nomination Forms 
Ms. Kristina Fischer called attention to the handout for item 12, which is attached as an official part of 
the minutes.  Ms. Fischer pointed out that the forms include revisions to consolidate the two previous 
certification statements for the Board Chairman.  This revision is suggested to eliminate a source of 
frequent confusion for districts.  The revised application also includes a new certification statement for 
the nominee to certify the information on the form is true and accurate.  Commissioner West offered a 
motion to approve the revised nomination forms, and Commissioner Frazier seconded the motion.  The 
motion was approved. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENTS:  
Chairman Langdon asked if anyone had any public comments.   
 
Commissioner Yarborough suggested the Commission explore opportunities for supervisors who live 
within 35 miles of the meeting location to be reimbursed for lodging expenses.  Mr. Williams pledged 
that the Division would investigate and report back. 
 
Commissioner West urged everyone to participate in the Agricultural Awareness Day activities. 
 
Commissioner Yarborough urged everyone to support the Dig-It exhibit that is coming to the Museum of 
Natural Sciences, both financially and by attending the exhibit.  Commissioner West echoed.  Dr. Richard 
Reich called attention to a brochure about the Dig-It exhibit. 
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Commissioner Yarborough asked about the status of the letter to poultry stakeholders regarding 
construction site stabilization.  Mr. Williams responded that the letter has not yet been prepared, but 
that the Division would initiate work on this immediately. 


Chairman Langdon thanked everyone for attending and asked everyone in the room to introduce 
themselves. 


ADJOURNMENT 
With no further business, Chairman Langdon asked for a motion to adjourn.  Commissioner Yarborough 
offered the motion, and Commissioner West seconded the motion.  The motion was approved, and 
Chairman Langdon declared the meeting adjourned at 10:00 a.m. 


__________________________        _____________________________ 
Patricia K. Harris, Director        David B. Williams, Recording Secretary 
Division of Soil & Water Conservation, Raleigh, N.C.   


These minutes were approved by the North Carolina Soil & Water Conservation Commission on May 
20, 2015.  


__________________________    
Patricia K. Harris, Director  





