BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICE ANALYSIS – AGRICULTURAL/RURAL
	BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICE
	AGENCIES TO ASSIST & CONSULT
	POTENTIAL FUNDING SOURCES
	INDICATORS OF PROGRESS
	IMPLEMENTATION PRIORITY

	
	
	
	
	Short Term
	Medium Term
	Long Term

	Conservation Easements
· Incentives to enter into conservation easements are not strong enough to convert their land out of production

· Mechanisms are currently in place to establish these easements; but landowners are not using them

· Main concern of landowners is effectively loosing their property rights on the land placed under the easement
	Nature Conservancy

Texas Parks and Wildlife 
Con-America

Trust for Public Land
	Funding is not typically available through tradition ag programs and is not considered an accepted conservation practice
	Progress indicated by increase in acres enrolled in the watershed
	Low
	Medium
	High

	Fencing (Cross Fencing) 

· Concerns for providing drinking water for cattle after fencing is installed

· Hardened access points can alleviate this

· There is a definite need for alternative water sources with this practice

· If the creek is fenced off and the middle of the creek is the property line, there is a fear of eventually losing the land near the creek (apparently legal action can be taken by someone else to gain that land)
· A fence is part of a buffer BMP if the land is grazed
	USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service 

Texas State Soil and Water Conservation Board
Kaufman-Van Zandt Soil and Water Conservation District
	Funding from EQIP and 319 programs.  
	Progress indicated by linear feet installed and acreage protected.  
	High
	Medium
	Low

	Filter Strips
· Currently a hard sell to landowners in the area due to high commodity prices (corn, maize, etc.)

· Incentive is not great enough to take the land out of production

· An increased incentive may be justified since this practice is so effective
	USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service 

Texas State Soil and Water Conservation Board

Kaufman-Van Zandt Soil and Water Conservation District
	Funding from EQIP and 319 programs
	Progress indicated by acres installed and treated
	Low
	Medium
	High

	Grade Stabilization Structures 
· Typically a cost prohibitive practice (range from $3 to $10K each)

· Usually used in combination with grassed waterways

· Dam with pipes are typical in the Cedar Creek area but are typically more expensive than a concrete weir
	USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service 

Texas State Soil and Water Conservation Board

Kaufman-Van Zandt Soil and Water Conservation District
	Funding from EQIP and 319 programs
	Progress indicated by number of acres treated by the practice.
	High
	Medium
	Low

	Grassed Waterways
· Similar concerns as filter strips
	USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service 

Texas State Soil and Water Conservation Board

Kaufman-Van Zandt Soil and Water Conservation District
	Funding with 319 and EQIP programs.
	Progress indicated by acres installed and treated
	Low
	Medium 
	High

	Critical Area Planting
	USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service 

Texas State Soil and Water Conservation Board

Kaufman-Van Zandt Soil and Water Conservation District
	Funding with 319 and EQIP programs.
	Progress indicated by acres installed and treated
	Medium
	High
	High

	Nutrient Management/ WQMP
	USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service 

Texas State Soil and Water Conservation Board

Kaufman-Van Zandt Soil and Water Conservation District
	Funding from EQIP and 319 programs
	Progress indicated by the number of acres the practice is applied to.  
	High
	Medium
	Low

	Prescribed Grazing
· This practice ties to WQMPs and fencing BMP

· Educating landowners on the use of this BMP is critical; many landowners have the BMP in place, but do not use it properly

· Benefits of this practice are multi-pronged

· Increased nutrient removal if practice is used properly

· Grass production will likely increase with proper rotational grazing

· NRCS currently does not cost share this practice; TSSWCB includes this in their WQMPs
	USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service 

Texas State Soil and Water Conservation Board

Kaufman-Van Zandt Soil and Water Conservation District
	Funding from EQIP and 319 programs.
	Progress indicated by the number of acres applied to
	High
	High
	High

	Range/Pasture Planting
· Excellent practice for cropland to grassland conversion

· Unlikely to see this happen very much in near future due to high commodity prices; a more likely scenario is cropland to urban in the upper watershed

· There could also be a conversion of grassland back to cropland; it is happening in other parts of the state.


	USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service 

Texas State Soil and Water Conservation Board

Kaufman-Van Zandt Soil and Water Conservation District
	Funding from EQIP and 319 programs
	Progress indicated by the number of acres converted or planted
	High
	High
	High

	Septic System Maintenance
	Texas AgriLife Extension Service Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Tarrant Regional Water District County Health Inspectors
	SEPP (TCEQ), RC&D, TCEQ, 319 Program 
	Progress indicated by the number of units repaired and upgraded


	
	
	

	Soil Testing
	USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service 

Texas State Soil and Water Conservation Board

Kaufman-Van Zandt Soil and Water Conservation District

Trinity Neches Soil and Water Conservation Board (Henderson cnty)
	Texas AgriLife Extension Service

319 programs
	Progress indicated by the number of acres the practice is applied to
	High
	High
	High

	Stream Restoration
· Mitigation banking is the current trend in this practice

· Land that is put into mitigation banking may eventually convert to an easement of sorts

· Costs can be prohibitive for this practice

· Corps of Engineers permitting and possibly TCEQ permitting will likely be required
	US Army Corps of Engineers- mitigation banking program

Texas Commission on Environmental Quality

Texas AgriLife Extension Service
	Mitigation banking as a funding source.  
	Progress indicated by linear feet or miles of stream improved or restored.
	Low
	Medium
	High


Ideas:

· Develop fact sheets on economic benefits of practices

· Provide supplemental information on management practices to existing programs in the area; i.e. extension programs on grazing/ nutrients etc.

· May provide a speaker for the programs that highlights the water quality benefits of discussed practices along with economic returns that producer will realize

