Letter of Support for Asotin Subbasin Projects		October 10, 2001


Project ID: 199401805  and 27001


Sponsor: Asotin County Conservation District     Subbasin: Asotin





To:	Independent Scientific Review Panel





From:	Lynn Ausman, Asotin County Producer - WA State Barley Commissioner


	Brit Ausman, Asotin Co. Producer - Asotin Co. Cons. District Suppervisor





To Whom It May Concern;





Please include this as a letter of support for the above listed projects in Asotin County.  We have expressed some of our views and ideas espeically about the Five-Year Direct Seed Program.  We undoubable support the projects as watershed based.  For years emphasis was placed on the stream channel and riparian area.  With local support the Asotin County Conservation District has recieved support from technical fisheries folks that upland areas need to be addressed.  Funding levels historically we much less for the uplands and emphasis was placed on structures that would reduce erosion.  We completed numerous practices and not until the Five-Year Direct Seed Program did we believe we were making a difference.  Thank you for considering our comments to the Direct Seed portion of 27001 and 1999401805.





The ISRP’s tour of the Asotin subbasin provided convincing evidence and discussion on the willingness of local landowners to be involved in the CREP and direct seed programs.  (We have been involved in the District's Five-Year Direct Seed Program from the beginning.  We appreciate funding sources identifying upland projects as a priority since fisheries folks have been concerned about soil erosion and its impacts to fish in stream lower in our watersheds.  It has been our intention to reduce the amount of erosion from our property for the past 54 years.  Our place has been in my immediate family for 116 years and practices and crops have changed, but ownership has remained the same.  With all being equal we have made it a major goal to reduce erosion and also save soil moisture.  Due to the climate (10 - 13" rainfall area), soil depth (6 - 24"), and alternative crops it has been difficult to get away from a two year rotation with summerfallow.  Before the beginning of the Five-Year Direct Seed program we were utilizing the best available technology recognizing that with less passes and soil disturbance we would save more soil, something that was important to my Great Grandfather, Grandfather and Father and most importantly to my Son.  The opportunities presented to us with a Five-Year Direct Seed Program is unbeleavabel.  It has allowed us to try alternative crops and experiement with different varieties  and none that have completed worked out to date).   A major question is whether the expected benefits of the direct seeding program can be realized and whether these benefits will compel local farmers to continue direct seed practices after the initial incentive programs end.  (Without the Five-Year Direct Seed Program we would not be able to complete a long-term program and we would ulimately have to have one year of summerfallow at least every third year.  The uncertainites associated with alternative crops and lack of markets make them a gamble when leaving the ground fallow and working with traditional crops we at least know there is a market.  Average erosoin rates on are farm are 4tons/acre/year.  We have been attending direct seed conference and learning from both our neighbors and farmers in other areas with similar growing seasons and soil depths.  It is important for the fish species and watershed health to reduce erosion, but this is one of the first programs that we have participated in that helps alleviate uncertainties.  The worst case of soil erosion in our area is a rain on snow event when the ground is frozen.  We believe that a long-term direct seed program can reduce the amounts of erosion during these spring events.  Erosion can be 10 times greater during these periods and having a program that requires landowners to continuous crop is encouraging.  We are pleased with the support that we have recieved from fisheries biologist.  Watersheds begin in the uplands and this program addresses the source of the sediment proble.  We believe that the first Five-Year Program has brought valueable results, but we had two lower than average moisture years.  It has given people who are not involved in the program doubt and it didn't help to show us what a continunious program can really produce.  The no-till or direct seeding component of the project needs to include or be linked to an economic analysis.  (Water quality and fish benefits to a Five-Year Direct Seed Program out weigh the economic incentives to private landowners.  With local crop prices and expenses to plant and harvest we would not be able to handle a continuous crop systems.  The prgram establishes financial support to explore avenues to help us achieve what the current agricultural economy cannot.  The current economy cannot continue, and as stated in this letter of support for these projects,  Will the short-term incentives result in a lasting change?  (We believe that these are not short-term incentives.  Five years of continuous crops in an area with summerfallow every other year is a long-term project with many uncertainties.  The lasting changes will be widespread and benefit the resource and encourage proper cropland management.)   What is the long-term effect of more intensive use of herbicides with no-till and direct seed?  (With past technology this was a concern, but with cutting edge chemicals and modern seed varieties this is not going to be an issue.  Technology has increased and with local experise we have been informed of the importance of crop rotation and utilizing the proper amounts of needed chemicals (bottom line is that we have Certified Professional Agronomists with PhD degrees who identify soil needs and rates for chemicals, we cannot afford overruns or missuse of chemicals or fertizers which could result in resistent weeds and diseases.)  Long-term effects are being seen already by the number of producers who would be interested in one more Five-Year Program.)   Implementation of the CREP and direct seed incentive programs is presently limited by lack of adequate staffing.  (Local staff have been excellent to work with and they have the appropriate staff and they work very well together.  They have also worked well with technical agencies to gain support for upland projects.  It has been encouraging to see how local landowners and fisheries folks have identified projects for resources that benefit fish as well as wildlife and upland game species.)  Another major question is whether the expected sediment reductions are occurring, and most importantly, whether these can be directly related to changes in salmonid abundance.  (Becasue of the dry conditions and lack of snow and runoff we have not been able to tell a huge difference.  Moisture levels in direct seed ground is up and what rain and runoff associated with these events have been clean.  Residue levels are just starting to build up and benefits will be identifed in the coming years.  Whether or not these benefits can be directly related to changes in salmonid abundance will have to be left to the technical agencies.  It is our understanding that fisheries folks are monitoring fish eggs and production in Asotin Creek.  Local neighbors are excited to hear that fish are in local streams, this is something that five years ago would have been unheard of.)    





Sincerely,








Lynn Ausman					Brit Ausman


