SECTION 3.5 AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY

Agriculture in the Watershed: According to the
United States Department of Agriculture (USDA), |
National Agriculture Statistic Services (NASS) 200
census within the southeast rean of New York
State there are 24 very large family farms, 20darg
family farm and 42 non-family operations in Ulster
County’s agricultural district #90. There are 14aim
family farms that yield high sales and 104 small
family farms that have low sales on a local level.
There are limited resources available to 60 ofé¢hos |
farms. The management expense of non-irrigated §

cropland is $23.50 per acres and $10.00 per acre fo
pasturelands in Ulster County (according to NASS).

LNT Rondout Agriculture: According to the United States Department of Adtice
(USDA), National Agriculture Statistic Services (S&) 2007 census and sorted by zip codes,
the number of agricultural land areas, farmstedésignated buildings, animal facilities, ponds,
roads and/or wastelands are as follows:

Town of Wawarsing and the Village of Ellenville @28B) — 9 operations

Town of Rochester (12404) — 30 operations

Town of Marbletown (12484) — 10 operations

Town of Rosendale (12472) — no operations listed

The Town of Rosendale may have small family
farms but if they aren’t registered or designated a
farmland the agricultural the census will not refle

the existence of they operation. This also meaais th
for the other three municipalities there may be a
number of un-represented smaller farming operations
that need to be surveyed.

The Town of Wawarsing has 5 field crop operations
that have an annual yield of less than $50,0006and
other operations that have a not specified annual
yield. The Town of Rochester has 1 operation that
yields $250,000 per year, 2 operations that yield
between $50,000-250,000 and 15 that yield less than
$50,000. The Town of Marbletown has 4 field crop
operations that yield between $50,000-250,000 and 6
that yield less than $50,000.

With nearly 60 active farm members, the RondouteyacGrower’s Association was organized
to invigorate the farm businesses by undertakiagang effort to better market the Rondout



Valley Farms products; to do so they have estaddtishbrand name reputation for RVGA
products.

The Rondout Valley Grower’s Association is just afiehe many agricultural center
organizations that are working to improve the stdtiarm business and enhance overall
economic development. For more detailed examplesa@fomic development programs and
agencies refer to Section 5 (Economic Developmetite Watershed).
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Recommendations for Agriculture: The following recommendations are summarized from
existing programs provided by the United Statesdbepent of Agriculture’s (USDA) Forestry
Services Association (FSAxnd Natural Resources Conservation Services (NRCS)

! http://www.fsa.usda.gov/FSA/webapp?area=home&sisimip&topic=landing
2 http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/programs/



1. Agricultural Management Assistance (AM@)ovides cost share assistance to
agricultural producers to voluntarily address isssiech as water management, water
guality, and erosion control by incorporating canaéion into their farming operations.
Producers may construct or improve water managestendtures or irrigation structures;
plant trees for windbreaks or to improve water gyahnd mitigate risk through
production diversification or resource conservapoactices, including soil erosion
control, integrated pest management, or transtbarrganic farming.

2. The_Cooperative Conservation Partnership IngeafCCP) is a voluntary conservation
initiative that enables the use of certain cong@mgrograms along with resource of
eligible partners to provide financial and techhassistance to owners and operators of
agricultural and non-industrial private forest land

3. The_Environmental Quality Incentives Program [EQvas approved in 1996 by
amending the Food Security Act of 1985 (Farm Bibauthorized in the Farm Security
and Rural Investment Act of 2002 and again reai#bdrin the Food, Conservation and
Energy Act of 2008. EQIP provides a voluntary comagon program for farmers,
ranchers and owners of private, non-industrialgbland that promotes agricultural
production, forest management and environmentdlty@es compatible national goals.
EQIP offers financial and technical help to assigfible producers install or implement
conservation practices on eligible agriculturaldan

a. The five EQIP national priorities are:

i. Reductions of nonpoint source pollution, sucmasients, sediment,
pesticides, or excess salinity in impaired watelsh@nsistent with Total
Daily Maximum Loads (TMDLs), where available; trezluction of
surface and groundwater contamination; and reducticontamination
from agricultural point sources, such as conceadranimal feeding
operations (CAFOs);

ii. Conservation of ground and surface water resesir

lii. Reduction of emissions, such as particulatétenanitrogen oxides
(NOX), volatile organic compounds, and ozone preots and depleters
that contribute to air quality impairment violateof National Ambient
Air Quality Standards

iv. Reduction in soil erosion and sedimentatiomfronacceptable levels on
agricultural land and

v. Promotion of at-risk species habitat conservatio

4. The Wildlife Habitat Incentive Program (WHIR)a voluntary program for conservation-
minded landowners who want to develop and improNglife habitat on agricultural
land, nonindustrial private forest land, and Indemd.

5. The purpose of the Emergency Watershed Prote(fW/P) prograns to undertake
emergency measures, including the purchase of fiteid easements, for runoff
retardation and soil erosion prevention to safedjliges and property from floods,
drought, and the products of erosion on any wagetsthenever fire, flood or any other




natural occurrence is causing or has caused a suhg@irment of the watershed.

6. FSA makes direct and guaranteed farm owners$tt)) &nd operating loans (OL) to
family-size farmers and ranchers who cannot oltammercial credit from a bank, Farm
Credit System institution, or other lender. FSAne&an be used to purchase land,
livestock, equipment, feed, seed, and supplies.l@uns can also be used to construct
buildings or make farm improvements.

Forestry in the Watershed: Promoting and maintaining a
sustainable and viable forestry industry shoula lgeal for the
Lower Non-Tidal Rondout Watershed. For detailsuptand
and wetland forest habitats see Section 3.3 (Baydity). To
accomplish this there is currently a number of goreent, not-
for-profit and industry programs in place to assisinicipalities
in achieving this goal. In addition to activelyingthe resources
that are available, municipalities in the watershedd a current
comprehensive plan that is supported by up-to-gaéng and
land use regulations -- all of which should supplo
stewardship of forestlands and provide incentieedadndowners
to maintain large forested tracts of land.

The following section reviews:

- Existing laws that exist to protect water quality

- Programs that provide training, technical asarsta
and funding to promote sustainable forestry
management

- Ways to increase awareness of sustainable fgrastong citizens andtown officials

- Opportunities for coordination and partnershipplanning for forest
uses

- The benefit of updating a municipalities compiretiee plan to better promote forestry
practices

- The importance of updating land use regulatiorf$ecilitate the practice of forestry”

- Land use regulations that are currently in uskather that can be used to support
forestry and forest uses

- The use of Timber Harvest Plans, including Beankjement Practices.

- Review standards for the practice of land clepaohtrees

The following discussion on Forestry is summariftedh the publication “A Municipal
Official’s Guide to Forestry in New York StdtePlease visit
http://www.dec.ny.gov/docs/lands_forests pdf/guidtatestry.pdffor a complete copy of this
publication.

! A Municipal Official’'s Guide to Forestry in New YoBtate NY Planning Federations, DEC and Empire State
Forest Products Association: (pg 10-21) Februab20



Existing Laws and Programs(for a complete description of the following lawdgorograms
please see Appendix J)

Forestry-related requirementdlew York State and the Federal government réguitaest
activities, particularly timber harvesting, andithmpact on water quality through the following
government offices: The US Army Corps of Engingthte New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation and the NY State Depamtrof Transportation. In addition State
and Federal laws govern the use and disposal afrtlezs materials such as petroleum products,
fuels, and pesticides.

Voluntary programs:Several State, Federal, university and not-fofipprograms provide
training, technical assistance and funding to pevarest landowners, forest managers and
loggers to promote sustainable forestry manageniéese include:

- The NY State Forestry Best Management Practicdd Buide

- the NY Forest Tax Program

- NY Logger Training

- NYS DECs Cooperative Forest Management Program

- NYS DEC'’s Cooperating Forester Program

- Cornell's Forestry Extension Program

- Cornell University’s Master Forest Owner Program

- The Watershed Agricultural Council’'s Watershedest Program
- Various Forest Certification Programs

Forest Regulations Currently in Use: There |
are several ways in which forest managem¢
activities and timber harvesting are currentg
reviewed in New York municipalities. They
may be a permitted use — with or witho i
notification or review — or may be allowe@iiss
through a special use permit or site pld
review process. Some towns require tov#
board review, while others require planning
zoning board review and still others allo
enforcement officers to make the decision
few communities involve a consultin

professional forester to conduct or assist in & ; =
review. ) ' (

It is useful to review the purpose of permittedsyspecial use permits, site plan review and use
variances in local zoning. All of these approadmege been used in reviewing proposals for
timber harvests, yet some are more appropriatedtiaars. Permitted uses are those that the
municipality feels should be allowed in a particidane under all circumstances, though they
may be made subject to specific conditions thatld/be reviewed as part of a ministerial
decision by the community’s enforcement officernt@aowns that do not list timber harvesting



as a permitted use nevertheless allow it througgmgoorary permit that may be obtained from
the enforcement officer.

Special use permits are for those uses that darfbe generally appropriate for a particular
zone, though perhaps not in all circumstances pr@sosed, and are subject to either general or
specific conditions to assure compatibility withd&r minimal impacts on nearby uses. Special
use permits are normally issued by the planningdoazoning board of appeals as part of a
discretionary review process involving a public tieg

While the special use permit process may allow énftarvests, this is often a burdensome and
unpredictable process for landowners because resti@wdards can be vague or unreasonable
and the timeline is often drawn-out. The special psrmit process is, in fact, designed to review
development proposals, and the expertise of remgWwodies is, accordingly, chiefly in the
development area, not in the various facets ofstareanagement.

Site plan review is a process that is used to agkat whatever use is permitted is sited so as to
minimize adverse impacts on- and off-site. Occaadlgnthis process is used to review proposed
timber harvests and impose standards that realjyapply to development proposals.

Use variances can permit uses that are not lisell@ved in a particular zone. These are issued
by the zoning board of appeals as part of a quakcipl review process involving a public
hearing.

The problem with the use variance process in ravigwroposed timber harvests is that this
process exists to handle the unanticipated exagefithe rule. The burden of proof of the
appropriateness of the use rests on the landoweétimber harvesting is a normal and
common forest activity in many rural areas. It ddaot be more difficult to manage land for
forest use than it is to develop. It is far betteallow the use in appropriate zones, and, ifaher
are concerns about the way in which timber harvast<arried out, address these with specific
conditions.

Opportunities for Local Leadership:
While the various programs exist to provide
technical and other assistance to forest
landowners in managing their forests for
sustainability, it is at the local level where
decisions are made as to whether, where and
under what circumstances forest uses and
harvesting are actually allowed. This puts
local officials in the driver's seat an
requires a carefully-considered approachto
these issues. The following is a summary |of
recommendations that will promote and
enhance healthy forestry practices within *
local Municipalities. #




Recommendations for Forestry:

1. Public participation and education Often, just raising the level of awareness oé$ts and
sustainable forestry among citizens and town @ffsccan bring a great deal of understanding to
a community about the multiple values of forestsvasking landscapes, including the benefits
they provide and threats to forestry. Efforts tovwy generally-accepted forest practices and
cycles to the public and to compare these with faperations can also be helpful. Speakers,
including educators, professional foresters andrgthan be invited to participate in
informational workshops or forums. Not-for-profnd trusts, conservation organizations,
Conservation Advisory Councils, county Soil and @a@onservation Districts (SWCDs) and
county Environmental Management Councils also playmportant role. Local newspapers or
town newsletters can run a series of guest colladdsessing various aspects of forestry and
forest uses. Following an educational effort, thblig should be invited to be an active
participant in any adoption or updating of a comity’sicomprehensive plan and/or land use
regulations that address forest uses. Involvingesis early in the process is important as this
translates into long-term support and efforts #ratmore likely to be implemented.

2. Coordination and partnerships: There are many opportunities for coordination and
partnerships in planning for forest uses. Townspgamote a variety of cooperative resources
that are available to help private forest landowrer the best possible stewards of their forest
land, including the several voluntary programs dbed above. Soil and Water Conservation
Districts, Resource Conservation and DevelopmeninCits (RC&D), Regional Forest Practice
Boards and county and regional planning agencies kaowledge of regional forest issues and
resources and may be able to provide useful teahassistance or bring neighboring towns
together to talk. Working with neighboring townsngsa regional approach can provide
advantages in protecting a critical mass of folla@sts as a long-term working landscape. It can
also help assure consistency across municipal lzoigsdn safeguarding important
environmental features and systems that providemagbenefits. Intermunicipal agreements are
a tool allowed by State law that can help towns agarshared resources in a mutually-beneficial
way. Regional planning approaches often receiviemrtial consideration for grant assistance
from public agencies that recognize the advantafjss approach.

3. Updating the comprehensive plan:Towns that are currently without a comprehensiaa p
and land use regulations should consider develamiigadopting these. All New York
communities that use zoning must base that zomrgncadopted comprehensive plan. A
comprehensive plan is intended to guide future gnand development as well as identify
important natural and cultural resources that shbel protected and sustainably managed. A
comprehensive plan should have three parts:

1) Inventoryand analysis - The inventory is the primary buitgdblock of the plan
because it identifies unique land capabilities emlstraints that can be used to guide
development, management and protection effortsorprehensive plan should
inventory and map the town'’s forest lands, as aglbther land uses. An analysis
should use a future population projection for thert, together with information
about natural resource capabilities and constragxisting land uses and
infrastructure to make observations about the neettgestry and forest land values



verses development pressures and the needs dajrtiraunity as a whole.

2) Goals and objectives - Goals and objectives$ostt the broad values and specific
intentions of the community. They are often dravemf public input as part of a
citizen participation process, from community sys/and from the input of the local
planning advisory group. Forest goals and objestsleuld meld public opinion with
the factual information derived from the inventaryd analysis to guide the plan’s

final recommendations for action.

3) An action strategy - This identifies the compmesive plan’s specific
recommendations related to forest land and uses.shiould include a Future Land
Use Map that identifies a “critical mass” of lamdinclude the key, contiguous forest
land holdings considered by the community to h&reegreatest value for single or
multiple forest purposes. This map should provitasis for reexamining zoning and
making any needed changes for consistency witipldremap.

4. Evaluating Existing Land Use Regulations

Land use regulations, including the zoning and
subdivision ordinances, are often updated in a
parallel process to or right after the adoption of

the comprehensive plan. Regulations must be “In

accordance” with a comprehensive plan and are
required, among other things, to “facilitate the
practice of forestry,” according to the State’s
2003 Right to Practice Forestry law (Town Law
Section 263). This means that towns should
specifically identify forest uses as allowed and
desirable in the town. Frequently, town zones

omit any mention of forest uses or harvesting as
allowed uses. Towns should also review existing
regulations to identify

any “forestry unfriendly” language. This may
include

& #

language that creates obstacles to generally aatémtest management. It is important for
towns to clearly distinguish between forestry usesustainable forestry practices, and
development activities that change the underlyamglluse as well as permanently remove trees
and forest cover. Often attempts to regulate deweémnt or land clearing end up restricting

sustainable forestry.

5. Updating Land Use Regulations




Land use regulations can be updated in ways tHesupport forestry and forest uses and
provide for the fair yet meaningful review of tinldearvests by incorporating the following
standards:

- A definition of forest use — identifying the mawas that forest land can be used

- Appropriate zoning — adopting a forest of fdorest zone is one way to readly manage
land for multiple forest uses while discouraginggmdially conflicting uses such as residential
subdivisions.

- A reasonable review process — developing a psotteat informs the town of any
planned harvest, and gives the town the opportuaigssure that all the environmental and
safety objectives of the town are met.

6.Timber Harvest Plans

The DEC and other professionals recommend that
timber harvesting be preceded by a well-thought-out
timber harvest plan that protects soil and water
resources and fish and wildlife habitat. Towns can
require that such a plan be submitted as parteofatal
review process. A consulting forester can helptomen
design a form that identifies the elements lochtiails
want to see included in a timber harvest plan.
Landowners should be encouraged to contact a fgrest
professional for assistance in developing the timbe
harvest plan and conducting an on-the-ground

evaluation of the site. A typical timber harvestpign
that is designed to meet landowner objectives disase
a town’s review requirements will likely cost the (
landowner between $1,000 and $2,000; for the small
landowner, this could be a significant percenthef value of the harvest. Towns should be
mindful that their regulations should not imposeuws hardship on working forest landowners
and operations.

7. Land Clearing of Trees

Some towns may wish to adopt review standards(for
the land clearing of trees for development
(frequently mistakenly called “clearcutting” — a
silvicultural practice). Because the objective wtls
a review differs from that of sustainable forestry
management, any standards should be separate from
a planned timber harvesting review process. In fact
suburban towns are well advised to adopt land
clearing standards to help them demonstrate
compliance with the Phase Il Stormwater
requirements (Section 402) of the Clean Water Act.




This Act requires permits for stormwater discharges land clearing that disturbs one or more
acres.



