
NOTICE OF A MEETING 
SUSTAINING SCIOTO BOARD 

MID-OHIO REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION 
REMOTE MEETING 

Feburary 23, 2022, 2:30 pm – 4:00 pm 

AGENDA 

2:30 pm Welcome – Glenn Marzluf, Chair 
Chair Marzluf welcomed new Member Adrianne Williams, Growing & 
Growth Collective. 

2:35 - 2:40 pm MORPC Updates – Brandi Whetstone 

2:40 - 3:10 pm Presentation – Bartlett Durand – Sand County Foundation 
“Municipal-Agriculture Watershed Partnerships in Iowa — A Successful 
Approach to Water Quality Improvement” 

3:15 - 3:25 pm Agricultural and Rural Communities Outreach Team Update – 
Brian Brandt, Team Chair 

3:25 – 3:35 pm Presentation – Dr. Hamilton, OSU – CFAES 
“Farmer and Non-Farmer Stakeholder Engagement in the Scioto 
Watershed: Findings from OSU Capstone Projects” 

3:35 – 4:00 pm Board Member Updates – Glenn Marzluf, Chair 

4:00 pm Adjourn – Glenn Marzluf, Chair 

Please notify Lynn Kaufman at 614-233-4189 or LKaufman@morpc.org to confirm your 
attendance for this meeting or if you require special assistance. 

The next Sustaining Scioto Board Meeting 
will be on April 27, 2022, 2:30 pm – Location to be determined 

https://morpc1-my.sharepoint.com/:v:/g/personal/lkaufman_morpc_org/EWGiBA9ZTdpCqVR3wLznLn8BbqnJI73b_9ylcjkQmP-zmA?e=a7UvPO
https://morpc1-my.sharepoint.com/:v:/g/personal/lkaufman_morpc_org/EZm6AjmlncVGjsudeeSgBwcB9UyrMtB3q0uBaTj9Xf-1GA?e=JRPXGD
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Members Present  Staff Present 
Larry Antosch, Ohio Farm Bureau Federation  Lynn Kaufman 
Brian Brandt, American Farmland Trust  Edwina Teye 
Jessica D'Ambrosio, The Nature Conservancy  Brandi Whetstone 
Laura Fay, Friends of the Lower Olentangy    
 Watershed    
Jennifer Fish, Franklin Soil & Water    
 Conservation District    
Jeremy Hoyt, City of Marysville   
Chair Glenn Marzluf, Del-Co Water Co., Inc.   
Jennie McAdams, Franklin County Public    
 Health    
Danella Pettenski, City of Columbus   
Scott Stephens, Delaware Soil & Water    
 Conservation District    
David Straub, U.S. Geological Survey   
Rick Van Gundy, Village of Tarlton   
Adrienne Williams, Growing & Growth    
 Collective    
     
Public Present   
Bartlett Durand, Sand County Foundation   
Matthew Hamilton, OSU   
Gabby Mabayyed   
Mark McCabe, JEO Consulting Group   
Karina Peggau, OSU   
     
 
 



SUSTAINING SCIOTO 
BOARD MEETING 

February 23, 2022



Featured Presentation
K. Bartlett Durand , Jr., Esq.
Sand County Foundation

“Municipal-Agriculture Watershed Partnerships in Iowa — A Successful Approach to Water 
Quality Improvement”

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Carrie shares slides and presents on her research



Empowering Landowners. Advancing a Land Ethic. 

www.sandcountyfoundation.org

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Sand County Foundation is a national, nonprofit conservation organization working at the intersection of agriculture and environmental improvement.  



Where is Sand County?  

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Lots of people ask us about our unusual name.   They want to know where Sand County is.  Well, there is no Sand County.  As some of you know, it’s a reference to Aldo Leopold’s influential book “A Sand County Almanac”. Leopold – known as the father of game management – was one of America’s leading conservation thinkers.  �His concept of “a land ethic” is something many farmers and ranchers embrace today.  Leopold wrote that a land ethic is our moral responsibility to treat land, water and wildlife with respect. For more than 50 years, Sand County Foundation’s work has centered on advancing Leopold’s idea of a land ethic. 



“Conservation can accomplish its 
objectives only when it springs from 
an impelling conviction on the part of 
private landowners.”

Aldo Leopold
unpublished manuscript

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Our sole focus is inspiring and empowering a growing number of private landowners to ethically manage natural resources in their care so future generations have clean water, healthy soil, abundant wildlife habitat and opportunities for outdoor recreation.    Because most of the land in the contiguous states is privately owned and managed, we believe farmers, ranchers, foresters and other landowners hold the keys to environmental improvement.  



Fiscal sponsorship: when a nonprofit organization extends its tax-
exempt status to a groups engaged in activities related to the 
organization’s mission. 

MISSION
To build policies that deliver spectacular 
improvement in the speed and scale of 
conservation.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Sand County Foundation is a fiscal sponsor of EPIC.  



Gulf Hypoxic Zone – 5000 sq.mi.



Source of excess nutrients



We’re in the heart of it all



Thinking at the watershed scale

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Clean water – it is something everyone needs and we all tend to take for granted. water ignores our political boundaries and is instead focused on the watershed – where water falls (or springs) and how it flows. 



WISCONSIN

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Water Quality Trading vs. Adaptive ManagementFarmer Group = Shared resources available, group buys, shared equipment, professional expertise, agronomists, score sheets, etc.Individual Contracting = “wild west”, do what you think is best for your farmAdaptive Management: In general, still a cost-share model, but tied to a long term relationship



WISCONSIN – driven by regulation
Water Quality Trading Adaptive Management
Directly tied to permit – nutrient targets Permittee takes responsibility for 

watershed-scale water quality 

High ratios (often 3:1) Generally 1:1 ratio to show progress

Pre-approval on projects Report on general scope of projects

Often small projects, directly contracted Usually try to aggregate work, or find 
many partners to help

5 year cycles of compliance (NPDES 
permits)

Given a longer time (20 years) to meet 
goals

Modeling is the key currency Monitoring is the focus (modeling used to 
show short-term progress)





Pilot Results for Cost Effectiveness of Various Practices

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Farmers participating in the Milwaukee River Pay-For-Performance Project earned $25 per pound of P reduction. For example, one farmer reduced phosphorus loss by 183.1 pounds and earned $4,577.50. Compared to baseline levels, P losses dropped up to 40%.



PfP Program Steps 

• Graphic courtesy of Winrock International

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Basic components (p. 16):Identifying project area suitability and administration needs,Developing infrastructure for water quality modeling/monitoring,Estimating field- and farm-scale conservation performance,Conducting farmer outreachContracting and paying participating landowners/farmers for sediment/nutrient reductions.



IOWA Iowa



IOWA – regulation pressure but mostly pre-compliance setting.

“Offset” program similar to trading, just within the same watershed
and applying reductions on landscape to city’s permit. 

Individual contracting

Generally pay for performance

ReHarvest / Soil & Water Outcomes Fund major player

Model of choice is the NTT – Nutrient Tracking Tool



Note: some information is public



Iowa: 
main driver is flooding



$390k in Dubuque County of local dollars 
flowing into watershed for incentives

Pay for Performance type, tiered: looking at 
GHG reduction, not carbon sequestered.

Goals are threefold:
1) Flood mitigation

2) Protect the river(s)

3) Create recreational opportunities

Only then does cost savings for a municipal 
wastewater treatment plant upgrade come into play!



Urban Practices – Opportunities for Layered Benefits
Bee Branch Creek Restoration





March 2020: Meeting with John Kim and ELPC’s Al Grosboll



March 2020: Covid-19



February 2021: Farm Bureau support

Market-based solutions that establish economic incentives for farmers to voluntarily 
adopt conservation practices that increase climate resilience, improve water quality 
and soil health, sequester more carbon in the soil, and prevent soil erosion. 



July 2021: Illinois Environmental Council support



July 2021: Illinois Association of Wastewater Agencies support



August 2021: Northern Moraine WRD submission of formal request 





Currency: MOUs provide explicit agreement on how and when watershed 
investments would be “counted” by the state regulator (in this case, quantified 
through the “NTT” model). When a community wants to use watershed projects in 
a future permit, the value of nutrient improvements is clear. 

Partnerships: MOUs either make clear that cities will work directly with farmers to 
fund projects that become part of their compliance work, or that cities can 
purchase the Nitrogen or Phosphorus reductions from completed projects that 
someone else has financed, such as the Soil and Water Outcomes Fund. 

Flexibility: MOUs allow cities or towns to get credit for any future project that 
meets certain conditions. They don’t need a prior, location-specific plan for all of 
their projects to be approved before work can begin. Agreements create a baseline 
for watershed work, allowing any projects that have a well-documented baseline to 
be counted toward requirements of a future permit.  These conditions speed up 
investment in watershed work so more progress is made, even while bigger 
negotiations over treatment upgrades or other work are ongoing.



Iowa at the center of attention



New Yorker Magazine, Sept. 9, 2013



K. Bartlett Durand, Jr., Esq.
Director, Water Quality Partnerships
Sand County Foundation &
Environmental Policy Innovation Center
bdurand@sandcountyfoundation.org
608.333.1251 Mobile

https://sandcountyfoundation.org/our-work/wildlife-habitat/municipal-ag-watershed-partnerships



Agricultural and Rural 
Communities Outreach Working 

Team Update
Brian Brandt, Chair

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Jessica D’Ambrosio – present updates on Ag&Rural Working Team – results of November meeting



Featured Presentation
Dr. Hamilton, Ohio State University

“Farmer and Non-Farmer Stakeholder Engagement in the Scioto Watershed: 
Findings from OSU Capstone Projects”

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Carrie shares slides and presents on her research



Farmer and Non-Farmer Stakeholder 
Engagement in the Scioto Watershed: 
Findings from OSU Capstone Projects

Matt Hamilton (on behalf of OSU Capstone students)
School of Environment and Natural Resources, OSU

hamilton.1323@osu.edu
February 23, 2022



Study 1: Farmer engagement













Semi-structured interviews with six leaders (e.g., County Commissioners) 
in Logan, Union, Madison, Pickaway, and Fairfield Counties

Goal: Understand perspectives on issues in the Watershed, as well as 
learn about policy preferences, goals, and desired forms of engagement 
with MORPC

Study 2: Engagement with policy makers and other leaders













Recommendations

• Work with bridging organizations, e.g., extension 

• Increase education within communities
• Need for greater availability of region-specific information (e.g., research)
• Focus on models (e.g., success stories)

• Nuanced approaches for engagement/communication
• Care needed for navigating perceptions of urban-rural divide



Thank you! 

hamilton.1323@osu.edu



Glenn Marzluf
Chair
Sustaining Scioto Board
gmarzluf@delcowater.com

Edwina Teye, Ph.D.
Sr. Planner
Mid-Ohio Regional Planning Commission
eteye@morpc.org
111 Liberty Street, Suite 100
Columbus, OH 43215 

mailto:eteye@morpc.org

	AGENDA
	Attendance
	Municipal-Agriculture Watershed Partnerships in Iowa —A Successful Approach to Water Quality Improvement
	Farmer and Non-Farmer Stakeholder Engagement in the Scioto Watershed:Findings from OSU Capstone Projects



