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	Resource Management Plan

	
	Certification Inspection and 
Continued Implementation Inspection Checklist

	
	RMP #:

	
	Owner/Operator:

	
	Farm Name:

	
	Plan Developer:

	
	Inspection Date:



TRC Recommendation

 Yes    No Is this Resource Management Plan recommended for certification?


If “No”, please summarize key deficiencies in the Comments Section below.

Print name:  ____________________________________________________________

Chair of the SWCD TRC or DCR staff acting as the review authority


Signature and date:     ______________________________________date_______________

Chair of the SWCD TRC or DCR staff acting as the review authority

Comments (this section may be expanded):

     
*If this is an initial certification inspection, the TRC must take Board action.  If this is a 3-year continued implementation inspection, no Board action is necessary.
District Board Action 


 Yes    No Was this Resource Management Plan certification request approved?


If “No”, please summarize key deficiencies in the Comments Section below.

Print name:  ____________________________________________________________

Chair of the SWCD or delegated RMP approval authority


Signature and date:     ______________________________________date_______________

   Chair of the SWCD or delegated RMP approval authority
Comments 
     
Participant Notification

 No Has the participant been notified at least 48 hours in advance of the inspection? 
 Yes   
Farm Information

 No Are there any material changes in the farming operation from what was approved in the RMP? 
 Yes   
Describe the differences and indicate if plan revision is needed. ________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Field Information:

Field Number or Identifier:____________________

 No               Is the nutrient management plan up to date?
 
 Yes   
 N/A   Has the nutrient management plan been verified by a Certified NMP developer? No    Yes   
 N/A   Is the percentage implemented “score” 85% or higher?  ___________
 No    Yes   
OR
   N/A Is a signed Planner/Producer Statement of Nutrient Management Implementation form provided?  

 No    Yes   
 No               Do the crop rotations and tillage/planting equipment and schedules agree with the RUSLE 2 documentation of meeting “T”?    Yes   
 No               Are records being kept?
 Yes   
 No               Is there any evidence of gross or gully erosion?   
 Yes   
	Minimum Standards
	Required based on land use and site conditions 
yes/no/na
	BMP implemented/maintained*

yes/no/na

	35’ buffer
	 
	 

	Stream exclusion
	 
	 

	Hardened stream crossings
	 
	 

	Alternative water
	 
	 

	Pasture management plan
	 
	 

	Soil conservation plan
	 
	 

	Cover crops
	 
	 



*If any of the minimum standards are not being met, please describe the deficiencies and identify the modifications required to meet the minimum standards.  ________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________

Voluntary BMPs

 Yes*    No   Were Voluntary Best Management Practices (BMPs) meeting 

voluntary specifications observed that were not included in the approved RMP?

*If yes, please enter the BMPs in the tracking module
Attachments

Attach pictures, maps or diagrams, etc. of any documentation deemed important to the RMP in the module.
Summary of Comments or Concerns (Summarize the comments or concerns so that the review authority has concise recommendations for the owner/operator become compliant with his/her RMP plan.)

Instructions for Completion of the 
Resource Management Plan Inspection Checklist

At a minimum, the following questions and categories should be covered during the inspection of Resource Management Plan (RMP) implementation.  The review authority (SWCD Technical Review Committee (TRC) or DCR staff) will complete the inspection checklist.  While the attached form is designed to assist the review authority during an inspection, due to the complex and diverse nature of farming operations, it is not meant to cover every possible site condition that may be present.  A thorough understanding of the minimum standards (4VAC-50-70-40) is also needed by anyone completing an inspection.  Each question can have comments added if necessary to indicated differences between fields.
General Information

· RMP plan number

· Owner/Operator Name
· Facility Name 
· Management Unit(s) (i.e. The farm, tract, and field; tax map identifier; or some other farm name associated with the management unit)
· Plan Developer
· Inspection date (i.e. The date the inspection of the management unit is performed)
TRC Recommendation
· Signature and comments documenting the TRC’s recommendation regarding certification request inspection or continued implementation inspection.
District Board Action

· Signature and comments documenting the District Board’s actions regarding recommendation for certification only (no Board action is necessary for continued implementation inspection)
Participant Notification

· The RMP participant should be notified at least 48 hours in advance of the inspection

Farm Information (Visual description of the management unit)
 Are there any material changes in the farming operation from what was approved in the RMP? Material changes to the operation such as a conversion from one type of agricultural operation to another; a change in the schedule and type of BMPs implemented; an increase or decrease in production acreage; an increase or decrease in livestock population may require the revisions to a RMP (4VAC50-70-60).  
Field Information 

· Field number(s)  (i.e. Tract and field information; tax parcel identifier; or some other name associated with the field(s).   
· Is the nutrient management plan up-to-date? (Has the plan expired?)

· Has the nutrient management plan been verified by a Certified NMP developer? (NMP verification form or the Planner/Producer Statement of Nutrient Management Implementation form should be attached in the RMP Module)
There are times at which an NMP verification has not yet been conducted.  For example, the NMP may have been written recently enough that the NMP has not yet been verified.  In such cases, the Planner/Producer Statement of Nutrient Management Plan Implementation form may be used to meet this requirement. 
· Do the crop rotations, tillage, planting equipment, and schedules agree with the RUSLE 2 documentation of meeting “T”? (Is the RUSLE2 report consistent with the management of the field?)

· Are records being kept? (Does the producer keep adequate documentation, i.e. planting dates for voluntary cover crop, tillage used, fertilizer application, etc.?)
· Is there any evidence of gross or gully erosion?  (yes/no If yes, should there be additional BMPs implemented to address the erosion problem? i.e. grassed waterways, field borders, etc.)

· What minimum standards are applicable?  (Please complete the table to indicate “yes/no” for each of the columns, including whether the BMP is required based on landuse and site conditions and whether the BMP is being implemented and maintained.  Reference 4VAC50-70-40)
1. For all cropland or specialty crops:

a. A nutrient management plan that meets the specifications of the Nutrient Management Training and Certification Regulations (4VAC50-85);

b. A forest or grass buffer between cropland and perennial streams shall be consistent with NRCS standards and specifications, except no buffer shall be less than a minimum width of 35 feet as measured from the top of the channel bank to the edge of the field to meet water quality objectives;

c. A soil conservation plan that achieves a maximum soil loss rate to "T" as defined by NRCS and such BMPs necessary to address gross erosion when it is present as gullies or other severely eroding conditions; and

d. Cover crops, when needed to address nutrient management or soil loss requirements, or both, that provide for reportable practices which meet best management practice specifications as determined by NRCS or the Virginia Agricultural Best Management Practices Cost-Share Program.

2. For all hayland:

a. A nutrient management plan that meets the specifications of the Nutrient Management Training and Certification Regulations (4VAC50-85);

b. A forest or grass buffer between cropland and perennial streams shall be consistent with NRCS standards and specifications, except no buffer shall be less than a minimum width of 35 feet as measured from the top of the channel bank to the edge of the field to meet water quality objectives; and 

c. A soil conservation plan that achieves a maximum soil loss rate to "T" as defined by NRCS and such BMPs necessary to address gross erosion when it is present as gullies or other severely eroding conditions.

3. For all pasture:

a. A nutrient management plan that meets the specifications of the Nutrient Management Training and Certification Regulations (4VAC50-85);

b. A pasture management plan or soil conservation plan that achieves a maximum soil loss rate of "T" as defined by NRCS and such BMPs necessary to address gross erosion when it is present as gullies or other severely eroding conditions; and 

c. A system that limits or prevents livestock access to perennial streams requires that:

(1) Any fencing or exclusion system provides year-round livestock restriction to perennial streams; and 

(2) Provisions that are made for limited access through stream crossings and livestock watering systems are designed to NRCS standards and specifications and such limited access is determined to be necessary by the RMP developer.
· If any of the minimum standards are not being met, please describe the deficiencies and identify the modifications required to meet the minimum standards. (e.g. “Although a 35’ buffer had been implemented adjacent to a perennial stream, but was not included in the RMP plan, the practice needs to be included in the RMP plan.)

Voluntary Best Management Practices (BMPs)

· Were Voluntary Best Management Practices (BMPs) meeting voluntary specifications observed that were not included in the approved RMP?  (Yes/no If yes, please enter the voluntary BMP information and measures into the tracking module under the appropriate voluntary BMP.  A voluntary data collection form is not needed)
Attachments

Attach pictures, maps or diagrams, etc. of any documentation deemed important to the RMP in the module.

Summary of Comments or Concerns (Summarize any additional comments or concerns so the review authority has concise recommendations regarding the adequacy and implementation of the RMP.)
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