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Sheboygan River Partners

Partners for Clean Water

Conservation organizations, landowners and farm operators in two contributing phosphorous to streams. Conzervation practices could include

watersheds in Sheboygan County are testing a more efficient and effective different types of tillage and manure applications as well as restoring

way to improve water guality in area streams. wetlands or keeping livestock out of streams. Fisher Creek is also part of the
i X . i project and will serve as the control watershed where no action will be taken.

The partners are testing the idea that a handful of fields in a given watershed

contribute comparatively large amounts of nutrients like phosphorus to The U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) and Wisconsin Department of Natural

nearty streams. Too much phosphorous in a stream fuels the growth of plants Resources are gathering baseline data on stream flow, water quality and fish

and algae that can decrease water olarity and deplete oxygen, suffocating populations in both watersheds. As the study proceeds, the agencies will

fish and affecting outdoor recreation including swimming. boating and fishing. continue to collect data so that differences between the two watersheds can
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The partners will target conservation practices on those agricultural fields :J:eo:‘r:gzednm. :h;gavf;y:tm z:“:h 900,010 LECS 008 O0NOINR0
and pastures in the Otter Creek watershed with the greatest potential for .
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Wisconsin Buffer Initiative Watersheds
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Wisconsin Buffer Initiative
Control Watershed
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Overview - Watersheds of the Sheboygan River Basin
“~~ Sheboygan River
Wisconsin Buffer Initiative Watersheds
Type
B Fischer Creek Watershed
Bl Otter Creek Watershed
Conserved Properties
- [ Local
] [ Federal
I State
B Private Land Trust
Il Conservation or Non-point Easements
-~ Rivers

2+ Lakes
[] City/Village

Data from TNC, WI DNR,
/' | Sheboygan County and USGS
Conservation Properties are for
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display purposes only and do not
define legal ownership of 3 parcal.







Fisher Creek Control Watershed
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Monitoring

Photos by Heather Baker



SNAR; Plus Modeling
Significant Inputs

A Individual Field Soil CharacteristicSoil Type,
Average P

A Slope, proximity to surface water

A Crop Rotation

A Tillage Strategy

A Nutrient Application

A Presence/Absence of Buffers

A Calculates Phosphorus IndéX) (value



File Edit Tools

Reports

Options

Help

Farm Name: [ﬁl Farm data directany: D: s

H-Snap—Plus 1132

Farm | Field | Sn:niITesls| NutrientSaurces| Cropping

] County Acres  Slope Soil Hame Symbol Restrictions  Soil Group  Soil Texture
Field Name: |24325 MR wl-Shebaygan g g KEwWALNEE KpC2 &l C CLAY_LDAM
Subfarm IR pH OM% P(ppm) K(ppm)
Rotation wizard MPM Fast Facts Calculate all years 2016 soil test date: 97212011 | 7.2 | 32 21 146
+ First | Page | Prev | MNext | Page | Last + Field notes:
- Tedl | bac ear o \ - F
— 2014 2015 2016 207 pai, " B
E |.f1‘n.lfalfa ﬂ |D:um slage j |Ec:rn zilage ﬂ |Earle_l,l grain + straw ﬂ |EIal-F'ea Forage w/ & -
Rotation Settings
: [4655 v ||16-20 ~|[16-20 ~||51-75 ~|f235 - .
) 7 | yearcrop rotation
: [Nane v ||[Fall MB Fiow | |[Fall MB Plow v || Fall MB Flow v ||[Fall MB Piow el
Soil Test Date: MM 19/21/2011 = ||3/21/2011 v |l9/21/201 | EET Y | 4| o2 e
Lime Rec: i 1] et P, P, Contouring Filter strips
Irrigation # MBTH info: |[ lmigated [ lmigated | 0.0%/WMATH |[ lmigated |0.05/MRTH || lmigated [ lmigated (¢! Nore (¢ None
~ Designed,
Seaszon notes: | | | | | On contour field edge
[ bsfacre ]| N P05 k20 i P205 K20 M P05 k20 M P205 K20 i F205 k20 ~ Strip . De:signed,
Recommendation:| o 65| 75| 10| es| 4| 1w 5| 4l s 45| o 1w m o el e
Prior years' extra: 0 ] ] 0 ] 5 42| 178 43| 233 =
) _ piation Summa
Adjusted recommendation: ol &5 75 70| 85 40 70| 85| 35 50 3 0 10 0 0
13t & 2nd pear legume credit: ] 190 50 ] 0 Avg soil loss m Wacredyr
Ext. manure credits [unused]: n 0 0 i 0 0 ] i i i i i ] i ]
] Field "T" |3 b acredyr
This year's manure: 4| 4| = 0 0 0 84| 72| 188 0 0 0 0 0 0
. . = Avg P Index (5
Thiz year's fertilizer: ] 0 ] 14| 35 45 14| 35 45 13 46| &0 14| 35 45
i - P205amoval |385  |b/ e
Total credits & applications: 24| 24| 56| 204 35 45| 148 107 213 18| 46| &0 14| 35 45
Over(+)/Under(-] adj UW rec: A1 i S22 42 —I7E F——u2 4| 35 45 ] BT
P205 balance |-132 |b/acre
| Total Pl
nnuar B;{ails ? 9 13 8 3 20 balance |-926  |b/acre

Soil test Piz B0 or less 20 no

F205 balance target iz needed.



FISHER CREEK P INDEX DISTRIBUTION
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Nutrient Management

Heather Baker Photo
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Mike BallwegPhoto



Crop Rotation
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No-Till Planting

Heather Baker Photo



Grassed Waterways & Buffers

Heather Baker Photo



Tillage and Residue Management




Managed Grazing

Photos by ChriErtmann



