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In 1973 the Pettis County Soil
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Cost Share/SALT Report

Welcome Niebruegge

Stream bank Stabilization

and Water District was formed.
After a proposal was defeated
by county voters to establish a
county-wide district in February
five northwest townships
passed the proposal later that
same year. Initially only serving
the five townships of Blackwa-
ter, Houstonia, Hughesville,
Dresden and LaMonte.

Erwin Rumpf, LaMonte, former
Agricultural Stabilization and
Conservation project man was
reportedly a prime factor in the
districts establishment. After
retiring he was elected chair-
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May 30

Independence Day

July 4

man of the newly formed five
man district board of directors.
Other board members included
Noah Killion, Houstonia, vice
chairman; Raymond Brandt,
LaMonte, treasurer; John

Jones, LaMonte, member; and
Lloyd Lewellen, Sedalia, secre-
tary.

It was thought that the pro-
posal failed county-wide be-
cause many voters were mis-
informed on the issue. Voters
may have perceived the pro-
posal as a way to levy taxes
within the county which was
not the intent.

Petitions bearing the signa-
tures of 25 persons in each of
the remaining 12 townships in
support of a public hearing
would be necessary. At this
public hearing it was decided to
send it before the people again
in June 1975. The Missouri
Soil District Commission then
approved the county’s decision
for a referendum and later the
election results. A simple ma-

jority vote would be needed for
the measure to pass.

Finally, after a lot of work in
June of 1975 the voters in the
remaining 12 districts, with a
vote of 85 to 30, agreed to a
county-wide soil conservation
district. Thus, encompassing all
17 districts in the county.
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BOARD MEMBERS

As some of you may know,
serving on the board of super-
visors is often times a thank-
less job. We want to take an
opportunity to recognize and
thank all those that have
served the county throughout
the years.

Erwin Rumpf
Noah Killion
John Jones

Raymond Brandt

Lloyd Lewellen*

Alan Ream

John McGinnis

Cloyce Wilson

Tony Westermier
Jason Chamberlin
Charles Blaylock
Julian Upton

Wilbur Easter

Dale Dirck

John Schondelmeyer

Don Utlaut*

C.H. Williams Jr.
Wayne Crook*
Morris Hinken
Dale Norfleet
David Williams
Dale Monsees
Larry Wilson
Dennis Schuber

Roger Zimmerschied

David Callis

David Dick

Charles Hardy
Mark Jones

Gene Schmitz*
Charlie Hardy
Randa Brunkhorst*

Dustin Venderly*

* Extension Agent /
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The Dust Bowl sweeping the nation in
the 1930’s prompted the passage of the
National Soil Conservation Service Act by
Congress in 1936. Then individual states
followed by passing enabling legislation,
which they all proceeded to do over sev-
eral years. This allowed for the formation
and administration of the Soil Conserva-
tion Districts.

The Missouri law, Senate Bill 80, was
passed in 1943 by the General Assem-
bly, largely through the personal efforts
of Mr. Jake Noll of Harrison County. In
the legislative task Mr. Noll also had
substantial help from, a bootheeler,
Ronnie Greenwell. Due to their efforts
Jake Noll and Ronnie Greenwell, along
with Fred Heinkel of MFA, were the three
governor-appointed members of the first
Missouri Soil Districts Commission. The
other two members were prescribed in
the law to be the Dean of Missouri Col-
lege of Agriculture and the State Exten-
sion Director.

This provision reflected the anxiety of the
established agricultural hierarchy that
might have been a threat to their power,
and was quite understandable. The Uni-
versity had a long and distinguished
record of achievement in agriculture -
the oldest experimental plot in the coun-
try west of the Mississippi was Sanborn
field. So it is not surprising that the Col-
lege viewed with real alarm the prospect
of an influx of "experts" from Washington
telling Missourians how to farm.

MISSOURI

Missouri once held one of the highest
rates of erosion in the nation, next only
to Tennessee. Missouri was losing an
average of an inch off every acre every
fifteen years to erosion and in some
places an inch every three years. It has
been estimated to take 300-500 yrs to
replenish an inch of soil per acre under
normal conditions. A valuable resource
was being depleted that is the founda-
tion of our very existence.

Since that time Missouri has started
spending tax dollars to improve the mas-
sive erosion problems. In 1984 voters
passed a one-tenth of one percent sales
tax that has started protecting this valu-
able resource. Arenewal of the tax in
1988, and again in 2006 has brought

SolIL& WATER DISTRICT

Even with their misgivings, the College
was fair enough to give the new Districts a
try. County Agents helped with forming the
first few in Missouri, mainly in the North-
west corner of the state. But friction soon
developed, as the Federally-paid conser-
vationists and the farmer-elected supervi-
sors both refused to give the college the
unquestioning obedience and loyalty it
demanded. As in most controversies, un-
yielding attitudes on both sides were the
root of the trouble. A principal irritant was
the Soil Conservation Farm Plan, which
the Extension people felt was an infringe-
ment on their historic function of educa-
tion. Also the Soil Conservation Service
generally had less regard for letter-perfect
adherence to college recommendations,
and more for the wishes and opinions of
the farmers being served. They thought it
better to give the landowner what he
wanted and could live with, even though
technically inadequate, than to give him
nothing at all.

Whatever the causes, the honeymoon was
soon over and every weapon in a powerful
arsenal was used to prevent the formation
of any more Soil Conservation Districts. A
few did manage to organize in Missouri,
while Districts were sweeping the rest of
the farming-ranching nation, but it was
pitifully slow progress. The majority of the
soil and water conservation districts in
Missouri were organized in the 1960'’s.

While our enabling law has been revised a
couple of times to make district organiza-

EROSION

Missouri up to reasonable erosion rates.
With continued funding, and education of
Missouri landowners, we can continue to
protect the worlds valuable resource.

If you really think about how soil is impor-
tant to your life most of us do not have to
look far. The health and wealth of soil
should be just as important to all of us as
it is to the farmer growing his corn. From
the clothes we wear to the food we eat,
soil is at the core. Soil is literally our foun-
dation. It only makes sense to preserve
what will provide for future generations.

In 2007 NRCS reported Missouri as hav-
ing the highest rate of reduction in the 25
yr period since 1982. Missouri has also
dropped its ranking to 4th in the nation
overall for soil loss. m
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HiIsSTORY

tion somewhat easier, the main im-
provement is one of attitudes. The
make-up of the State Commission by
law remains the same, and Extension
Directors are still required to serve as

secretaries to Boards of Supervisors

Districts are satisfied to have their

input.

However, the Executive Secretaries of
the State Commission, WERE the Com-
mission as far as the first Missouri
supervisors were concerned. They
visited each District at least once a
year and kept them on the way they
should go. They planned and engi-
neered State Annual Meetings and
Training Schools and any other state-
Plowing
Matches and Soil Conservation Field
Days. They would pinch-hit at a mo-
ment's notice as speakers at District

wide functions such as

Cooperators Meetings.

MASWCD...65 Years of Progress. “Our
Foundation.” http://www.maswcd.net/

historydoc.htm

Congratulations Beverly on
your new grandbaby!
Landen John Cox
Born September 17, 2010
To Jeremy & Erica Cox

EQUIPMENT RENTAL

The Sedalia office has the following

equipment for rent:

John Deere 10’ No-till Drill
$8.50/ac.

Great Plains 10’ No-till Drill
$9.00/ac.

Vermeer Bale Processor (Mulcher)
$100/day

Root Plow
$10/day

Burn Equipment
$25/day

Call Shannon at 660-826-3339 (ext. 3)
*Customer must bring $100 deposit for

all equipment, copy of their vehicle insur-
ance card used for transporting the equip-

ment, and a hitch pin.

**Additional fees may apply to out of
county residents
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SHARE 2011

Pettis County, having obligated 100% of the funding for grazing and over 75% of our allocation to area landowner in gully/sheet & rill erosion
were eligible for additional funding. Pettis SWCD received an extra allocation of $35,000 in Sheet & Rill, and $15,000 in Grazing from our
original allocations of $287,136.69 in Sheet & Rill and $6465 in Grazing Mgt. The district has utilized its monies for waterways/terraces but

there is still cost share available for grazing systems and well decommissionings. Call the office @ 826-3339.

Heath Creek AgNPS SALT is 20.48% of the total goal. As of Jan. 1, 2010 we
are 15.48% ahead of schedule. In 2011 an area of focus that will be high-

Resource Concern Obligated Total Allocation

lighted is pasture management. These practices include planned grazing sys-

tems, use exclusion, and permanent vegetative cover establishment and im-
provement. If interested contact Shannon @826-3339 ext.3

Muddy Creek AgNPS SALT will wrap up this year with tons of soil saved. Thank

you all for your interest and cooperation in making Muddy Creek SALT a tri-

umph. Great Job Shannon!

Grazing $15,000 $21,465
Sensitive Areas $600 $7,600
Sheet & Rill $322,136.69  $322,136.69
Muddy Creek $43,076 $43,076
Heath Creek $83,500 $83,500

Conservation Loan Program

The Farm Service Agency has launched a Conservation loan pro-
gram that will provide farm operators access to credit to implement
conservation techniques that will conserve natural resources.

Conservation loan funds can be used to implement conservation

WELCOME

The Pettis County Service Center would like to welcome
David Niebruegge. Dave originates from Illinois, but he’s
not entirely new to Pettis County. He has worked with Mis-
souri Department of Conservation Forestry Division in the

practices approved by the NRCS, such as the installation of conser-
vation structures; establishment of forest cover; installation of water
conservation measures; establishment of permanent pastures’ imple-
mentation of manure management’ and the adaption of other emerg-
ing or existing conservation practices, techniques or technologies.
Conservation loans may be obtained as direct loans for a maximum
of up to $300,000. Guaranteed loans can reach a maximum indebted-
ness of $1,112,000. Producers are encouraged to apply early so that
a loan can be processed and funded in a timely manner.

To find out more about FSA loan programs, contact the county office

region for the past 11 years. He and his wife Liz live near
Clifton City. They are proud parents of a beautiful baby girl,
Codee. Dave has taken over the duties of Private Land Con-
servationist for Pettis and Benton counties. Congratulations
& Good Luck! Help us in welcoming Dave by stopping by

to say hello.

Take care of the earth and she will

PLAT BOOKS

staff. @ (660)826-3339 ext. 2

take care of you. ~ Author Unknown

STREAM BANK STABILIZATION

As a landowner you may be troubled by your changing
stream banks. Stream bank erosion is a natural occur-
rence that will invariably happen. Streams erode in
places, usually on a streams outside bends, and make
deposits in others throughout a system. Simply having
the right system in place can alleviate a landowners
worry.

Having a good corridor, a buffer of trees along your
stream, will slow erosion, provide wildlife habitat, and
remove pollutants. A corridor should reflect a variety of
species and age structure in both tree and plant life.
Many stream stabilizations can be solved simply by plant-
ing vegetation along the stream bank to establish a corri-
dor. When planning to plant vegetation it is essential to
look at the existing plant community to fit what will be
suitable to your specific site. You don’t want to bring in
any invasives or anything that will not flourish. So take
note of what kind of trees are around and try to plant

There are also several options for stabilization of a
stream bank that focus on slowing a streams velocity.
A cedar tree revetment is one option that involves
anchoring large cedar trees in an overlapping matrix.
A corridor must be established or already in place for

) . ‘ . 2009 PLAT
this technique to be effectwe. The cedar trees will BOOKS & WALL
protect the stream while a corridor of trees can be MAPS AVAILABLE
established.

) ) $35 each

Another option, often used on larger streams, is rock
stabilization. Several techniques may be used from 2003 PLAT
creating rock jetties upstream, redirecting the flow, to | BOOKS
armoring the bank itself. Although effective these $10 each

practices our often costly.

All stream bank stabilization projects, except planting
trees and vegetation, must be permitted by the US
Army Corps of Engineers. For further information feel
free to contact our office @ (660)826-3339.
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1407 W. 32nd St.

Sedalia, MO 65301

Phone: (660) 826-3339 ext. 3
Fax: (660) 826-7982

RETURN SERVICE REQUESTED

PETTIS COUNTY SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION BOARD
DAVID DICK, CHAIRMAN

CHARLES HARDY, VICE-CHAIRMAN

MARK JONES, TREASURER

GENE SCHMITZ, SECRETARY

ALAN REAM, MEMBER

DISTRICT PERSONNEL

BEVERLY DILLON, DISTRICT PROGRAM SPECIALIST Il
SHANNON EBELING, S.A.L.T. MANAGER

KATIE HALL, DISTRICT TECHNICIAN I

NRCS PERSONNEL

THOMAS HAGEDORN, DISTRICT CONSERVATIONIST
JIM SOWASH, GRASSLAND CONSERVATIONIST
JENNIFER SAMUELS, SOIL CONSERVATIONIST

RYAN PECK, SOIL CONSERVATIONIST

MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION PERSONNEL
DAVID NIEBRUEGGE, PRIVATE LAND CONSERVATIONIST

The U.S. Department (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs and activi-
ties on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, and where applicable,
sex, martial status, familial status, parental status, religion, sexual orientation,
genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or a part of an individ-
ual’s income is derived from any public assistance program. (Not all prohibited
bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require alternative
means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, audiotape,
etc.) should contact USDA’s TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TDD).

To file a complaint of discrimination write to USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights,
1400 Independence Avenue, S.W. Washington, D.C. 20250-9410 or call (800) 795-
3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity provider and
employer.

Look for us @ www.swcd.mo.gov/pettis

MERRY CHRISTMAS
&

HAPPY NEW YEAR!
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Other board members included
Noah Killion, Houstonia, vice
chairman; Raymond Brandt,
LaMonte, treasurer; John

Soil District Commission then
approved the county’s decision
for a referendum and later the
election results. A simple ma-
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As some of you may know,
serving on the board of super-
visors is often times a thank-
less job. We want to take an
opportunity to recognize and
thank all those that have
served the county throughout
the years.
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SolIL& WATER DISTRICT HISTORY

The Dust Bowl sweeping the nation in
the 1930’s prompted the passage of the
National Soil Conservation Service Act by
Congress in 1936. Then individual states
followed by passing enabling legislation,
which they all proceeded to do over sev-
eral years. This allowed for the formation
and administration of the Soil Conserva-
tion Districts.

The Missouri law, Senate Bill 80, was
passed in 1943 by the General Assem-
bly, largely through the personal efforts
of Mr. Jake Noll of Harrison County. In
the legislative task Mr. Noll also had
substantial help from, a bootheeler,
Ronnie Greenwell. Due to their efforts
Jake Noll and Ronnie Greenwell, along
with Fred Heinkel of MFA, were the three
governor-appointed members of the first
Missouri Soil Districts Commission. The
other two members were prescribed in
the law to be the Dean of Missouri Col-
lege of Agriculture and the State Exten-
sion Director.

This provision reflected the anxiety of the
established agricultural hierarchy that
might have been a threat to their power,
and was quite understandable. The Uni-
versity had a long and distinguished
record of achievement in agriculture -
the oldest experimental plot in the coun-
try west of the Mississippi was Sanborn
field. So it is not surprising that the Col-
lege viewed with real alarm the prospect
of an influx of "experts" from Washington
telling Missourians how to farm.

Even with their misgivings, the College
was fair enough to give the new Districts a
try. County Agents helped with forming the
first few in Missouri, mainly in the North-
west corner of the state. But friction soon
developed, as the Federally-paid conser-
vationists and the farmer-elected supervi-
sors both refused to give the college the
unquestioning obedience and loyalty it
demanded. As in most controversies, un-
yielding attitudes on both sides were the
root of the trouble. A principal irritant was
the Soil Conservation Farm Plan, which
the Extension people felt was an infringe-
ment on their historic function of educa-
tion. Also the Soil Conservation Service
generally had less regard for letter-perfect
adherence to college recommendations,
and more for the wishes and opinions of
the farmers being served. They thought it
better to give the landowner what he
wanted and could live with, even though
technically inadequate, than to give him
nothing at all.

Whatever the causes, the honeymoon was
soon over and every weapon in a powerful
arsenal was used to prevent the formation
of any more Soil Conservation Districts. A
few did manage to organize in Missouri,
while Districts were sweeping the rest of
the farming-ranching nation, but it was
pitifully slow progress. The majority of the
soil and water conservation districts in
Missouri were organized in the 1960'’s.

While our enabling law has been revised a
couple of times to make district organiza-

PETTIS COUNTY \\

tion somewhat easier, the main im-
provement is one of attitudes. The
make-up of the State Commission by
law remains the same, and Extension
Directors are still required to serve as
secretaries to Boards of Supervisors.
Districts are satisfied to have their
input.

However, the Executive Secretaries of
the State Commission, WERE the Com-
mission as far as the first Missouri
supervisors were concerned. They
visited each District at least once a
year and kept them on the way they
should go. They planned and engi-
neered State Annual Meetings and
Training Schools and any other state-
wide functions such as Plowing
Matches and Soil Conservation Field
Days. They would pinch-hit at a mo-
ment's notice as speakers at District
Cooperators Meetings.

MASWCD...65 Years of Progress. “Our
Foundation.” http://www.maswcd.net/
historydoc.htm

Congratulations Beverly on
your new grandbaby!
Landen John Cox
Born September 17, 2010
To Jeremy & Erica Cox

EQUIPMENT RENTAL

The Sedalia office has the following

MISSOURI

Missouri once held one of the highest

EROSION

Missouri up to reasonable erosion rates.

equipment for rent:
John Deere 10’ No-till Drill

rates of erosion in the nation, next only With continued funding, and education of $8.50/ac.

to Tennessee. Missouri was losing an Missouri landowners, we can continue to Great Plains 10’ No-till Drill
average of an inch off every acre every protect the worlds valuable resource. $9.00/ac.

WiEE YRR 1© Geslen ci [ Sois If you really think about how soil is impor- | yermeer Bale Processor (Mulcher)
places ar‘1 inch every three years. It has tant to your life most of us do not have to $100/d

been gstlmatgd to takg 300-500 yrs to look far. The health and wealth of soil =/

replenish an inch of soil per acre under should be just as important to all of us as Root Plow

normal conditions. A valuable resource it is to the farmer growing his corn. From $10/day

was being depletgd that is the founda- the clothes we wear to the food we eat, Burn Equipment

e @7 @y I ISR, soil is at the core. Soil is literally our foun- | $25/day

Since that time Missouri has started
spending tax dollars to improve the mas-
sive erosion problems. In 1984 voters
passed a one-tenth of one percent sales
tax that has started protecting this valu-
able resource. A renewal of the tax in
1988, and again in 2006 has brought

\\

dation. It only makes sense to preserve
what will provide for future generations.

In 2007 NRCS reported Missouri as hav-
ing the highest rate of reduction in the 25
yr period since 1982. Missouri has also
dropped its ranking to 4th in the nation
overall for soil loss. m

Call Shannon at 660-826-3339 (ext. 3)

*Customer must bring $100 deposit for
all equipment, copy of their vehicle insur-
ance card used for transporting the equip-
ment, and a hitch pin.

**Additional fees may apply to out of
county residents
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Pettis County, having obligated 100% of the funding for grazing and over 75% of our allocation to area landowner in gully/sheet & rill erosion
were eligible for additional funding. Pettis SWCD received an extra allocation of $35,000 in Sheet & Rill, and $15,000 in Grazing from our
original allocations of $287,136.69 in Sheet & Rill and $6465 in Grazing Mgt. The district has utilized its monies for waterways/terraces but

there is still cost share available for grazing systems and well decommissionings. Call the office @ 826-3339.

Heath Creek AgNPS SALT is 20.48% of the total goal. As of Jan. 1, 2010 we
are 15.48% ahead of schedule. In 2011 an area of focus that will be high-

Resource Concern Obligated Total Allocation

lighted is pasture management. These practices include planned grazing sys-

tems, use exclusion, and permanent vegetative cover establishment and im-
provement. If interested contact Shannon @826-3339 ext.3

Muddy Creek AgNPS SALT will wrap up this year with tons of soil saved. Thank

you all for your interest and cooperation in making Muddy Creek SALT a tri-

umph. Great Job Shannon!

[Fa nmu nmu -m

Grazing $15,000 $21,465
Sensitive Areas $600 $7,600
Sheet & Rill $322,136.69  $322,136.69
Muddy Creek $43,076 $43,076
Heath Creek $83,500 $83,500
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Conservation Loan Program

The Farm Service Agency has launched a Conservation loan pro-
gram that will provide farm operators access to credit to implement
conservation techniques that will conserve natural resources.

WELCOME

The Pettis County Service Center would like to welcome
David Niebruegge. Dave originates from Illinois, but he’s
not entirely new to Pettis County. He has worked with Mis-

Conservation loan funds can be used to implement conservation
practices approved by the NRCS, such as the installation of conser-
vation structures; establishment of forest cover; installation of water
conservation measures; establishment of permanent pastures’ imple-
mentation of manure management’ and the adaption of other emerg-
ing or existing conservation practices, techniques or technologies.
Conservation loans may be obtained as direct loans for a maximum
of up to $300,000. Guaranteed loans can reach a maximum indebted-
ness of $1,112,000. Producers are encouraged to apply early so that
a loan can be processed and funded in a timely manner.

To find out more about FSA loan programs, contact the county office

souri Department of Conservation Forestry Division in the
region for the past 11 years. He and his wife Liz live near
Clifton City. They are proud parents of a beautiful baby girl,
Codee. Dave has taken over the duties of Private Land Con-
servationist for Pettis and Benton counties. Congratulations
& Good Luck! Help us in welcoming Dave by stopping by

to say hello.

Take care of the earth and she will

PLAT BOOKS

staff. @ (660)826-3339 ext. 2

take care of you. ~ Author Unknown

STREAM BANK STABILIZATION

As a landowner you may be troubled by your changing
stream banks. Stream bank erosion is a natural occur-
rence that will invariably happen. Streams erode in
places, usually on a streams outside bends, and make
deposits in others throughout a system. Simply having
the right system in place can alleviate a landowners
worry.

Having a good corridor, a buffer of trees along your
stream, will slow erosion, provide wildlife habitat, and
remove pollutants. A corridor should reflect a variety of
species and age structure in both tree and plant life.
Many stream stabilizations can be solved simply by plant-
ing vegetation along the stream bank to establish a corri-
dor. When planning to plant vegetation it is essential to
look at the existing plant community to fit what will be
suitable to your specific site. You don’t want to bring in
any invasives or anything that will not flourish. So take
note of what kind of trees are around and try to plant

There are also several options for stabilization of a
stream bank that focus on slowing a streams velocity.
A cedar tree revetment is one option that involves
anchoring large cedar trees in an overlapping matrix.
A corridor must be established or already in place for

_ _ . i 2009 PLAT
this technique to be effectlve. The cedar trees will BOOKS & WALL
protect the stream while a corridor of trees can be MAPS AVAILABLE
established.

] ] $35 each

Another option, often used on larger streams, is rock
stabilization. Several techniques may be used from 2003 PLAT
creating rock jetties upstream, redirecting the flow, to | BOOKS
armoring the bank itself. Although effective these $10 each

practices our often costly.

All stream bank stabilization projects, except planting
trees and vegetation, must be permitted by the US
Army Corps of Engineers. For further information feel
free to contact our office @ (660)826-3339.
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RETURN SERVICE REQUESTED

PETTIS COUNTY SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION BOARD
DAVID DICK, CHAIRMAN

CHARLES HARDY, VICE-CHAIRMAN

MARK JONES, TREASURER

GENE SCHMITZ, SECRETARY

ALAN REAM, MEMBER

DISTRICT PERSONNEL

BEVERLY DILLON, DISTRICT PROGRAM SPECIALIST Il
SHANNON EBELING, S.A.L.T. MANAGER

KATIE HALL, DISTRICT TECHNICIAN I

NRCS PERSONNEL

THOMAS HAGEDORN, DISTRICT CONSERVATIONIST
JIM SOWASH, GRASSLAND CONSERVATIONIST
JENNIFER SAMUELS, SOIL CONSERVATIONIST

RYAN PECK, SOIL CONSERVATIONIST

MISSOURI DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION PERSONNEL
DAVID NIEBRUEGGE, PRIVATE LAND CONSERVATIONIST

The U.S. Department (USDA) prohibits discrimination in all its programs and activi-
ties on the basis of race, color, national origin, age, disability, and where applicable,
sex, martial status, familial status, parental status, religion, sexual orientation,
genetic information, political beliefs, reprisal, or because all or a part of an individ-
ual’s income is derived from any public assistance program. (Not all prohibited
bases apply to all programs.) Persons with disabilities who require alternative
means for communication of program information (Braille, large print, audiotape,
etc.) should contact USDA’s TARGET Center at (202) 720-2600 (voice and TDD).

To file a complaint of discrimination write to USDA, Director, Office of Civil Rights,
1400 Independence Avenue, S.W. Washington, D.C. 20250-9410 or call (800) 795-
3272 (voice) or (202) 720-6382 (TDD). USDA is an equal opportunity provider and
employer.

Look for us @ www.swcd.mo.gov/pettis
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