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Responsibilities 
• Document existing Resource Concerns 

• Display and evaluate the effects of various 
conservation options available to the client 

• Estimate and record the effect conservation 
practice(s) have on a resource 

• Comply with NEPA 
– National Environmental Policy Act (1970)   



CPA-52 Worksheet 

Located in Section III of the FOTG 



1 .

.
u_s_Department of Agriculture NRCS-CPA.-52 

1 rzo 9Natural Resources Conservation Service 

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET 

D. Cllienfs Objective(s.) (p1uripose): 
[Why is the produ cer work ing -lh NRCS, v.· at are · eir goal's,?) Maintain 

rnyard 3rea arid improve grazing sys em. lrncrease produc ion 3nd com.re.rt 
a rn~till cropping syste<m_l"'pr,ove wi'ldlire habnat 

If h3t Resouroe Con cerns are esource con cerns related fo watie:r and 
:mcticeJplan/oontrnct o,i'I quality remain m1trea eel and U1e 
ddressing?) Updatied everity o f their effects in U1e lan dscape 
onsen,13.tiorn Plan to increase ill remain or 1,.-orsen ,over time. 
roduotion, address water roduciion factors v.1i'II remain stagnant or 

• ma'lny, arnd ooi'I quarity to meet 

A . Cli:e111t INmne: Joe and Cindy Farmer 

B. Co1nservation Plan ID# (as applicab le}: INA 
Pro mm Authmiit. o tional : CTA and EQIIP 

C. lden1t1iitication # (farm, tract, field#, etc_ as reqU1ired}: 
Fam11###, Tm.ct### 

Fields: Crop (C): 1, 3, 4, 5 
Pasture {P): 2, 7, 8, 
Fannstead FS : 6 

A!Iemative 2 co'lumn unless noted_ 

10n 111 - R · · r guidance). 

esource oncem s an 
Existing/ Benchmarlk 
Condit ions 
(Analyze and record the 

xist ing/benchmark 
conditions for each identified 
concern) 

and ril emsian 

- Rotalio n currently exceed-.:; T 
(6,.1 tonslac/yf),; P - meets 

guly erasion 

- F1 has eros,io,n due fo seep 
n d un protec1ed con cen ra.ted 

o gully erosion observed 

No Action 

Amount, Status, Desori1Ptio:n 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

C - ero,s:ion remains or increa-.:;es 
·ver cu1rre.rd leve!I; P - meets 

planning ciri teria (IPC),; FS- meets 

PC 

C- ep,hert1eral gullies remains an cl 
rnens.. Classlic gulIles begin to 

Offil l 

Meets PC 

.,,r if 

doe-s 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

0 

NOT 
meet 
PC 

0 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

Alternative 1 

Amount, Status Description 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

.,1if 

does 
NOT 
meet 

PC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 

IPC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 

IPC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 

IPC 

Alternative 2 

Amount, Status, Descr iptiion 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

C- Erosio:n reduced io l" (3..1 
tonsla,c/yir); P - mairirain 
vegetation , m.ecl:s PC; FS - meets 

PC (no change) 

C- F1 Divers·on wi'II coUect 
upslope water 3n d direct it to a 
srn'ble ou let 

eets PC 

._l jf 

does 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

https://com.re.rt


U.S. Department of Agriculture NRCS-CPA 

Natural Resources Conservation Service 

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET 

D. Clli,enfs Objective{s ) (1pu111pose): 
(Why is the produ cen rk ing \ · NRCS, ,· at a.re ltl eir goats,?) ain ain 

mymd area amd i mpfi01■1e grazimg system. Increase pro duc ion and conve.rt 
· a nc...,fi ll crop;pi g systie.m. lnq)rove wi'ldl ife ha.b· at. 

E.. !Need for Action: 
[ConseNa ·on Resource Neecl: 

lf1! at Resource Con cerns are 
aoti ce/plani oontract 

d'dressi g1?) Updated 
omse.rvation Plan to im:1rease 
roduotion, address water 
ualify, amd ooil quail"ily to rnee 

• larming criteria level. 

Existing/ Benchmark 
Conditions 
(Analyze and record the 

·sting/benchmark 
ditions for each identified 

and rll emsian 

esourc.e con c.ems related to wate,r and 
oil qLmlily re.maim umtreated and 'title 
everity oUheiir e ects in ihe landscape 
ill remain o,r 11,•orsen ,over time. 

No Action 

Amount,, Status, Description 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

C - e.ms:icn re.maims or increases 
ver current le·ve.1; P - meets 

, r it 

does 
NOT 

meet 
PC 

-------------.. - R,otatian currently exc.eeds T plannimg criteria (PC),; FS - meets 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

(6,.1 tomslaciy, ),; P - meets PC 
-lanning crileil"ia., (PC)1 FS -no 

gully emsian 

- F 1 has e.ro~io,n due to seep 
n d unprotected con cem rated 

C.- ephe.mernl gull ies rema..i ns and 
rs.ens. Classiic gullies begin to 

OT 
mecl 
PC 

□ 
lhll i"'IT 

A. (li:en IName: Joe and Cindy Farmer 

H. Conservation Plan ID# (as applicable: NA 
Pro , ram Authmirt. o ional : CTA and EOIP 

C. Identification# {fam1, tract,, fie d # , etc. as required},: 
Farm ###, ct ### 

Fie ds: C ro C : 1, 3 4 5 
8 

Alternative 1 

Amount, Status,, Description 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

..,, if 

does 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 
IPC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 
IPC 

□ 
t.. l f'\T 

Altemative 2 

Amount, Status, Descriptiion 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

C- Ero:fo:n reduced to T (3 .. 1 
tonsfaclyir); P - main ai 
vege af on , m.eets PC; FS - rneets 

PC (no cha.mge) 

C- F 1 Diversion 11,1m collect 
upslope water an d direct iUo a 
sf.able Oll let 

Meets PC 

, rit 

does 
NOT 

meet 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

□ 
Mf'\T 

Usually one CPA-52 form per 
land unit (i.e. field, tract, farm) 



u_s_ Department of Agriculture 

Natural Resources Conservation Service 

NRCS-CPA-52 
1 l20 9 A .. Cli:ent IName: Joe and Cindy Farmer 

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET 
B. Co1nservation Plan ID# (as applicable}: INA 

Pro rnm Authmiit o tional : CTA and EQIP 
D. Cllient's Objective(s) (pruripose): C. lden1(1iiHcat io111 # (farm, tract, field#, etc_ as required}: 
[Why is the produ cer work ing ·lh NRCS, 11,· at are eir goal's?) Maintain Fam11 ###, Tm.ct ### 

myard area and improve grazing system. lricrea:se p:roduc ion an d corive,rt Fields: Crop (C): 1, 3, 4, 5 
a rio~till cropping system . lnpr,ovewildlite habitat. Pasture (P): 2, 7, 8, 

Fam1stead FS ,: 6 

If h:.it Re:souroe Con cerns are 
: raoti ceJplanJoontract 
ddressing?) Updati.ed 
onservatiori Plan lo increase 

See Con servation Plan, dated 10 .. 5.2020 
(Pirogres:sive Plan), 

• rodu c,tion, address water 
• mil'lill,I', arid ooi'I qual'ity to meet 

xis mg enc 
Conditions 
(Analyze and reco 

· ing/benchmark 
ditions for each i 

m) 

and ril emsian 

- Rotalio n cllrren tly e 
(6,. 7 tonsfac/y;r); P - me 

guly erasion 

- F1 has erns:io,n dlle fo seep 
nd Lin protec1ed c-on cen ra.ted 

o gully erosion obse,rved 

everity o f their effects in U1e landscape 
ill remain or worsen over time .. 
rodL1clion rn.ctors v.•i'II re.main :stagnant o:r 

idance). 

C- ep,heunerall gllll ies remains and 
rs.ens .. Clas!llic g ul Iles begin to 

Offil l 

Meets PC 

,r if 

NOT 
mecl 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

Amount, Status Description .. , if 

does 
NOT 
meet 

PC 

□ 
NOli 
meet 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

Alternative 2 

Amount, Status, Oescriptiion 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

C- Erosio:n reduced to li (3.1 
torisfa.c/yr); P - rmairitai n 
vegetation , m.ecls PC; F S - nreet:s 

PC (no charige) 

C- F1 Dive.r:s·on wi'II coUect 
upslope water an d direct it to a 
stia'ble ou let 

eet:s PC 

, l it 

does 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
rneet 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

What Resource Concern(s) are 
being addressed by plan?  Why 
is NRCS working with the Client? 

Step 1 



U.S. Department of Agriculture 

Natural Resources Conse.rvaiion Service 

NRCS-CPA-52 
1112819 A.. C Hent IN ame :: Joe· and Cindy F,.u1mer 

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSH EET 

. Cllie1 l's Objectivefs ) (p'lllqJOse): 
Why is, t e produ cer work ing ·lh NRCS, v.· at are lfl eir goals,?) Mairlain 

my1rrd llTea arnd impro,,.e grazing sys em. Increase produ ction !in d convert 

o a n01-<till cropping sysien1. lrn;prove w ild li fe habnllt . 

ti hat Resource Coon ce ms are 

raoti celplm1Joontract 

ddressing?) U;pdal.ed 

onservatiorn Plan lo increase 

rodu eitiorn, address v.iater 
ua1ny, arnd soil quari ty to meet 

xis mg enc m1a 
Condit ions 
(Analyze and record the 

· t i nglbenchmark 
ditions for each identified 

and ril emsion 

- Rotation currently exceeds T 
(6,.7 tonslaclyr); P - meets 

l arnni11g cme;ria {PC)1 FS -no 

g .. ly erasion 

- F1 h as erosion d LJ1e to seep 

nd un pro tect ed con cen m:fed 

No gully erosiorn obse;n.•ed 

Am ount Stat us, Descriptio11 

(Document both short and 
fong term impacts) 

C -- eros:ion ren1airns o r increases 
v er curren l. le,,.el ; P-rneets 

plann ing a iteIfa {IPC)i; FS - meets 

PC 

C- ephemeral gull ies rema ins and 

orsens. C lass:ic gullies beg in to 

eefs IPC 

... 
does 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

0 

NOT 
meet 

PC 

0 
OT 

meet 

PC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 

PC 

B,. Co111serva.tion Plan ID# (as applicab le),: INA 
Pro , ram Author i . o 1Jional : Cl A and EQIIP 

. Iden uiiicat ion # (farm,, tract, field#, etc. as required),: 
a1nn ###, Tract ### 

ields: C rop (C): ti , 3, 4, 5 
asture (P) : 2 , 7 , 8, 

FS .: 6 

red. 
See Conservation P lan, dated 10.5.2020 
(Progiressive P lan ), 

escn p 10n 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

... 
does 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
mee 

IPC 

□ 
NO 

□ 
NOT 
meet 

IPC 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

C- Eros·on reduced to T (3 .. 1 
tonsfac/yir ; P - rnaintai n 

vegetation , m.eets PC; F S - meets 

PC (no change) 

C- F1 Dive.sion v.iil ll calle e 
upslope water and d irecl. n. to a, 

eets PC 

does 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
1meet 

PC 

□ 
NOT 
m eet 

PC 

□ 
NOT 
m eet 

PC 

Why is the producer (client) 
working with NRCS? What are 
their goals? 

Step 2 



u_s_ Department of Agriculture 

Natural Re-source-s Conservation Service 

NRCS-CPA-52 
11/2019 A. I( He!lflt Name: .Joe· and Cindy Farmer 

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSH EET B. Conservation Plan ID# (as applicab l,e},: INJA 
Pro rnm Author i' .• o tional : CTA and EQIIP 

C ldenffliiication # (farm, tract, field#, e,tc_ as required),: 
f;;im11 ###, Trad '#l#t• 

Fields: C rop (C ): 1, 3, 4, 5 
!Pasture (P): 2 , 7, B 
Fam,.s ead ,fS .,:: 6 

m urntrea ed airnd , e ative 2 colu mrn s noted_ 

eds in tihe lan dscape 

ctorn 11,1i'II remairn s agn ant ,or 

below, analyze, record and address concerns identified through tlhe Resources 
ectio:111 Ill - Resource· Planning Criter ia for guidance). 

ns for each identified 
) 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

C - eros:ion remairns or increases 

• Ver current level ; P - meets 
• !lllllll!!!llll!llll!l ___ n"'u"'y•e--l!llll!!!lllpl ;;inni rng Cjri teri~, (IPC); FS - meet s 

- me PC 

PC ; FS -

- F1 h as erosion due to seep 

n d un protected concern rated 

Meets 

, 1 if 

does 
NOT 

meet 
PC 

NOT 
meel. 

PC 

Alternative 1 

Amount, Status,, Description 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

,,1 if 

does 
NOT 

meet 
PC 

□ 

Alternative 2 

Amount, Status, Description 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

C- Eros -on reduced fo T (3 .. 1 
tornsfaclyr); P - mainta in 

vegea -on , meets PC; FS - meets 

NOT PC (no change) 
me et 

l?C 

C- F1 Dh.rers-on 11,1i'III co'lle ct 

upslope water ~n d d irect it to a 
sl:tl'ble oulilet 

eets PC 

, 1 if 

does 
NOT 

meet 
PC 

□ 
NOT 

meet 

PC 

□ 
NOT 

meet 

PC 

□ 

Identify the present condition 
of the planning area 

Step 3 

Benchmark/Existing Condition 
needs to be documented 



U.S. ~rtm.nt of Agricuttur. NRCS~PA . 
1112019 A. Chent Name: Joe and Cindy Farmer 

Puturai ~sourc.s Cons«vmon ~rva 

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET 

D. Client's Objective(s) (purpose): 
hy is t e producer rk ing RCS, at are their goals?) ain ain 

amyard area and impro e grazing sys em. Increase produc ion and con ert 
o a no-till cropping system. lmpro e ildlife habitat. 

E. Need for Action: 
Conserva o Resource eed: 

B. Conservation Plan ID# (as applicable): NA 
Pro ram Authori o · tional : CTA and EQIP 

C. Identification # (farm, tract, field #, etc. as required): 
Fallll ###, ract ti## 
Fields: Crop {C}: 1, 3, 4, 5 
Pasture (P): 2, 7, 8 
FallllS ead FS : 6 

hat Resource Concerns are 
ractice/plan/contract 
ddressing?) Updated 
onservation Plan to increase 
roduction, address ater 
uality, and soil quality to mee 

See Conserva ·on Plan, dated 10.5.2020 
(Progressi e Plan) 

on - ing Criteria for guidance). -------------­esource oncems an 
Existing} Benchmark 

onditions 
Analyze and record the 
xisting/benchmark 
onditions for each identified 
oncem) 

- Rota ·on currently exceeds T 
6. 7 ons/ac/yr); P - meets 
lanning criteria (PC}; FS -no 

- F1 has erosion due to seep 
nd unprotected concentrated 

Amount, Status Description 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

- erosion remains or increases 
er current le el; P - meets 

lanning cri eria (PC}; FS - meets 

PC 

- ephemeral gullies remains and 
rsens. Classic gullies begin o 

if Amount, Status, Description 
cto.s 
NOT 
fflfft 
PC 

OT 
meet 
PC 

meet 
PC 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

if Amount Status Description 
does 
NOT 
!Met 
PC 

mee 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
mee 
PC 

mee 
PC 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

C- Erosion reduced to T (3.1 
ons/ac/yr); P - main ain 
ege a ·on, meets PC; FS - meets 

PC (no change} 

C- F1 Di ersion will collec 
upslope water and direct it to a 
stable OU let 

eets PC 

if 

does 
NOT _, 
PC 

□ 
OT 

n eet 
PC 

□ 
OT 

meet 
PC 

□ 
OT 

meet 
PC 

Step 4 



U.S. Department of AgriculttnP 

Natural Resources Conservation Service 

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION 

D. Cllien1f s Objective(s) (1pu11pose): 
Why is t e produ cer \'lOrk ing ~ ·th NRCS, · at l!lre · 

myard are·a and improve grazing sys em. lncrel!lc-e 

a no-,till crop;pi ng .system. In p riove w i Id life hab 
... 

If hlilt Resource Con ce ms are 
: racti ceiplm1Joontract 

ddre ss[ng? U;pdat:ed 

onsen.10.tion Plan to incirease 

esource con cems rel0.ted to water and 

o i] qualiily remain untrea ed and the 

e·verity of thejr effects in t:he Ian dscape 

m remain or ill.'orsen O\leir t i me. 
• rod . eit ion, address v.•ater dors 1Ni11 remain stagnant o:r 
•· u:ilify, imd soi] quallfy to meet 

as required},: 

I • 

' ' I • ■ 

io:n Ill - Resource· Planning Criter ia for guidance). _______ 1111111!11 ___ _ 

esource oncems an 
Existing/ Benchmarl 
Conditions 
(Analyze and record the 
xisti ng/benchmark 

conditions for each · dentified 

Arnounit, Status, Desori1ption 

(Document both .short and 
long term impacts) 

C - erosion remains or increases 
v er cu1rrern level! ; IP' - meets 

a-----------ly_e_x_c-ee- d-:s- T ..... Plan ing Clfiteria (IPC),; FS - meets 

·ns a r,; - meets PC 

nning cm:eria ~PC )~ FS -no 

g .. lyaasion 

- F1 has e.os:io,n due t:o seep 

n d un protected con cen rated 

C- ephemeral! gull ies remt'l.i ns an d 

rs.ens .. C lassiic g I Iles beg i to 
Omli 

,r if 
does 
NOT 

meef 
PC 

NOT 
meet 

PC 

NOT 
meet 

PC 

Alterna:tive 1 

Amount, Status,, Description 

(Document both short and 
lon,g term impacts) 

~' if 
does 
NOT 
meet 

PC 

□ 

mee 

IPC 

Altemative 2 

Amount, Status, Descriiptliion 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

- Em s· o:n red uced 'to T (3 .. 1 

onslacfyr ); P - main i 

egetafion , meets PC; FS - meets 

C (no cht'l.nge) 

C- F1 Diver:fon w il ll collec 
D u;pslope water Iii' d d irect · · to a 

sta'ble ou~et 
NOT 

mee 

IPC 

,rif 
does 
NOT 

meet 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
m eet 

PC 

□ 
NOT 
n eet 

PC 

Alternatives that meet both 
individual (preferred alternative) 
and societal (RMS) objectives 

should be considered. 
Step 5 



U.S. ~rtnwnt ol Agricultu.-. 

tutur lusourCH Consenration S.rva 
NRCS~PA . 

1112019 A. Client Name: Joe and Cindy Farmer 

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET 

D. Client's Objective(s) (purpose): 
y is the prod cer o i g RCS, • at e eir goals?) . ain ain 

amyard area and impro e g ·ng sys em. Increase produc ·on and con ert 
'o a no-ti ll cropping system. I pro e ildlife habitat. 

E. Need for Action: 
eed: 

h t Reso rce Concerns are 
ractice/plan/contract 
ddress ng?) Updated 
onservation Plan to increase 
roduction, address ater 
uality, and soil quali 

B. Conservation Plan ID# (as applicable): NA 
Pro ram Authori o tional : CTA and EQIP 

C. Identification# (farm, tract, field#, etc. as required): 
Farm###, ract ### 

Fields: Crop (C): 1, 3, 4, 5 
Pasture (P): 2, 7, 8 
Farms ead FS : 6 

emati e column is e same as 
I emati e 2 column unless no ed. 

Alternative 2 
See Conse a ·on Plan, dated 
(Progressi e Plan) 

ion Ill - Res e Planning Criteria for guidance) . ..... --....----­es our c e oncems an 
Existing/ Benchmark 

onditions 
Analyze and record the 
xisting/benchmark 
onditions for each identified 

currently e 

No Action 

Amount Status Description 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

C ero crea~s 
er cu - ets 
n i n ; F - mee · 

Alternative 1 

if Amount tatus Description 
do.s 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

Alternative 2 

if Amount, Status Description 
do.s 
NOT 
mHt 
PC 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

, P -in 1n ain 
·c F - n ets 

if 
do.s 
NOT 
mHt 
PC 

□ 
0 

); P - meets 
·a (PC); FS -no 

PC ... lllllil--lllllliil---------- meet 

- F1 has erosion due to seep 
nd unprotec ed concen rated 

C- ephemera l gullies remains and 
rsens. Classic gullies begin , o 

Orm 

meet 
PC 

upslope ter and direct it to a 

NOT stable OU let 

mee 
PC 

□ 
0 

meet 
PC 

Step 6 



ncerns an 
tmg enc mark No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2 

nditions 
Amount Status Description if Amount Description if Amount Status Description

alyze and record the 
tatu 

do.s do.s 
sting/benchmark 

(Document both short and 
NOT 

(Document both short and 
NOT 

(Document both short and 
ditions for each identified fflNt meet 

m) long term impacts) PC long term impacts) PC long term impacts) 

C - erosio remains or increases C- Eros·on reduced to T (3.1 
er current le el; P - n eets ons/ac/yr); P - main ain 

currently e ceeds T lanning cri eria (PC ); FS - meets ege a ·on, meets PC; FS - meets 

r); P - meets PC PC (no change) 
ri (PC ); FS - o 

meet mee 
PC PC 

C- ephemeral gullies remains and 
0rsens. Classic gullies begin o upslope ater and direct it o a 

has erosion due o seep NOT 
stable ou et 

ed mee 
PC 

ee s PC 

o gully erosion obse ed 
mee mee 
PC PC 

if 
do.s 
NOT 
mMt 
PC 

□ 
0 

meet 
PC 

□ 
0 
eet 

PC 

□ 
0 

meet 
PC 

a ·on Plan , dated 10.5. 

ion Ill - Resource Planning Criteria for guidance) . .....---i..----
' . 

amyard area and impro e gr ing sys em. Increase produc ion and con ert Fields: Crop (C): 1, 3, 4, 5 
o a no- ·11 cropping s stem. I pro e ildlife habitat. Pasture (P): , 7, 8 

Farms ead FS : 6 

E. Need for Action: 
ed: Alternative 1 

s are urce concerns relat I emati e column is he same as 
ractice/p nlcontract uali remain untrea e I emati e 2 column unless no ed. 
ddressi g">) Updated ity of t · ts in e landscape 

se ation Plan o increase main o er time. 
uction, address ater II remain s agnant or 
· ii uali 

Alternative 2 
See Conse 
(Progress, e Ian) 



- -·. - ·. . .... ,. -

PlANTS 
0 1anl productivdy and health C - IP~oduotion issues continue: IP - 0 □ 

C - impmlle plants -~h proper high 

□meets IPC; IFS - NA runnel management and soil 
C - Vegetable plants not adapted 

NOT NOT tesfiling; P - no, efifeot; IFS - no effect NJOTlo site, poor yie ld , frequent frost 
meet meet meetclamage· P - no,conoems noted; 
PC IPC IPCFS - NA 

Dlant structure and composi tion C - NA; IP - Plant divers·ty issues QJ □ 
C & FS - no,effect; IP - pastu~e 

persist, undesi rabfe species management and reseed ingi ·will 
c -NA; IP - poor p lant d iversity. ino~se; FS - NA NOT NOT i mp~ove composition NJCH 
Presenoe of undes irable Med meet meet meet 
banary grass· FS - NA PC IPC IPC 
0 iant pesl pressure Prod uoer rmana.ge.s. C & IP - QJ □ 

NJo invasive or no,xious species wiill 
problematic species remain and be int~oduced. Producer w ill 

C -minimal imsonw--eed and populations inorease; FS - none maintain cont~I ove-r exisfng. - -
Uohnson grass in IF ieJds 1 & 3; IP 

NOT NOT O R - - C - continue to manage· P - NJCH 
MuHiflora rose and Canada 

rmeet meet pastu~ management and meet
Jh isl.le present; IFS - none 

PC IPC ~eseeding w ill reduce weed IPC 
p~essu~; IFS - no effect 

ANIMALS 
1,....,... habllat for wllclle and vv 11011re nao1ca1 remains a1mmsnea QJ vv 110111e cover increaseo tnrougn 

□ 
No change - PC not met. See 

./nverlllbnda& Hue to croppmg and grazing b ffer es ablishment. Wildlife worksheet
1'1nade,quate oover throug hout strategies habitat 0 shee > 0.5 I 
year due to oropping praotioe.s 

and intensive graz:ing1 (See PA NOT NOT NJCH 
W ildlife Evaluatio n - - O'R - - meet meet mee,I 
linadequate, PA Wildlife PC IPC l?C 
Evaluation Crop 0.3 and Pasture 

kl.4 
. hablbd far fllh and alher IP- aquatic habitat iiemains B □ 

IP- I ivestock excluded from stream 
□nmanllms disturbed and dis11U pted: C & IFS- ~educing stream bank and stream 

P- lilfestock have a.ocess to tlile NA NOT NOT bed degredaUon NJCH 

~tream; C & IFS- NA meet meet meet 
DI"' pr. rp,r: 

caec1 and farage inbalance IP - forage needs r~emains in a B □ 
IP - improved quality and quantity 

□deficit and deficit increases: C ,& Olrough implementing 528 
P - IForage stand in !Field 8 is FS - meets IPC NOT NOT r,otaUonal graz·ng reseeding NJOT 
limited by overgraZii ng1; G & FS - rmeel meet meet 
no oonoems observed PC IPC PC 



F. Resource Concems and I. (continued) 
Existing/ Benchmark No Action Alternative 1 Altemattve 2 
Conditions 

Amount, Status, Description •hr Amount, Status, Description ,,i It Amount, Status, Desclilpt 0111 If 
(A lilalyze and record the does does don 
~Xiisting/benchmark 

(Document both short and 
NOT 

(Document both shorl and 
NOT 

(Document both shorl and 
NOT 

ICOnditions for each identified meat rmaat meat 

ICOncem) 
long term impacts} PC long term i~pacts) PC long term impacts) PC 

Ill 
~miss· ens of Particulate Matter (PM), ~entiaJ ccmcenn remains - - O R - 0 □ 

Planned praclioes have positive 
□ a:n:d PM Precursors "!o, impacts anticipated, NA (PG effect, redlJIOe PM 2 .5 - - OR - - No 

rrract located in PM 2.5 county - met) NOT NOT Ohange NIQ,T 
bR - - Tract not located n P, meet meet meet 
12.5 coun A PC t) PC IPC PG 
Emiss· ens of Ozone Precursors No, impacts anticipated 

□ □ 
IPracmces ha1tte positive efl'ecl on 

□ ozone precursors 
In attainment NOT NOT N01T 

meet 1meet meet 
Df"' or p,r.. 

\ 
r "' 

'- ~ 

Applicable in PA when county is 
an EPA non-attainment county 
for PM 2.5 and/or 8 hour ozone 



.

.

F. Resource Concerns 
and Existing/ Benchmark 
Conditions 
(Analyze and record the 

existing/benchmark 
conditions for each 

identified concern) 

I. (continued) 
No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2 

Amount Status, 
Description 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

\ "f 

does 
NOT 
meet 

PC 

Amount, Status, 
Description 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

\ if 

does 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

Amount, Status 
Descript on 

(Document both short and 
long term impacts) 

if 

does 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

PLANTS DEGRADED PLANT CONDITION 
Undesirable plant productivity and 
health 
IFom erfy Phmts not m "':hapted or .

C - Vegetable [plants not adapted 
to site , poor yield, freq1L1 en· frost 
damage; P - meets P'C; FS -
meets PG 

IB 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

□ 
rOT 
meet 
PC 

C - impmove plants ·th proper 11·gh 
runneJmanagement and soil 
testing; P - 110 effeot; FS - 1110 effect 

□ 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

ited , 
& Produc \rity, Health and Vigor, & 

!Forage Q ality nd P liJ bility 

nadequate structure and composition 

NEW 

C - INA; P - poor plant diversity . 
P'rese1111ce of undesirable reed 
canai-y 1gras:s; FS - NA 

IB 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

□
NOT 
meet 
PC 

C &FS - no effeot; P - pasture 
rnnarmgemen ancl rreseecfng wi11 

improve composition 
□
NOT 
meet 
PC 

Excessive plant pest pressure 

NEW 

P'rooiucer manages. C - mi11imal 
Jimsonweed and Joh111iS011 grass in 
F eldiS 1 &3; P - M:U:ltiflora rose 
and Canada fu iiSt e present; FS -
none 

IB 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

□ 
NOT 
meet 
PC 

No invasive or rioxious .sp ecies •, ll be 

introd ced . Producer 'II main in 
ii:on'lrol over e:oiisti g. -- 0 - - C -
ii:on ,·111u e to manage; P- past1.1re 

ma111age and reseed1ng ·11 r,ed'uc-e weed 
nr,ess<ur,e· FS - 110 ,eiffecl: 

□ 
NOT 
mi ee, 
PC 

!Other 
□ 
NOT 
meet 
p,r. 

ID 
NOT 
meet 
pr:: 

□ 
NOT 
miee, 
Dr' 



.

Human Economic and Soclal Considerations 
Public Health and Safety No,Ohange IPubrc hea ltih impr,oved through improved 

smfaoe and ground water quality\ ag wastE 
safety features insta lied . 

Omitted due to,sensitive 
~nforma,1ion 
_and Use Continued ag use Nlo changes to non-ag use planned or 

anfioipated~use 

C&Dital Capita l losses oontinue and inoreaiSe Further inorease in capita l fr,om improving 
energy efficiency 

lnorease in capita I from i1111proved or,op and 
forage p11oduotMty and yields~apital losses inounr,ed due to, 

'a rmino1ooeraUon ine,ffioiencies 

Management Level Management leveJ remains stagnant or 
increases 

MoC1erate management leve l remains 

Moderate management rreq Lil ir,ed 
for farmina operations 
Other 



xistmg/ 
enchmark cond1t1ons) 

- : in attainment - - OR - -
Me. 5/Omne nonatl.ainment 

, ounty 

Clean Water Act JWaters of the 
.S. 

o water bodies exist on fa rm - -
R - - 303{d) listed stream due 

o nutnients and suspended 
olids 

Coastal Zone Management 
,Guide Sheet· 
- - - OR - - Located in Lake 

- - does not exist in PA 

Document all impacts 
(Attach Guide Sheets as 

applicable) 

A •· - OR - - potential impa.cts 
emain 

_ ____________, 

A - - OR - - potential impacts 
emain 

A - - OR - - negative effieci:s on 
ZM 

A - does not exist in PA 

,, if 
M,fl,C[s 

fur1hu 
acilion 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

y and anot er government agency. In these cases, effects 
d practice lmp1ementat on may proceed fo praci:lce.s not 

Alternative 1 
Document al I impacts 

(Attach Guide Sheets as 
apprcable) 

•hf 
needs 
~urther 
action 

□ 

□ 

□ 

□ 

Altemattve 2 
liJocument all impacts 

(Attach Guide Sheets as. 
applicable) 

Ma. Effeot 

ff 
needs 
~uTther 
action 

NA - - OR - - Praoiices p anned D 
harve positive impaot on air quality 

No Effeoti. 
No aooons planned that ~esult in 
d ischarge of dredge o·r fill 
materials. Planned aoiions reduce 
nutrients, pathoge,ns and 
sediment entered stream and 
weUand. No NIP[)ES permits 
r,equired 

No Effeci. 
NA. - - OR - -Planned aotions in 
oomprance Vlrith CZMI 

NA. - does not exist in IPA 

□ 

□ 



- -----------

.
..

..

..

. .

mpacts to nv ronmenta oncerns 
oncems No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2 

if ,f ifDocument existing/ Document all impacts Document all impacts Document all impacts
needs needs neec

enchmark conditions) (Attach Guide Sheets as (Attach Guide Sheets as (Attach Guide Sheets asfurther furth r furth 
applicable) action applicable) acbon applicable) actkl 

Guide Sheet A - - OR - - potential impacts 
A: in attainment - - OR - - remain □ 

Clean Water Act / Waters of the 
.S. A - - OR - - potential impacts 

remain 
o water bodies exist on farm - -

R - - 303(d) listed stream due -------------• 
o nutrients and suspended 
olids 

Ma Effect 
NA - - OR - - Practices planned□ have positive impact on air quality 

o actions planned that result in□ ischarge of dredge or fill 
terials. Planned actions reduce 

utrients, pathogens and 
ediment entered stream and 
elland. o PDES permits 

e uired 

Clean ,vater 
Act - Waters 
of the U.S. 
Special 
Aquatic Sites 

Pennsylvania -
L NRCS assisted actions that potentially impact Waters of the U .S., including wetlands, or Special Aquatio 

Sites must be coordinated with PA DEP. Should advise cl"ents that dredge and fill activifes in Waters of 
he U.S ., itndud:ing weflands, require a eneral permit or 404 p_ermtt. Must try to avoid dredge and fill 

activities in fish and wHdHfe sanctuaries, wet ands, mud flats, vegetated shaUows, and riflle-pool 
complexes . If spedal aquatic sites canno be avoided, impacts should be minimized and ifnecessary 
mitigated (40 CFR Part 230, Disposal Sites for Dredge and Fill).. Sometimes PADEP can facilitate 
coordinat ion with the U .S . Army Corps ofEngineers. INRCS may assist clients in developing a permi 
application, but the client must submit the application themselves. 

2.. If the planned action or alternative is focated in proximity to waters isted by the State as "impaired' und 
Section 303 (d) of the Clean Water Act (CWA), the action should comply with any TMDLs or Watershed 
Restoration Action Strategies (\VRASs) developed for the watershed.. 

TMDLs are on the PA DEP webpage: http://wv.rw.ahs.dep.pagov/TMDL/.. \VRASs are on the PA 
DEP webpage: http ://v.rww.portaLstate.pa.us/portaVserver.pt?open=514&objID=5 54276&mode=2.. 

3.. Determine if the planned action or alternative is likely to resuU itn point-source discharges from 
devefopments, construction sites, or other areas of soil disturbance, or sewer discharges (:i.e.. projects 
involving stormwaterponds ofpoint-sourcepoUutionincluding CAFOs for which CNMPs are being 
developed). Section 402 of the CWA requires a permit for these activities through the National Pollu ant 
Discharge EHminatfon System (NPDES) program which the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania admin ·sters. 

http://wv.rw.ahs.dep.pagov/TMDL


 

• Cultural Resouroes I Historic 'lo, Effect Nlo Effect 
Propemes 'lo, i mpa:cts 0 □ See ORRW_ All practices reviewed □ Guide Sheet· for impact 
Multiple buildings greater than 50 
years old - - OR - - Not present in 
~nannina a reai -
• Bndange·ried and Threa,lened May I 
Species Poter 

Guide Sheet· NA . 
Posi \re IPNDI search result - 1 documentation) - - OR - - Upon 
oote:nlial i mpad - - OR - - No review NA ,(see IPNDI reciept 
PNDI hits 

t:nvi ronme·ntal Justice Nlo Effect 

Guide Sheet· NA 
□ □ 

Nlo disproportionately highi or 

NA- none identified adverse el\fecl: on low income or 

mi nority populations 

• Essentia l F ish Habitat 

Guide Sheet· NA □ □ NIA.- does not e.x-st in IPA □ NA - does not exist in PA 

.:-I1oocfpla i nI ·anagement Nlo Effect 

Guide Sheet· NA - - OR - - No, change 
□ □ 

NIA. - - OR - - Activities will not 
□ No 100-year floodplain exists change or otherwise impaol 

NA) - - OR - - 100-year floodplains 

Invasive Species Nlo Effect 
Guide Sheet· C & IP- Invasive speoies remain 

□ □ 
Producer wm oontrol existingI 

□ Invasive species present and not and population increases invasive species_ No invasive or 
managed noxious species will be introduced 

• M igratory B i rids✓Batd and No Effect 

Golden Eagle Protection A.cl No,change □ □ Nlo measurable adverse impacts □ Guide Sheet· 
Moderate quality habitat for 
migratory birds e~ists_ 

Natural Areas Nlo Effect 

Guide Sheet· NA - - OR - - No change □ □ 
NIA. - - OR - - Pnanned actions w ill 

□ NA- none identified - - OR - - not negatively impact the functions 
Site is recognized as a loca lly and va lllles of the natural area 
significant natural area 
Prime and llJ niqu,e Farmlands Nlo Effect 

Guide Sheet" No,change 
□ □ 

Nlo adverse impacis, no importa nl 
□ Prime ta·~mlan.d a·nd fa rm and of fal\mland i 11 be converted to non-

sta,lewtde importi:ance exists_ agI use 

Contact Christopher Plount for PA Process 



i-cu1mra1 Kesoumes r 1t11S!lonc rm, 1:::neot NIO ~ 1Teo1 

Propemes No, impacts 0 □ See ORRW_ All praoroes reviewed □ Guide Sheet for impaot 
Multi pie buildings greater than 50 
r,ears old - - OR - - Not present in 
olanning a·rea, 

• Endangered and Threa,lened May Effecl Nlo Effecl 
Species Potential -mpaots rema in _ -·- OR - G □ ~voidance measures followed - - :I 

Guide Sheet NA OR - - DONIR contacted (see 
Posi -ve PNDI search result - 1 klocumenta.non) - - OR - - Upon 
potential impact. - - OR - - No r;e\liew NA ,(see PNDI recieot 
i;lNn l hit,,:; 

Environmental Justice o Effecl 
,Guide Sheet o disproportionately high or 

□ NA- none -dentiied ,. averse effeot on low income or 
mi no(ly populations 

• Essentia l Fish Habitat 

,Guide Sheet NA □ □ NIA - does not exist in PA □ NA - does not exist in PA 

Flloodplain Management Nlo Effeol 
Guide Sheet NA - - OR - - No, change 

□ □ 
NIA. - - OR - - Aotivities will not 

□ No 100-year floodplain e~ists change or otherwise impacl 
,NA) - - OR - - 100-year floodplains 
Invasive Species Nlo Effecl 

Guide Sheet C & IP- Invasive speoies rema in 
□ □ 

Producer wiill oontrol existing 
□ ' invasive species prese.nt and not and popu la,tion increases invasive species_ Nlo invasive or 

managed noxious species Vllill be introduced 

i-Migratory Birds/Bald and Nlo Effieol 

Golden Eagle Proteotion A.cl No,change □ □ Nlo measurable adverse impacls □ ,Guide Sheet 
Moderate quality habitat for 
migratory bi~ds e~ists_ 

Natura I Areas Nlo Effecl 
,Guide Sheet NA- - OR - - No change 

□ □ 
NIA. - - OR - - Planned actions will 

NA- none identified - - OR - - 1not n~atively impaot the funotions 
Site is recognized as a locally and values oHhe natural area 
~ignificant natural area 
Prime and Un ique Farmlands Nlo Effecl 

Guide Sheet No,change 
□ □ 

Nlo adverse impacts, no important 
□ Prime farmland and farm~and of farmland will be oonverted to non-

~ta,tewide i mporiance exists_ ag1 use 

Follow Pennsylvania PNDI Process 



........ ........ ...... 
,Guide Sheet' for impaot 

Mui i pie buildings greater than 50 
tears old - - OR - - Not present in 
planning areaI 

• Eindangernd and Threatened Ma1vEfifeot' No Effeot 
Species Potential impaots rema in_ -- OR - . G □ A:voidanoe measures followed - - □Guide Sheet' NA O R - - [)CNR contacted (see 
Positive IPNDI search re.suit - 1 dooumentati:on) - - OR - - Upon 
t,:1otential impact. - - OR - - No review, NA ,{see IPNDI reciept 
□Nn l i..a.-

Environmental Justice No Effecl 

Guide Sheet' NA J □ 
No disproportionately high or 

NA.. none identified adverse effeot on low income or 

minority populations 

- Environmental Su:ounan - MusHdentify andaddress dispropmi'onately h ·gh and adverse human heaJth or envirm mentaJ effects 
'~ 

N Justice of federaUy assisted activiUes onmmorityo low-mcome populahons., (220-GM, Part 402) 
,_ 1ooap1a In M~nagemenr NO t:.nera 

,Guide Sheet' NA - - OR - - No,change 
□ □ 

NA - - OR - - Aotivities will not 
□No 100-year floodplain exists change or othe-rwise impact 

NA) - - O:R - - 100-year floodplains 

nvasive Species No Effeot 
Guide Sheet' C & P- Invasive speoie.s rema in 

□ □ 
Producer will control existi ngI 

□nvasive species present and not and population increases invasive species_ No invasive or 
managed no~io 1J1s spe<f es w;n be introduoed 

• Migratory Bi~dslBa!d and No Effeot 
Golde,n Eagle Proteotion Am No,change □ □ No measurable adverse impaoti:s □ ,Guide Sheet' 

Moderate quality habitat for 
migratory birds exists_ 

Natural Areas No Effeot 

Guide Sheet' NA- - OR - - No change 
□ □ 

NA - - OR - - IP anned aooons w ill 
□NA- none identified - - OR - - not negatively impaot the f unotions 

Site is reoognized as a locally and va I1J1e.s of the natural areaI 
significant natmal area 
Prime and l!.Jl nique Farnnlands No Effeot 

,Guide Sheet' No,change 
□ □ 

No adverse impaoti:s, no important 
□Prime fa nmla nd and farmland of farmla nd wi II be converted to non-

state , -de i mportanoe ex-sts_ agI use 



• CuImral Resourices I IH istoric INo IEffeot 
IP riOperfes Not present in pla11ning area - - OR DI DI Siee CRIRW .. AH p:raotioes DI 

Guide Sheet FaciSheet - - IMulti,ple bll!lildings 1grea.teir ttlan reviewed for impaot 
? raottce Effects G idance, National 50 years iold. 
lRe_grster, S te W ebsiite 

• Endangered and Threatened INo IEffeot 
Species Plositive PINDI search resu l - 11 !Avoidance measures followed - - DI 

Guide Sheet Faci Sheet potential impact · o other OR - - DCNIR 1comacmd (see 
,□ N m indicatio11s of l"&E ior listed C!locumen tation) - - OR - - Upon 

- - - OIR - - l\'Jn PII\Jnl hits ', :; :.;.::- ;;;; N.A {,o:.i=.t:> IP N[[")I -~.. - i111'1 
Envimnmental Ju.s 

.. 
No IEffeotce 

Guide Sheet Faci Sheet NA - none identified 

□ □ 
INo disprop,ornionately high or 

□Observati on, censu.s, adverse effect on lo mcomeor 
minoriru DOIDll!llaltions 

• Essential Fish Habitat 
Guide Sheet Fm;J Sheet Not a?iplica Ie - does not exist in 

□ 
Not ap;plica Ie - does not exist in 

□ 
INo· ap,plicable - does not e.xist in 

□lNA i PA PA PA IP A 
Flloodplain IManagemen INo IEffeot 

Guide Sheet Faci Sheet No 100 year floodplain e.xists (INA)1-
□ □ 

INA.- - OR - - Acrvities will not 
□IF EJI\ -FIIR , S ol s - OR - - 10 IJ year floodpla in exists chang e or iothemise impaot 

-
Invasive Species No IEffeot 

Guide Sheet FaciS.heet Producer man ag,es. C - minima.1 

□ □ 
Prodll!loer ·11 oontrol existing 

□Observation, lando~ er Jjmsonweed and Johnson grnss in . . . 
No,invasive oir1nvas1ve species . 

Fields 1 & 3 ; P - ulfi orarose and noxious speoies w,ill be imrod1L1oed.. 
Canada lhistle p:resent; FS - 111one 

• Migratory BiirdsJBafol and 
Golden Eagle Proteotio11 Ad. Moderate quality habitat for DI DI No effect- 0 euurabJe adverse DI 

Guide Sheet Faci Sheet migratory b.irdiS exicSts. impacts. - - O R - - May 1effect -

IP DI , ob servation Improved habnat lhrm1:gh XXX 

prac·,.ce(.s)1. 

INarural Areas INo IEffeot 
Guide Sheet Faci Sheet NA - fllO foirma Ilry OIi" irnoffrllally □ □ □• ,..,,...i _,, n,::;rhu;i I ;i 11'!,:::ll .,,.viclo:. 

IP irime and Unique Fairmlands No IEffeot 
Guide Sheet Faci Sheet XXX acres of pri1r11 e farmland - -

□ □ 
No adverse impacts, no important 

□IS orl.s, OR - - pJime fa.irmla11d exiiSts - - 0 R rarmlan:d · ·11be 00111verted to noni-ag 

11\J A use. - - O.R - - NA-

Riparian Area May Effect May Effect 
Guide Sheet Fad Sheet An i:mal access to stream riparian grea 

□ 
Animal a.c.cess Ito s1reams 

□ 
!Animal a.c.oess to strieam imited, 

□Observati on, 1uarer bodies resulti:s in limited b"ee shading, reduced oomple.te.ly restlioted resulting in resulting in improved water quality, 
IWater ,quality, and fragmented wi]dlire f11Jrtheir w:ater ql!!lality ·m,priovemem. inoirea.se tree 1coveir, and ·mproved 
corridors. - - O R - - NA - No ri,pa:riian 

!Wildlife ooniclors. - - OR - - NA(surtaoe water)1area exists. 



Riparian Area Summary - Plans involving riparian area management must ~ aintain or improve water quality and quantit)j 
benefits .. (190-GM, Part 411) 

r1;;1panan Area Ma'!f 1r:.nect 
Guide Sheet· -.legative impacts oontinue - - OR -

□ □ 
Animal aooess to stream limited 

□Animal a.ocess to stream results NA resulting1 in impr,oved water qua lity., 
1n limited tree shading, reduced increased ~ree oover and 
waler quality, and fragmented impfioved w ild life oollidors - - OR -
w.ild I ife oorrido rs - - OR - • NA- l\!IA 

r-Jo 11i=rian area exists 

Soenic Beauty Mav Effeot 

Guide Sheet· No,change 
□ □ 

View.shed oonsidered, pmooces 
□Viewshed is comprised of planned to minimize impaots 

agricultural and forested land 

• Wetlands Nlo E1ffeci. 

Guide Sheet· INo,change 
□ □ 

No, dr-al111ing o:r ftilll1119 planned. Pia: Md 

Wetland ai-ea identified and ac1io111s v.ill main1a· vegetatlve cover 

dere11mined by NIRCS - - OR - -
and rieduce delivery ,of serl iment. 

Wetland determination complete, 
nulirtiffits, and ,org, c materials to, 
\l.etla111ds - - OR - - NA - - OR - - Welland 

no wetlands exist - - OR - - No, determination complete, 'M't'elland e1'1:ists I 
weUand determination exists does 01 ,e.xist, no, effect 

• Wild and Scenic Rivers No Effeot. 

Guide Sheet· No,change 
□ □ 

D:!mpafible v111Uh Yellow Breeoh.es 
□Soen ic riiver exists - - OR - - INo, Or;eek. Scenic Rivers designaron -

seen ic liiver exists O R - - NA 



Riparian Area Mav Effect 
Guide Sheet' Negative impacts oontinue - - OR -

□ □ 
Animal aooess to stream limited 

□ Animal a.ocess to stream results - NA resulting1 in impr,oved water quality., 
1n limited tree shading, reduced increased ~ree oover and 
waler quality, and fragmented imp~oved wild life corridors - - OR -
w,ild I ife oorrido rs - - OR - - NA- NIA 
No 11ipar"an areai ex·sts 

Soenic Beauty Mav IEffeot 

Guide Sheet' No,change 
□ □ 

View.shed oonsidered, pmooces 
□ Viewshed is comprised of planned to minimize impaots 

aarirultural and forested land 

• Wetlands Mo E1ffeci. 

Guide Sheet' INo,change 
□ □ 

No, dr-al111ing o:r ftilll1119 planned. Pia: Md 
□ Wetland ai-ea identified and ILCl iOlllS '!Mil mainla" vegetatlve cover 

dere11mined by NIRCS - - OR - - l!Dd rieduce delivery ,of serl iment. 

Wetland determination complete, 
1Lu1Iri.iffits, and ,org, c materials to, 
~tlamls - - OR - - NA - - OR - - Welland 

no wetlands exist - - OR - - No, lreterminalion complete, 'M't'elland e1'1:ists I 
weUand det.el'iminaUon exists !roes 01 ,e.xist, no, effect 

• Wild and Scenic Rivers NoEffeot. 

Guide Sheet' 
Soen ic riiver exists - - OR - -
seen ic liiver exists Follow Pennsylvania Wetland Review Procedures 



imal aooess to stream 

n limited tree shading r 
ter quality, and fragm 

. ild life oonido·rs - - OR -
area1 exists 
uty 

heet 

,vud and 
Scenic R ivers 

Negative impacis conti nue • - OR - D D Animal aooess to stream limited, 
□ 

See ·· ic Rivers Pro1g1rams mn Pennsylvania 
l:itnlil l.liil Fed •IV D, I ~ii ~FS-

lj1 

Perimsytvain ia Scelilic River 

Fed er.al Seen i,c River 

0 



K. ,Qther Agencies.and 
No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2Broad Publlc Concerns 

Easements, Permissions, Public NA - - OR - - IFarmland IPreservation I UA. - - OR - - WRE easement, GP-9 
Review, or Permts Required and WRE I etc.. easement exists - - OR - - eeded, and PNDI Consl.ll ltation wi1h 
r\gencies Consulted_ CRIEP oontracl for riparian area with FSA ~ONR in priogress - - OR - - CiRl5P 

ontracHor nioanian area with FSA. 
Cumulative Effects Nanmrve Continued sheet & rm, ephemera l gully, xisting1and planned pmooines in local 
:□ esoribe the oumulalive impacts and streamb.ank eroston and water quality ~atershed wi ll rumulaHvely improve all 

~onsidered, including past., degredaron ~souroes except as noted: None 
present and known future actions 

regardless of 'rNho performed the 
;:1ctionsl 

L. Mitigation None rneeded one needed 

~Reoord actions to avoid, 
mnimze, and compensate) 

M.. Preferred 'l pre,enrea D □ 0 
Mematlve alternative 

Produce.r not interested in seoondary Producer has agreed to, implement p la·n 
Supporting contai nme:nt system establishing Vllildlife onoe NRCS FA beioomes avai aMe 
reason habitat, and CIFLs and vacuum pL11mp at 

fhi~ t imP. 

N. Context (Record context of alternatives a11alysis.) liocal ILower y;e-llow Br,eeches Qreek IQnesapeake IBay Wate:rsned 

The signifi:cance of an acti,on must be analyzed ill several contexts such as society as a IAlhole (huma11, 11ational), the affected region, the 
affected interests. and the localirtv. 
0 . To the best of my knowledge, the data show1n on this form is accurate and complete: 
In the case where a non-NRCS perso11 (e.g. a TSP) assists with planning they are to si,gn the first s-gnatme block and then NRCS is to sig11 the 
iseco11d block to ver"rfy the information's accuracy.-

Qualified"' non-NRCS individual 
Signature (TSP If applicable) TIiie Date 

RFD!!! ,qualified* NIRCS employee 

Signature (NRCS) TIiie Date 
"'For more lnformat on about the requ reme ts to be a Q allfled Planner, refer to PA 

Supplementa Polley GM 130, Part 400.14, S pplement 5 
Ir prererrea anema1Ive 1s not a moeraI a~Ion wnere Nt<~5 nas conuoI or responsIDuny ana mis --: :-• ,;;::-~--. :::: 1s slnarea wnin someone 
lother t han the cllent then Indicate to whom this Is being P-roVided. 
Farm SeNi:oe Agency 



K~ 1Other Agencies and 
Broad Publlc Concerns No Action 

asements, Permissions, Public NA - - OR - • Farmland IPreseNation I 
eview or Permits Required and W RE I etc . easement exists - - OR - -
. encies Consulted. CRIEIP contract for riparian area with1 FSA 

umulative Effects Narrative Continued sheet & nill, ephemeral gully, 
Describe the cumulative ·mpaots and streambank erosion and waler quality 
- nsidered, including past, degredaUon 
resent and known ruture aor ons 
egamless of llllho performed the 
ctions 

L. Milt gatlon None n.eeded 

·nimize, and compensate} 

. Preferred 
ernatlve 

Supporting 
reason 

□ 

N. Context (Record context of alternatives analysis.) ~ocal 

Alternative 1 

□ 
roduoe:r not inte11ested in 
onta in me,nt system esta 
abitat, and CFLs and va 

Alternative 2 

NA. -. OR . - WRE easement, 1GIP-9 
needed, and PNDI Consu ltatio·n ·mlh 
[) DN R in p~ogress • - OR - - ORl51P 
contract for 11i nian area with IFS.A. 
Existing1 and planned praciices in local 
watershed will cumulatively improve all 
resourres ex:oept as noted: None 

None needed 

Lo'Ml:r Y,ellow Br,eeches Oreek Oh.e-sapeake Bay Wate:rs!h.ed 

he sign·ficance of an acti,on must be analyzed ·n several contexts such as soci:ety as a \IYhole (human, national), the affected region , the 
ffected interests and the localirt . 
. To the best of my knowledge, the data shown on th s form s accurate and complete: 

In the case where a non-NRCS person (e.g. a TSP) ass·sts with planning they are to sign the first signatme block and then NRCS is to sign the 
econd block to ver"ify the iinformation's accl!Jracy. 

Qualified* non-NRCS individual 
Signature (ISP If al)JJ,I cable) 

RFD !!! ,qualified NIRCS employee 

Signature ( RCS) 
"'For more Inf 

Tltle Date 

Tltle Date 

Step 7 



Q. NEPA Compllance Ftndlng (check ona) 
Tha rafarrad altamatlva: 

R.1 

F1i"'l'.f ll98 Documentatio"' 

R.2 

p 1cable Catego:rical 
Exclusion(s), 
lmor,e,fllan one may apply) 

7 CFlR Part 650 Comp/ianflfl 
"1atJl NEPA , subpart 1650.6 
Cal.egoncal Ex.c--lu-siom; i.tal:E!<s 
plii'or to de· ellllTii lllling lhat e 
proposed action i s cate,g □lii' ly 
excluded u nder paragraph (d) of 

lhis sedion, the proposed ecticm 

ITT!ISt meet sioc sideboard criteria. 
Sae NECl-l 16 0 .1 H, . 

F,iooing 1- CTA Ptanllling ool'.j'. I fie'lds ,e:tioe;p R eid 5 - - OR- - Fin ding 2- Cat. Ex. 11XX - - OR- - EQII". NRCS. IEnvironrneniel 
Aasess l'Tl8filt, Deoembe:r 20,19 

(20), l'mplernen ing soil 100:n rol meas111res oo ,existing a,gricdt.ursl rands. s!!IClh as grade siebilizs ioo strudures (pipe drops} , 
se rrerrt basi ns. l:en.eoes. grassed waterways. Iii er sbrips. r iparian forest burffe,r:, and clitical ,eree plainting ; (Remember - ir 

selecting a Cal fa., ~ practic;es withiri th e pleri must be rove.red by one or roore Cat. Ex.) 

( } li"lentin g ,appropriate herbaceous s oo woody VE@Ble ion. whidl does n.ol ·ncrude noxious weeds o r 'iiwasi.ve plants, on disturbed 
si es to lfeSlore and main tain the si tes eco'logicel funcli i:ms amd serviaes; Require-s hat th e establJShed vegetative communny 

maintmn th e sites eool □gica'I 'fu nctions soo semces. which oot!Jld 1not be amompfi ed by oo:nverli , g na'tiive f□tre e.ts or QIIBS-sl'ands 

I hav;a consldared the ,elfacts ,of the aliemativu on tha, Resouroa Con~ems, Economic- and Social Considerations, Spacial 
Environmental Con~ems, and Extraordinary Ci'rcamstances as defined by Agency mgalati'On and polky and based on that made ,the 
fi.nd1'ng lndi~ted abow,, 

S. Sfgnal!ura,of Responslble Federal Official :, 

RFO - Typically Dislriot Conservationist andlo 
Supervisory DC 

Sl'gnal!ura, Tltle Data 



EE Worksheet Summary 
• Use action words: 

– Enhanced, Improved, Reduced 
– Increased, Decreased, Converted 
– In compliance 
– Compatible with management plan 
– NA (be careful) 
– No Change 
– No Effect 

• Do not use “significant” unless it actually applies 
(get assistance before using it) 

• Quantify whenever possible (ac, tons, hours) 
• Keep it brief (maintain separate supporting data) 



EE Worksheet – Take Home Message 
• Must be completed for all NRCS conservation 

planning and program assistance. 

• Must complete all sections 

• Benchmark condition needs to be documented 

• Must be signed & dated by qualified person 

• FINDING must be signed and dated (NRCS RFO 
must sign Finding for its programs) 

• When conservation plan is revised, the EE 
Worksheet needs to be updated. 
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	--·
	. -·. . .... ,. -PlANTS 0 1anl productivdy and health C -IP~oduotion issues continue: IP -0 □ C -impmlle plants -~h proper high □meets IPC; IFS -NA runnel management and soil C -Vegetable plants not adapted NOT NOT tesfiling; P -no, efifeot; IFS -no effect NJOTlo site, poor yield, frequent frost meet meet meetclamage· P -no,conoems noted; PC IPC IPCFS -NA Dlant structure and composition C -NA; IP -Plant divers·ty issues QJ □ C & FS -no,effect; IP -pastu~e persist, undesi rabfe species management and reseedi
	F. Resource Concems and I. (continued) Existing/ Benchmark No Action Alternative 1 Altemattve 2 Conditions Amount, Status, Description •hr Amount, Status, Description ,,i It Amount, Status, Desclilpt 0111 If (Alilalyze and record the does does don ~Xiisting/benchmark (Document both short and NOT (Document both shorl and NOT (Document both shorl and NOT ICOnditions for each identified meat rmaat meat ICOncem) long term impacts} PC long term i~pacts) PC long term impacts) PC Ill ~miss· ens of Particulate Matt
	xistmg/ enchmark cond1t1ons) -: in attainment --OR --Me. 5/Omne nonatl.ainment , ounty Clean Water Act JWaters of the .S. o water bodies exist on farm --R --303{d) listed stream due o nutnients and suspended olids Coastal Zone Management ,Guide Sheet· ---OR --Located in Lake --does not exist in PA Document all impacts (Attach Guide Sheets as applicable) A •· -OR --potential impa.cts emain _ ____________, A --OR --potential impacts emain A --OR --negative effieci:s on ZM A -does not exist in PA ,, if M,fl,C[
	------------.........mpacts to nv ronmenta oncerns oncems No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2 if ,f ifDocument existing/ Document all impacts Document all impacts Document all impactsneeds needs neecenchmark conditions) (Attach Guide Sheets as (Attach Guide Sheets as (Attach Guide Sheets asfurther furth r furth applicable) action applicable) acbon applicable) actkl Guide Sheet A --OR --potential impacts A: in attainment --OR --remain □ Clean Water Act / Waters of the .S. A --OR --potential impacts remain 
	Sect
	P
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	 •Cultural Resouroes I Historic 'lo, Effect Nlo Effect Propemes 'lo, i mpa:cts 0 □ See ORRW_ All practices reviewed □ Guide Sheet· for impact Multiple buildings greater than 50 years old --OR --Not present in ~nannina a reai -•Bndange·ried and Threa,lened May I Species Poter Guide Sheet· NA . Posi \re IPNDI search result -1 documentation) --OR --Upon oote:nlial i mpad --OR --No review NA ,(see IPNDI reciept PNDI hits t:nvi ronme·ntal Justice Nlo Effect Guide Sheet· NA □ □ Nlo disproportionately highi or NA-
	........ ........ ...... ,Guide Sheet' for impaot Mui i pie buildings greater than 50 tears old --OR --Not present in planning areaI • Eindangernd and Threatened Ma1vEfifeot' No Effeot Species Potential impaots remain_ --OR -. G □ A:voidanoe measures followed --□Guide Sheet' NA OR --[)CNR contacted (see Positive IPNDI search re.suit -1 dooumentati:on) --OR --Upon t,:1otential impact. --OR --No review, NA ,{see IPNDI reciept □Nn l i..a.-Environmental Justice No Effecl Guide Sheet' NA J □ No disproportionatel
	• CuImral Resourices I IH istoric INo IEffeot IP riOperfes Not present in pla11ning area --OR DI DI Siee CRIRW .. AH p:raotioes DI Guide Sheet FaciSheet --IMulti,ple bll!lildings 1grea.teir ttlan reviewed for impaot ?raottce Effects G idance, National 50 years iold. lRe_grster, S te W ebsiite • Endangered and Threatened INo IEffeot Species Plositive PINDI search resu l -11 !Avoidance measures followed --DI Guide Sheet Faci Sheet potential impact · o other OR --DCNIR 1comacmd (see ,□ N m indicatio11s of l"&E
	Riparian Area Mav Effect Guide Sheet' Negative impacts oontinue --OR -□ □ Animal aooess to stream limited □ Animal a.ocess to stream results -NA resulting1 in impr,oved water quality., 1n limited tree shading, reduced increased ~ree oover and waler quality, and fragmented imp~oved wildlife corridors --OR -w,ild I ife oorrido rs --OR --NA-NIA No 11ipar"an areai ex·sts Soenic Beauty Mav IEffeot Guide Sheet' No,change □ □ View.shed oonsidered, pmooces □ Viewshed is comprised of planned to minimize impaots aari
	imal aooess to stream n limited tree shading r ter quality, and fragm .ildlife oonido·rs --OR -area1 exists uty heet ,vud and Scenic R ivers Negative impacis conti nue • -OR -D D Animal aooess to stream limited, □ See ·· ic Rivers Pro1g1rams mn Pennsylvania l:itnlil l.liil Fed •IV D, I ~ii~FS-lj1 Perimsytvain ia Scelilic River Fed er.al Seen i,c River 0 
	K. ,Qther Agencies.and No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2Broad Publlc Concerns Easements, Permissions, Public NA --OR --IFarmland IPreservation I UA. --OR --WRE easement, GP-9 Review, or Permts Required and WRE I etc.. easement exists --OR --eeded, and PNDI Consl.ll ltation wi1h r\gencies Consulted_ CRIEP oontracl for riparian area with FSA ~ONR in priogress --OR --CiRl5P ontracHor nioanian area with FSA. Cumulative Effects Nanmrve Continued sheet & rm, ephemeral gully, xisting1and planned pmooines in lo
	K~ 1Other Agencies and Broad Publlc Concerns No Action asements, Permissions, Public NA--OR -• Farmland IPreseNation I eview or Permits Required and W RE I etc. easement exists --OR --. encies Consulted. CRIEIP contract for riparian area with1 FSA umulative Effects Narrative Continued sheet & nill, ephemeral gully, Describe the cumulative ·mpaots and streambank erosion and waler quality -nsidered, including past, degredaUon resent and known ruture aor ons egamless of llllho performed the ctions L. Milt gatl
	Q. NEPA Compllance Ftndlng (check ona) Tha rafarrad altamatlva: 
	R.1 F1i"'l'.f ll98 Documentatio"' R.2 p 1cable Catego:rical Exclusion(s), lmor,e,fllan one mayapply) 7 CFlR Part 650 Comp/ianflfl "1atJl NEPA , subpart 1650.6 Cal.egoncal Ex.c--lu-siom; i.tal:E!<s plii'or to de· ellllTiilllling lhat e proposed action is cate,g □lii' ly excluded u nder paragraph (d) of lhis sedion, the proposed ecticm ITT!ISt meet sioc sideboard criteria. Sae NECl-l 16 0.1 H,. F,iooing 1-CTA Ptanllling ool'.j'. I fie'lds ,e:tioe;p R eid 5 --OR--Fin ding 2-Cat. Ex. 11XX --OR--EQII". NRCS. IEn


	EE Worksheet Summary 
	EE Worksheet Summary 
	• Use action words: – Enhanced, Improved, Reduced – Increased, Decreased, Converted – In compliance – Compatible with management plan – NA (be careful) – No Change – No Effect • Do not use “significant” unless it actually applies (get assistance before using it) • Quantify whenever possible (ac, tons, hours) • Keep it brief (maintain separate supporting data) 
	• Use action words: – Enhanced, Improved, Reduced – Increased, Decreased, Converted – In compliance – Compatible with management plan – NA (be careful) – No Change – No Effect • Do not use “significant” unless it actually applies (get assistance before using it) • Quantify whenever possible (ac, tons, hours) • Keep it brief (maintain separate supporting data) 
	• Use action words: – Enhanced, Improved, Reduced – Increased, Decreased, Converted – In compliance – Compatible with management plan – NA (be careful) – No Change – No Effect • Do not use “significant” unless it actually applies (get assistance before using it) • Quantify whenever possible (ac, tons, hours) • Keep it brief (maintain separate supporting data) 
	• Use action words: – Enhanced, Improved, Reduced – Increased, Decreased, Converted – In compliance – Compatible with management plan – NA (be careful) – No Change – No Effect • Do not use “significant” unless it actually applies (get assistance before using it) • Quantify whenever possible (ac, tons, hours) • Keep it brief (maintain separate supporting data) 



	EE Worksheet – Take Home Message 
	EE Worksheet – Take Home Message 
	• Must be completed for all NRCS conservation planning and program assistance. • Must complete all sections • Benchmark condition needs to be documented • Must be signed & dated by qualified person • FINDING must be signed and dated (NRCS RFO must sign Finding for its programs) • When conservation plan is revised, the EE Worksheet needs to be updated. 
	• Must be completed for all NRCS conservation planning and program assistance. • Must complete all sections • Benchmark condition needs to be documented • Must be signed & dated by qualified person • FINDING must be signed and dated (NRCS RFO must sign Finding for its programs) • When conservation plan is revised, the EE Worksheet needs to be updated. 
	• Must be completed for all NRCS conservation planning and program assistance. • Must complete all sections • Benchmark condition needs to be documented • Must be signed & dated by qualified person • FINDING must be signed and dated (NRCS RFO must sign Finding for its programs) • When conservation plan is revised, the EE Worksheet needs to be updated. 









