Memorandum

Date: February 7, 2022

To: Administrative Record of Deepwater Horizon NRDA

From: USDA Gulf Coast Ecosystem Restoration Team

Subject: Site-specific environmental compliance documents completed to date for the Alabama Trustee
Implementation Group’s (TIG) Nutrient Reduction Weeks Bay project.

The programmatic environmental compliance review for this project can be found in the Alabama Trustee
Implementation Group 2019 Restoration Plan 2. Conservation practices to be implemented for this project
fall within USDA categorical exclusions and therefore would not normally require an environmental
assessment or impact statement if implemented under USDA authority. However, because this project is
funded under the DWH NRDA consent decree and not all trustees have such categorical exclusions, the
Alabama TIG created an environmental assessment tool-the Environmental Evaluation Worksheet (EEW)-
-to aid in site-specific component planning, decision making, and environmental compliance. A separate
site-specific EEW is completed for each project component.

USDA has determined and documented therein that the planned actions will not exceed the
maximum adverse impacts described in the RP/EA. There are no actions being proposed that
would result in any significant adverse impacts on the environment. The landowner outreach
program, conservation planning activities, and creation and implementation of conservation plans
do not require further environmental review. Excerpts from the RP/EA relative to the NEPA approach
for the Weeks Bay project are included at the end of this document.

Relative to the projects listed in the table below, site-specific Clean Water Act permits are not required
because there are no conservation practices planned for implementation on the banks of or within waters of
the United States.

Relative to the projects listed in the table below, site-specific consultation for the National Historic
Preservation Act is not required because there are no known or high-probability cultural resources sites

located on the treatment acres.

Table of Site-Specific Environmental Evaluation Worksheet

HUC-12
ID Watershed County Acres
1 | Weeks Bay Baldwin 237.26
2 | Weeks Bay Baldwin 10.00
3 | Weeks Bay Baldwin | 1015.80
4 | Weeks Bay Baldwin 34.16
5 | Weeks Bay Baldwin 689.00
6 | Weeks Bay Baldwin 151.90
7 | Weeks Bay Baldwin 225.50
8 | Weeks Bay Baldwin 605.10
9 | Weeks Bay Baldwin | 1501.63
10 | Weeks Bay Baldwin 341.59



https://www.gulfspillrestoration.noaa.gov/sites/default/files/MSTIG%20RP%20EA%202016-2017%20FINAL%20Combined%20508.pdf
https://www.gulfspillrestoration.noaa.gov/sites/default/files/MSTIG%20RP%20EA%202016-2017%20FINAL%20Combined%20508.pdf
https://www.gulfspillrestoration.noaa.gov/sites/default/files/MSTIG%20RP%20EA%202016-2017%20FINAL%20Combined%20508.pdf
https://www.gulfspillrestoration.noaa.gov/sites/default/files/MSTIG%20RP%20EA%202016-2017%20FINAL%20Combined%20508.pdf

U.S. Department of Agriculture
Natural Resources Conservation Service

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET

mcscm-szl . .
111201 A. Client Name:

B. Conservation Plan ID # (as applicable):

Program Authority (optional): [l

D. Client's Objective(s) (purpose):
Improve soil quality and health in row crop fields. Improve sail nutrients with
an organic alternative. Decrease wind, sheet and reel erosion.

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

—
E. Need for Action: |H ﬂternaﬂves
Improve soil nutrient levels, soil I No Action v if RMS l_] Alternative 1 v if RMS Lj Alternative 2 v if RMS
heaith and water quality. ropland is seasons when a cash crop Install practices to promote haalthier soils
Improve soil nutrient levels, soil  ficould not grow is more likely to be a victim jand water in cropland fields with Cover
health and water quality. o wind, sheet or reel erosion. Bare ground |Crop (340)
Improve soil nutrient levels, soil  fcover could deplete the soils without any
health and water quality. f f i affect the
n Section elow, anaiyze, record, an ress concerns iaen t roug esources inventory process.
See FOTG Section lll - Resource Planning Criteria for guidance).
. Resource Concerns . ects o ernatives
d Existing/ Benchmark No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2
onditions Amount, Status, S Amount, Status, Jit Amount, Status, it
(Analyze and record the Description does Description does Description doss
existing/benchmark NOT NOT NOT
conditions for each (Document both short and ":c" (Document both short and ":c" {Document both short and "::*
identified concern) long term impacts) fong term impacts) long term impacts)
ot a Resource Concern.
rosion is less than T on all NOT NOT NOT
elds meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Not a Resource Concern. NOT NOT NOT
Epherperal gullies are not meet meet meet
LS PC PC PC
Not a Resource Concern. NOT NOT NOT
lassic gullies are not present. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
ot a Resource Concern. NOT NOT NOT
treams, shorelines or water meet meet mest
onveyance channels are not on PC PC PC
r adjacent to cropland field(s).
Not a Resource Concern, NOT NOT NOT
Histosols are not present. meet meet meet
PC PC pPC
Not a Resource Concern. Soil
ompaction is not a problem NOT NOT NOT
ND activities do not cause soil meet meet meet
ompaction problems. pc PC PC
Bare grounds in cropland fields will D Cover crop will be planted during D [:-]
= continue to be a victim of wind, seasons that a cash crop is not
ot a Resource Concern. SClis [sheet and reel erosion wisth NoT Jerowing reducing erosion. A cover |
itive 3 i ils i ; : NOT
sitive ____ nothing to hold soils in place meet [P will also add natural nutrients et ot
during the seasons a crop is not pc s they decay in the soils (organic PC PC
rowing. matter) and adding pore space.
Not a Resource Concern.
ctivities do not cause NOT NOT NOT
malinib daadialt ceablamen mant ~ant eant
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ALY SOUICILY PIoRIEInS. Hisot Heeu meel

PC PC PC

O U B

Not a Resource Concern. NOT NOT NOT
Ponding, flooding, and seasonal meet meet meet
igh water tables are not a PC PC PC
ot a Resource Concern. NOT NOT NOT
clivities do not cause meet meet meet
nsufficient moisture PC PC PC

t a Resource Concern. NOT NOT NOT
'onding, flooding, and seasonal meel meet meet
igh water tables are not a PC PC PC

t a Resource Concern. NOT NOT NOT
ctivities do not cause meet meet meet

insufficient moisture PC PC PC
utrient amendments are being NOT NOT NOT
pplied according to soil test meet meet meet
ecommendations; however PC PC PC
onservation practices and NOT NOT NOT
anagements ARE NOT in meet meet meet
lace to minimize surface/ground PC PC PC
. Resource Concerns ._jcontinue T Ternaiive
nd Existing/ Benchmark Lol Alterpative T A—ﬁt“"a < R
diti Amount, Status, d‘;“’ Amount, Status, 62: Amount, Status, il
pdapeL o0 Description o Description Description
Analyze and record the . NoT il NI
isting/benchmark ps oy —
=2 (Dogument both shortand | pc {_(Document both short and | _pc 1_(Document both shortand | _ec

ssions of Particulate Matter (PM)

PM Precursors - Crop D D D
Not a Resource Concern. NOT NOT NOT
Particulate matter emissions are meet meet meet
managed to meet Client's PC PC PC

ssions of Greenhouse Gases
GHGs) - Crop D D [:]
Not a Resource Concern. GHG NOT NOT NOT

missions are managed to meet meet meet meet
Client's objectives. PC PC PC

issions of Ozone Precursors -

p Ol O O
Not a Resource Concern. NOT NOT NOT
Operations ARE present that meet meet meet

oduce ozone precursor PC PC PC
bjectionable odors - Crop D D D

t a Resource Concern. NOT NOT NOT
ctivities do not occur that meet meet meet
oduce objectionable odors. PC PC PC

cessive plant pest pressure - Crop D D D

ot a Resource Concern. Pest NOT NOT NOT

amage to plants are BELOW meet meet meet
onomic and environmental PC PC PC
ildfire hazard from biomass

ccumulation O O J

INot a Resource Concern. NOT NOT NOT
ildfire hazard is not a concern. meet meet meet
PC

ANTALS'
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NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC R
NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC

ENERGY

‘quipment and facijties - Crop

ot a Resource Concern. Client

s not interested in improving NOT NOT NOT
quipment and facilities to meet megt n::eel
educe energy usage. PC P [
arming/ranching practices and field
perations - Crop D D l:]
Nol a Besource (_:qnoern. .Clienl NOT NOT NOT
is nqt interested in improving meet mest rhiot
arming practices and field PC PC PC

operations to reduce energy

ufficient capital for farm
operation and conservation

abor level average for farms in
he area

anagement level average for

larm ARLER=ILSE

Profitability limited due to excess
fertilizer/pesticide use

igh risk for water contamination
e3 effects on

No increase in Capital requirements

Capital Requirements will increase short
term due to acquisition of specialized
equipment

Capital Requirements wili increase short
term due to acquisition of specialized
equipment

No increase in Labor

increase: more intensive soil sampling

increase: more intensive soil sampling

No increase in management

Profitability will continue to be limited

increase: must learn new technology and
maintenance

ghort term loss in pro!itabi!ity acquiring

equipment; however long term increase as

less fertilizer will be purchased and yields

With no action, risk level will remain.

With no action,
and/or community may result due to offsite
contamination by nutrients/pesticides.

Risk reduced as result of reduction in
nutrient runoff/leaching potential.

Eﬂec(s wi | Be positive on (He client aa

community. No hazards have been

increase: must learn new technology and
maintenance

ghort term Ioss in pro’itabilily acquiring

equipment; however long term increase as

less fertilizer/pesticides will be purchased

Risk reduced as result of reduction in
nutrient/pesticide runoff/leaching potential.

ﬂects will be positive on tRe clent am

community. No hazards have been

Santled.

._% J

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019



. Special Environmental

n Section "G" complete and attach Environmental Procedures Guide Sheets for documentation as applicable. Items with a "e" may
equire a federal permit or consultation/coordination between the lead agency and another government agency. In these cases,
ffects may need to be determined in consultation with another agency. Planning and practice implementation may proceed for

[T Impacts fo Special Environmental Concerns
EEETY

NCarns Action Tternative 1__ Afernative 2
A Document all impacts 2o Document all impacts B Document all impacts Sk
Document existing/ A needs needs : needs
i (Attach Guide Sheets as further {Attach Guide Sheets as further | (Attach Guide Sheets as | fyrther
nchmark conditions) y
annlicahila) actian annlicahina) actian, annlicahlal a
eClean Air Act
Guide Sheet Not applicable {Not applicable Not applicable
No Nonattainment or D [:] D
Maintenance areas designated
eClean Water Act / Waters of the
S. Not applicable [] Not applicable [] [Notappicable 0
Guide Sheet
o waters of the U.S. present in
he planning area.
eCoastal Zone Management l\‘
Guide Sheet INot applicable D INot applicable D ot applicable D

No Coastal Zone Management
reas are in the planning area

oral Reefs

Guide Sheet

coral reefs or associated
ater bodies are present in the

INot applicable

INot applicable

INot applicable

e Cultural Resources / Historic
roperties
Guide Sheet

applicable

No "undertakings” with the potential to
cause effec!s to cultural resources or

Not applicable
No "undertakings" with the
potential to cause effects to
cultural resources or historic

Not applicable
No "undertakings" with the
potential to cause effects to
cultural resources or historic

eEndangered and Threatened

No Effect

o Effect

No Effect

pecies No Effect to at-risk species ! No Effect to at-risk species ] No Effect to at-risk species E]
Guide Sheet because planning area is cropland, because planning area is cropland, because planning area is cropland,
ood Stork, Alabama Red- and not suitable habitat for said and not suitable habitat for said and not suitable habitat for said
Bellied Turtle, and Eastern Indigo _species —species. species
[Environmental Justice
Guide Sheet Not applicable D fNot applicable D ot applicable D
0 low-income or minority
ipopulations or Indian Tribes live
e Essential Fish Habitat ay Affect No Effect No Effect

Guide Sheet
No EFH is presentin or

Client’s actions may adversely
affect EFH due to potential of run-

Practices will not result in
disruptions or alterations that could

Practices will not result in
disruptions or alterations that could

ldownstream of the planning i ients. adversely affect EFH because dversely affect EFH because
Floodplain Management
Guide Sheet INot applicable D ot applicable D Not applicable D
INo 100-year floodplain present in
the planning area. S0 e:
nvasive Species
Guide Sheet Not applicable 0 INot applicable [] [Notappicable 0
INo invasive species are present
jor known 10 0c 7 in proximity to
eMigratory Birds/Bald and .
Golden Eagle Protection Act |Not applicable [:] INot applicable D ot applicable D
Guide Sheet
o habitat for migratory birds,
Ibald or golden eaqgles is pre t
atural Areas
Guide Sheet Not applicable D INot applicable E] rNo( applicable D
here are no designated natural
lareas present in or near the
Prime and Unique Farmlands  |No Effect INo Effect INo Effect
Guide Sheet No effect due to no change in land D No conversion of farmland to D No conversion of farmland to D
Prime Farmiand map units are use. nonagricultural use is planned. nonagricultural use is planned.
present in the planning area.
Riparian Area ]
Guide Sheet |Not applicable {Not applicable Not applicable
o riparian areas are present in D D D
or near the planning area.
Scenic Beauty INo Effect o Effect o Effect
Guide Sheet No change from benchmark

Annual Cropland

conditions.

O
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sWetlands ~ INo Effect No Effect No Effect
Guide Sheet No impact to wetlands is expected E] No effect on wetlands in or near D No effect on wetlands in or near D
o wetlands are present in or without NRCS assistance. the planning area is expected the planning area is expected
i Source: i i because practices are only applied
leWild and Scenic Rivers !
Guide Sheet Not applicable D hNot applicable D JNot applicable D
No Federal or State designated
ild, Scenic, or Recreational
= S —
No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2
Easements, Permissions, Public INone Required JNone Required None Required
Review, or Permits Required and
gencies Consulted.
umulative Effects Narrative Agricultural land in the watershed Action will result in the installation of Practices will reduce overapplication of
Describe the cumulative impactsjcumulatively umpacts receiving conservation practices that will improve nutrients and pesticides limiting their
onsidered, including past, waterbodies. Isoil health and reduce sediment entering  fpotential for contamination.
esent and known future action watershed.

egardiess of who performed the
ctions)

gation
Record actions to avoid,
inimize, and compensate)

¥ preferred
alternative D D
1none known rmplementlng conservation practices helps jnone known
to Improve and sustain the resources.

Operator wishes to concentrate on nulrient

Supporting
management at this time, and work towards
Reason p ok it
N. Context (Record context of alternatives analysis) local ]Iocal ]local

he significance of an action must be analyzed in several contexts such as society as a whole (human, national), the affected region, the
affected interests, and the locality. R
0. To the best of my knowledge, the data shown on this form is accurate and complete:
In the case where a non-NRCS person (e.g. a TSP) assists with planning they are to sign the first signature block and then NRCS is to sign
the second block to verify the information's accuracy.

Dare
cb///.w
Date

responsibility (e.g., actions financed, ed, assisted, conducted, regulated, or
approved by NRCS). These actions do not include situations in which NRCS is only providing technical assistance because NRCS cannot
control what the client ultimately does with that assistance and situations where NRCS is making a technical determination (such as Farm Bill
HEL or wetland determinations) not associated with the planning process.

P. Determination of Significance or Extraordinary Circumstances

o answer the questions below, consider the severity (intensity) of impacts in the contexts identified above. Impacts may be both beneficial
and adverse. A significant effect may exist even if the Federal agency believes that on balance the effect will be beneficial. Significance
annot be avoided by terming an action temporary or by breaking it down into small component parts.

you answer ANY of the below questions "yes” then contact the State Environmental Liaison as there may be extraordinary

ircyumstar&cas and sianificance issues to consider and a site specific NEPA analvsis mav be reouired.
es [o]

Is the preferred alternative expected to cause significant effects on public health or safety?

Is the preferred alternative expected to significantly affect unique characteristics of the geographic area such as
proximity to historic or cultural resources, park lands, prime farmlands, wetiands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically
critical areas?

Are the effects of the preferred alternative on the quality of the human environment likely to be highly controversial?

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019



Does the preferred alternative have highly uncertain effects or involve unique or unknown risks on the human
environment?

Does the preferred alternative establish a precedent for future actions with significant impacts or represent a decision in
principle about a future consideration?

Is the preferred alternative known or reasonably expected to have potentially significant environment impacts to the
quality of the human environment either individually or cumulatively over time?

Will the preferred alternative likely have a significant adverse effect on ANY of the special environmental concerns? Use
the Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheets to assist in this determination. This includes, but is not limited to, concerns such
as cultural or historical resources, endangered and threatened species, environmental justice, wetlands, floodplains,

coastal zones, coral reefs, essential fish habitat, wild and scenic rivers, clean air, riparian areas, natural areas, and
invasive species.

Will the preferred alternative threaten a violation of Federal, State, or local law or requirements for the protection of the
environment?

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019




. NEPA Compliance mng {check one)

e preferred alternative: Action required

R.1
Findings Documentation

R.2 (19) Undertaking minor agricultural practices to maintain and restore ecolegical conditions in floodplains after a natural disaster or
Abilicable Cat ical on lands impacted by human aiteration. Examples of these practices include: mowing, haying, grazing, fencing, offstream watering
pplicable Lategorica facilities, and invasive species control which are undertaken when fish and wildiife are not breeding, nesting, rearing young, or

Exclusion(s) during other sensitive timeframes
(more than one may apply)

7 CFR Part 650 Compliance (20) Implementing soil control measures on existing agricultural lands, such as grade stabilization structures (pipe drops), sediment
With NEPA , subpart 650.6 basins, terraces, grassed waterways, filter strips, riparian forest buffer, and critical area planting

Categorical Exclusions states

prior to determining that a

proposed action is categorically
excluded under paragraph (d) of
this section, the proposed action
must meet six sideboard criteria.
See NECH 610.116.

have considered the effects of the alternatives on the Resource Concerns, Economic and Social Considerations, Special
nvironmental Concerns, and Extraordinary Circumstances as defined by Agency regulation and policy and based on that made the
nding indicated above.

. Signature of Responsible Federal Official:

7947. Koptio e 12/3/2020

Signature Title Date

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019



ot o Agricutture WRCSCPASE|

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET |

il e N

D. Client's Objective(s) (purpose): NRDA BC 002
Improve widife habitat whie realizing short-lernvlong-lerm economical and
esihet cbenelts of forestediand

E. Need for Action: m

[The absence of proper forest No Action JIRMS [J Alternative 1 VitRMS [ Alternative 2 VifRMS [J
fnanagement increases he nsk [baanagement practices (e g . prescribed  [Prescribed burning of timber stand using
jp! catastrophic wldfires and urning. invasive speciecontcol proper  Jpractice 384 (Firebreak) and pracuce 338
yesulls in the degradation of ninn ng, elc ) Wil continue o not be (Prescribed Burning) will be implemented
Juistonically native ecosystems of mplemented. Site preperalion{490) will be /mp/emented
ot nsk, or threalened and I:omuoducc nalive [ongleaf Tree Shrub
jendangered wildiife speces Establishmeni(612)

= -
Resource Goncerns

n Section below, analyze, record, and address concerns {dentifie 0 e Resources Inventory process.
See FOTG Saction lli - Resource Planning Criterla for guidance).
F. Resource Concerns 5 of Alternatives
ind Existing/ Banchmark No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2
onditions Amount, Status, % Amount, Status, i Amount, Status, T
Analyze and record the Description does Description dova Description doas
xisting/benchmark Nor Nor NOT
nditions for each identified] (Document both short and ":c" {Document both short and ';‘c" {Document both short and ";c"
ncem) fong term impacts) long term impacts) long term Impacl!s)
IL: EROSION
0 re10UIce concern ldlﬂi’;td \
NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meel
PC PC PC
SO0IL: SOIL QUALITY DEGRADATION
INo 1e10urce concem identilied
NOT NOT NOT
meel meel meet
PC PC PC
NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meel
PC PC PC
ER: EXCE INSUFFICIENT WATER
INo 1880UICe Goncam idonkled
NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
in‘l'ER_: WATER QUALITY DEGRADATION
No 1830uice concem identliad
NOT NOT NOT
meet meetl meet
PC PC PC
NOT NOT NOT
meel meel meet
PC FC PC

NRCS-CPA-52. Apnil 2013




(=]

No Action — Alternative 1 “Alternative 2 |
Amount, Status, I Amount, Status, it Amount, Status, i
Description does Description does Description does
NOT NOT NOT
(Document both short and ";'c" {Document both short and ";;' (Document both short and ";:“
long term impacts) long term impacts) long term impacts)
No 6 concem identified
NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
a O d
NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
The lack of proper management Prescribed burning will reduce the
g will facilitate the continued accumulation of hazardous fuel
Ire suppression andior poor  laccymulation of excess ground loads. Fire breaks will be
hanagsment has °f"‘[°°””9;" and latter fuels that could lead to necessary to assure an prescribed
e accumulation of hitter an catastrophic stand fires. Jfire doesn't turn into an widfire.
herbaceous'shrubby fuels. NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC e
Natural regeneration of lobloily —] Establishment of containenzed r_- D
pines will occur resulting inlower | longlef will resultin highly
quality seedling as well as gum productive native forest. The
species establishing. Forest will NOT frorest can be managed for timber NOT NOT
not be properly managed meet bac well as wildiife and aesthetics. | meet meet
mmm—é B - -
Habitet degradation Cover Shelter
o = | O
NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
: DUCTION LIMITATION
d O 0
NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
O () 0
NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC FC
g
0 fesource concem idenbfied
j a O O
NOT NOT NOT
meet meel meet
PC PC PC
O (] O
NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
TJ'ack of management reduces tmber implemented praclices encourage a more
quantity and quality, thus profitability. productive, higher quality timber stand
and improves wildhfe/recreation potential,
bor [Cabor requirements are mnimat There will De an increase in Labor COsIs,
but will be offset by long-term profit
i sk isks include catastrophic loss due to Risks of catastrophic stand fires, disease,

wildfire, disease, pests, elc.

and pests are greatiy reduced.

NRCS-CPA-52. April 2013



e e s
Special Environmental Concer

n Section "G" complete and attach Environmental Procedures Guide
require a federal permit or consultation/coordination between the lead agency and another government agency. In these cases,
effects may need to be determined in consultation with another agency. Planning and practice implementation may proceed for

ns: Environmental Laws, Executive Orders, oilcles, etc.

eets for documentation as applicable. Items with a "e" may

practices not involved in consultation.
. Im nvironme oncems
No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2
Document all impacts b Document all impacts i Document ali impacts i
(Attach Guide Sheets as ""'d'l (Attach Guide Sheets as "‘"" (Attach Guide Sheets as """"
applicable) action applicable) action applicable) action
»Clean Air Act
Guide Sheet FS1 FS-2 INA 0 INA 0 M
roject area is not located within et
n EPA designated
onattainmenl area
»Clean Water Act / Waters of  |No Effect No Effect
he U.S, no action resuits in no effect [C] [Project will not directly impact a O 0O
Guide Sheet  Fact Sheet water of the U.S.
erenmal, interm ttent, and/or
phemeral streams within
roject area
#Coastal Zone Management
Guide Sheet  Fact Sheet [NA o Jva O 0
roject area is not lccated within
Coastal Zone Management
ora! Reefs
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet N'A NA 1
ons located in Project Area :] M O
#Cullural Resources / Histaric  [No Effect No Effect
roperties No action resuts in no effect [] [See Cultural Resource Review | O
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet form in Part 5 of Contract Folder
ee CR Review
sEndangered and Threatened |May Effect May Effect
pecies no action results in habitat [0 [Management practices will O O
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet |degradation improve habitat for at risk and
abitat of at-risk specie T&E species.
ncluding the Gepher Tortoise
nvironmental Justice iNo Effect |No Eftect
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Jno negative effects to low-income, & no negative effects to low-income, 0O 0
ow-income, minority and/or minonty and/or tribal populations minonty and/or tribal populations e
ribal populations may be in may be In proximity may be in proximity
roximity
eEssential Fish Habitat
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet IN'A ] IN/A ‘m 0O
one in Project Area =
Floodpiain Management
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet N/A m
one in Project Area O e O
nvasive Speces May Effect
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet fInvasive will likely continue to O Implemented practices will 0O O
pecies present spread mitigate identfied species
eMigratory Birds/Baid and fNo Effect |May Effect
solden Eag e Protection Act no action results in no effect [} |management actvities will be O O
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet conducted outside of primary
No observed nests nesting season, and any identified
nests vill be avoided
atural Areas
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet |N'A N/A
one in Project Area D F D [:]
rime and Unique Farmiands
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet [NA IN/A M
INon-cropland D — i_]
ipanan Area INo Effect INo Effect
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet |No action results |n no effect O management acl vit:es wi| not 0 D
andated SMZs on perennial affect riparian areas.
reams in place
cenic Beauty
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet |NA N/A
one in Project Area D 1 D D
sWetlands J
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet fN/A IN/A
fNone in Project Area U o O
leWild and Scenic Rivers
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet |NA O hN/A O 0

one in Project Area

NRCS-CPA-52. April 2013




s Wetiands No Effect No Effect
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet 0 Adverse effects to wetlands will be D D
Not present avoided. Beneficial effecls are
expected due to erosion control,
s Wild and Scenic Rivers NVA N/A
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet
Not present in planning area J D D
- Other Agencies and No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2
asements, Permissions, Public [Ncne No action required or anticipated
Review, or Permits Required However, the following may be consulted,
land Agencies Consulted if the need arises: ADEM for Clean Water
Act, US Fish & Wildiife Service for ESA,
umulative Effects Narrative Agricultural land in the walershed Action will result in the installation of
Describe the cumulative cumulatively impacts receiving conservation praclices that will improve
ympacts considered, including  jwalerbodies soil health, reduce sediment and animal
asi, present and known future [wastes entering watersheds.
E Mitigation one FNO Action Needed
Record aclions to avoid,
minimize, and compensate)
rzl. Preferred |V preferred ; 0
Iternative alternative C ot
Implementing conservation praclices
Supporting helps to improve and sustain the
reason resources
. Context (Record context of alternatives analysis) [local

he significance of an action must be analyzed in several contexts such as sociely as a whole (human, national), the affected region, the
ffected interests, and the locality.
. Determination of Signi.f.icance or Extraordinary Circumstances

Intensity: Refers to the severity of impact. Impacts may be both beneficial and adverse. A significant effect may exist even if the Federal
gency believes that on balance the effect will be beneficial. Significance cannot be avoided by terming an action temporary or by breaking it
own into small component parts.

If you answer ANY of the below questions "yes" then contact the State Environmental Liaison as there may be extraordinary

circumstances and significance issues to consider and a site specific NEPA analysis may be required.

Yes No

Is the preferred allernative expected to cause significant effects on public health or safety?

Is the preferred allernative expected to significantly affect unique characteristics of the geographic area such as proximity
to historic or cultural resources, park lands, prime farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically critical
areas?

Are lhe effects of the preferred alternative on the quality of the human environment Ilikely to be highly controversial?
Does the preferred alternative have highly uncertain effects or involve unique or unknown risks on the human
environment?

Does the preferred alternative establish a precedent for future actions with significant impacts or represent a decision in
principle about a future consideration?

Is the preferred alternative known or reasonably expected to have potentally significant environment Impacts to the qualily|
of the human environment either individually or cumulatively over time?

Will the preferred alternalive likely have a significant adverse effect on ANY of the special environmental concerns? Use
the Evaluation Pracedure Guide Sheets to assist in this determination This includes, but is not limited to, concerns such
as cultural or historical resources, endangered and threatened species, environmental justice, wetiands, floodplains,
coastal zones, coral reefs, essential fish habitat, wild and scenic rivers, clean air, riparian areas, natural areas, and
invasive species.

1 ¢ Will the preferred alternative threaten a violation of Federal, State, or local law or requirements for the protection of the

1?
best of E ata s I lete:
n lg:égsee wﬁer% 5“ slo‘m&& %grs'gg e.g? a%‘%‘ assm’n ";;Iasnﬁﬁfgu{ ‘y‘é‘r’é"n& %!3:? l%g first signature block and then NRCS s to sign the
econd block to verify the information's accuracy.

\M %d ) Program Assistant m\% ‘ ab\q
Sighatyre (TSP if applicable Title Date
Qw\ District Conservationist lO l 2 \ 90 \ q

~\/ Signature (NRCS) Title Dhte

LSS

(]
.

O00oO0 oo
=

18]
.

f preferred alternative is not a federal action where NRCS has control or responsibility and this NRCS-CPA-52 is shared with
omeone other than the client then indicate to whom this is being provided.

NRCS-CPA-52. April 2013



. NEPA Compliance Finding {check one

ject to NR

planning process.

control and responsibility (e.g., actions financed, funded, assisted, conducted, regulated, or
approved by NRCS). These actions do not include situations in which NRCS is only providing technical assistance because NRCS cannot

ontrol what the client ultimately does with that assistance and situations where NRCS is making a technical determination (such as Farm Bill
EL or wetland determinations) not associated with the

The preferred aiternative: Action required
. 2 Document in "R.1" below.
O 1) is not a federal action where the agency has control or responsibility. No additional analysis is required
2) is a federal action ALL of which is categorically excluded from further environmental Document in "R.2" below
a 38?'%'5 AND there are no extraordinary circumstances as identified in Section No additional analysis is required
3) is a federal action that has been sufficiently analyzed in an existing Agency state, g
: : S Document in "R.1" below.
regngnal, or national NEPA document ar)d there are no predicted significant adverse_ No additional analysis is required.
environmental effects or extraordinary circumstances.
4} is a federal action that has been sufficiently analyzed in another Federal agency's :
NEPA document (EA or EIS) that addresses the proposed NRCS action and its' effects C_oplacl thelState Environmental
X : .1 .1 |LiaisON for list of NEPA documents
0 and has been formall t S NRCS is required to prepare and publish its ity ailooien and avallaiss for
own Finding of No Significant impact for an EA or Record of Decision for an EIS when tiering ygozsment i .'.; 1"ab;°“o’
’a::cx:;nng another agency’s EA or EIS document. (Note: This box is not applicable to No additional analysis is required
5) is a federal action that has NOT been sufficiently analyzed or may involve predicted  |Contact the State Environmental
a significant adverse environmental effects or extraordinary circumstances and may Liaison. Further NEPA analysis
require an EA or EIS. required.

IR. Rationale Supporting theﬂndlng

R.1 Environmenta!l Qualily Incentives Program, Natural Resources Conservation Service, Environmental Assessment, March 2016

Findings Documentation

2

pplicable Categorical
xclusion(s)
more than one may apply)

7 CFR Part 650 Complance

ith NEPA , subpart 650 6
alegorical Exclusions states
pricr lo determining that a
oposed action is categoncally
cluded under paragraph (d) of
his saction, the proposed action
must meet six sideboard critena

| have considered the effects of the alternatives on the Resource Concerns, Economic and Social Considerations, Special
Environmental Concerns, and Extraordinary Circumstances as defined by Agency regulation and policy and based on that made the

finding indicated above

Signature

S. Signature of Respo 1bleFeder | Official:

District Conservationist

Title

0(8 |q01

Date

Additional notes

Delete Note if not relevant

The Protracts application ranking tool linked HUA & water well to Inefficient use of Irrigation Water, which are not appropriate and, therefore,
are not listed in Section F. The correct resource concerns for these practices are Degraded Plant Condition and Water Quality.

NRCS-CPA-52. April 2013
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USDA
s

NRCS-CPA-52
4/2013

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET

Program Authority (optional):

B. Conservation Plan ID # (as applicable):

ID. Client's Objective(s) (purpose):

hDecrease wind, sheet and reel erosion.

improve soil quality and health in row crop fields Improve soil nutrients with an organic alternative,

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

E. Need for Action: [F. Aiternatives
Improve soil nutrient levels, soil health and water quality. No Action VifRMS [ | § Alternative 1 VifRMS [ ] Alternative 2 Vif RMS
Cropland is seasons when a cash crop couid [Install practices to promote healthier soils
not grow is more likely to be a victim to wind, Jand water in cropland fields with Cover Crop
sheet or reel erosion. Bare ground cover (340)
could deplete the soils without any type of
forage and will negatively affect the soils
characteristics. Aslo, during this time frame
Resource Concerns
VI —x=
"In Section ""F"" below, analyze, record, and address concerns identified through the Resources Inventory process.
(See FOTG Section lIl - Resource Planning Criteria for guidance). "
F. Resource Concerns and Existingl Ji. Effects of Alternatives
Benchmark Conditions No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2
(Analyze and record the existing/benchmark - P - A ¢ Stiitis. D bt A . i
iti : i moun atus, Description moun atus, Description moun us, Description
conditions for each identified concern) ’ J Y P d ’ P i aons ) g oy i doss)
NOT NOT NOT
(Document both short and 1ong | meet pc | (Document both short and 10ng | meet pc| (Pocument both short and 10ng | meet pC
term impacts) term impacts) term impacts)
SOIL: EROSION .

IShnt. Rill & Wind Erosion - Crop L [_ D
Not a Resource Concern. Erosion is less than T on alt NOT NOT NOT
fields

meet meet meet
PC PC PC

[Concentrated Flow - Ephemeral Gully Erosion - Crop I_ l; [_
Not a Resource Concem. Ephemeral gullies are not NOT NOT NOT
occurring. meet meet meet

PC PC PC
Concentrated Flow - Classic Gully Erosion- Crop L_ L_ l_
|Not a Resource Concern. Classic gullies are not present. NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Excessive Bank Erosion - Crop I_ L [__
Not a Resource Concern. Streams, shgrellnes or water NOT NOT NOT
conveyance channels are not on or adjacent to cropland
field(s) meet meet meet
: PC PC PC
SOIL: SOIL QUALITY DEGRADATION
|subsidence - Crop ] B ]
[Not a Resource Concem. Histosols are not present. NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
[Compaction - Crop D D [_.
Not a Resource Concem. Soil compaction is not a
N
problem AND activities do not cause soil compaction af Rl ey
blems meet meet meet
problems. PC PC PC

I-Organlc matter depletion - Crop |Bare grounds in cropland fields will E] Cover crop will be planted during D L
Not a Resource Concarn. SCI is positive continue to be a victim of wind, seasons that a cash crop is not

po — sheet and reel erosion wisth nothing | NOT growing reducing erosion. A cover | NOT NOT
to hold soils in place during the meet Yerop will also add natural nutrients | meet meet

I g 4 2 : i PC PC

Concentration of salts or other chemicals - Crop !_ L.J
No'F g Fjesolur.ce Con::ern. Activities do not cause NOT NOT NOT
salinity/sodicity problems. meet meet meet
PC PC PC_

NRCS-CPA-52,

April 2013

Page 1
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WATER: EXCESS /INSUFFICIENT WATER'

Excess {Ponding, flooding | high water table, seeps,
Imd drifted snow) - Crop E’ D :]
Not a Resource Concern. Ponding. flooding, and NOT NOT NOT
seasonal high water tables are not a problem and meet meet meet
activities do not cause excess water problems. PC PC PC
Insufficient (Inefficlent moisture management) - Crop j D :
Not a Resource Concern. Activities do not cause NOT NOT NOT
insufficient moisture management problems. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
WATER: WATER QUALITY DEGRADATION
Excess nutrients in surface and ground waters - Crop D D
Nutrient amendments are being applied according to soil
test recommendations; however conservation practices NOT( :\STt :S;
are NOT in place to minimize surface and ground water n:,e: Pg PC
impacts.
Pesticides transported to surface and ground waters - Crop ‘z] rj D
Conservation practices and managements ARE NOT in
place to minimize surface/ground water impacts. NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Excess pathogens and chemicals from manure, bio-solids or [j j I—I
Icompost applications - Crop
INot a Resource Concern. Potential sources of pathogens NOT NOT NOT
or pharmaceuticals are not applied on the land. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
lExcesslvc salts In surface and ground waters - Crop [: I_‘] D
Not a Resource Concern. Activities do not contribute to NOT NOT NOT
excess salt concerns. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Petroleum, heavy metals, and other pollutants transported to
receiving water sources - Crop D [:“] j
Not a Resource Concern. Activities do not present the NOT NOT NOT
potential for contamination by petroleum, heavy metals, meet meet meet
and other pollutants. PC PC PC
IExcesslve sediment in surface waters - Crop D E ::]
WNot a Resource Concern, The water erosion rate is s T. NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
levated water temperature - Crop :] D ::]
fNoct a Resource Concern. Water course temperature is NOT NOT NOT
not a concem. meet meet meet
joTal [aTal foTal
AIR: AIR QUALITY IMPACTS
Emissions of Particulate Matter (PM) and PM Precursors -
Crop D m E
INot a Resource Concem. Particulate matter emissions NOT NOT NOT
are managed to meet Client's objectives. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Emissions of Greenhouse Gases f(-;HGs) - Crop D D D
th:,o:'1 ae :t::s?u;tc'e ‘?;:Srr; GHG emissions are managed NOT NOT NOT
A oRIacvos: meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Emissions of Ozone Precursors - Crop [: D D
Not a Resource Concem. Opleralions ARE present that NOT NOT NOT
produce ozone precursor emissions but they are
ey meet meet meet
fmanaged to meet Client's objectives. pC PC PC
Objectionable odors - Crop [: O D
—
Nrc;tda:I ?es:lurcs (r:‘oglcerr;. l:ctivi!ies do not occur that NOT NOT NOT
p e objectionable odors. N e Tiaet
PC PC PC

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013
Page 2
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Undesirable plant productivity and heaith - Crop
Plant production and heaith is a concern of the client,
: NOT NOT NOT
Plants DO NOT meet production goals. meet Mot Hiaet
PC PC PC
xcessive plant pest pressure - Crop D M U
Not a Resource Concern. Pest damage to plants are
BELOW economic and environmental thresholds AND NOT NOT NOT
client identified criteria and plant pests, including noxious meet mest meet
and invasive species are managed to meet client PC PC PC
objectives.
Wildfire hazard ive bl accumulation - Crop D D D
INot a Resource Concern. Wildfire hazard is not a NOT NOT NOT
concem. meet meet meet
PC PC PC

ANIMALS: INADEQUATE HABITAT /FISH & WILDLIFE

ANIMALS: LIVESTOCK PRODUCTION LIMITATION

ENERGY: INEFFICIENT ENERGY USE

Equipment and facilities - Crop D I: D
e st
[feprving.aquipmont ’ L v meet meet meet
MoRES: PC pC PC
Farming/ranching practices and field operations - Crop
r
O O O

Not a Resource Concem. Client is not interested in NOT NOT NOT
improving farming practices and field operations to meet meet meet
reduce energy usage. PC PC PC

IHUMAN: ECONOMIC & SOCIAL CONSIDERATIONS

Capital No increase in Capital requirements

sufficient capital for farm operation and conservation
implementation

Capital Requirements will increase short
term due to acquisition of specialized
equipment

Capital Requirements will increase short term
due to acquisition of specialized equipment

Il.abor No increase in Labor increase. more intensive soil sampling increase: more intensive soil sampling

Jlabor level average for farms in the area i

IManagemem Level lNo increase in management lincrease: must leam new technology and increase: must learn new technology and
maintenance maintenance

lﬂanagement level average for farms in the area

fProfitability
|Proﬁ!abimy limited due to excess fertilizer/pesticide use

IT’roﬁtability will continue to be limited

Short term loss in profitability acquiring
equipment; however long term increase as

Short term loss in profitability acquiring
equipment; however long term increase as
less fertilizer/pesticides will be purchased and
yields may increase.

Risk With no action, risk level will remain,

High risk for water contamination and subsequent health
effects on humans

less fertilizer will be purchased and yields
may increase.

Risk reduced as result of reduction in nutrient|Risk reduced as result of reduction in

runoff/leaching potential.

nutrient/pesticide runofflleaching potential.

JPublic Health and Safety

lPoten(ial of offsite contamination by nutrients/pesticides.

With no action, Negative effects for the client
and/or community may result due to offsite
contamination by nutrients/pesticides.

community. No hazards have been identified.

[Effects will be positive on the client and |Effects will be positive on the client and

community. No hazards have been identified.

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013
Page 3
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E. gpecial Environmental Concerns J. Impacts to Special Environmental Concerns
l(Document existing/ benchmark conditions) No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2
Document all impacts o Document all impacts Jit Document all impacts it
(Attach Guide Sheets as needs (Attach Guide Sheets as needs (Attach Guide Sheets as needs
applicable) further applicable) further applicable) further
action action acton
oClean Air Act
Guide Sheet FS1 FS-2 {Not applicable D INot applicable D INot applicable D
No Nonattainment or Maintenance areas designated for needs needs needs
non-attainment of air quality standards AND there are no further further further
; i action action -action |
eClean Water Act/ Sec 404 Waters of the U.S. D D D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet {Not applicable Not applicable {Not applicable
No waters of the U.S. present in the planning area. needs needs needs
further further further
action action action |
sClean Water Act / Sec 303 Impaired Waters [—_—] D D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet INot applicable ot applicable WNot applicable
No “impaired"’ waters listed under Section 303(d) of the needs needs needs
CWA are located in the planning area. Source: further further further
i action action action |

oClean Water Act / Sec 402 National Pollutant
Discharge Elimination

O

O

d

ﬂlhat nearly eliminates run-off and
ieaching potential.

Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable |Not applicable |Not applicable
No point-source discharges occur in planning area based needs needs needs
on planner observation of field conditions. further further further
action action action |
eCoastal Zone Management D D D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet INot applicable {Not applicable |Not applicable
INo Coastal Zone Management Areas are in the planning needs needs needs
area (above 10ft elevation). Source: ACAMP further further further
action action action |
Coral Reefs D D D
Gulde Sheet Fact Sheet ﬂNot applicable Not applicable INot applicable
No coral reefs or associated water bodies are present in needs needs needs
the planning area. further further further
aclion action action |
oCultural Resources / Historic Properties No Effect No Effect D No Effect D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No "undertakings” with the potential D No "undertakings" with the potential |No “undertakings” with the potential
No cultural resources or historic properties are present in Jt0 cause effects to cultural needs |to cause effects to cultura! needs [0 cause effects to cultural resources| needs
the Area of Potential Effect. See documentation in case jresources or historic properties are | ;qner fresources or historic properies are | gyher for historic properties are planned. further
LLL planned. ion |planned. action action
eEndangered and Threatened Species No Effect No Effect D No Effect 0
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No Effect to at-risk species because No Effect to at-risk species because No Effect to at-risk species because
Wood Stork, Alabama Red-Bellied Turtle, and Eastern  JPlanning area is cropland, and not | eeqs Planning area is cropland, and not | 0eqg fPlanning area is cropland, and not | peeds
Indigo Snake based on USFWS IPaC report suitable habitat for said species. further Jsuitable habitat for said species. further Jsuitable habitat for said species further
action action action
Environmental Justice D D D
Guide Sheet |Not applicable Not applicable Not applicable
No low-income or minority populations or Indian Tribes needs needs needs
live in proximity to the planning area further further further
ion action |
eEssential Fish Habitat [May Efect 0 No Effect 0 INO Effect 0
Gulde Sheet Fact Sheet Client's actions may adversely Practices will not result in Practices will not result in
WNO EFH is present in or downstream of the planning affect EFH due to potential of run- | eays [disruptions or alterations that could | oeqs |disruptions or alterations that could | eeds
area. Source offileaching of excess nutrients. further j2dversely affect EFH because further |2dversely affect EFH because further
action [nutrients will be applied in a manner| ,qi0n |nutrientsipesticides will be applied in| ction

a manner that nearly eliminates run-
off and leaching potential.

Floodplain Management

a

LNot applicable

O

O

Guide Sheet Fact Sheet |Not applicable INot applicable
No 100-year floodplain present in the planning area. needs needs needs
Source: NEPAssist further further further
action action action |
Invasive Species D d D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet INot applicable |Not applicable {Not applicable
No invasive species are present or known to cccur in needs needs needs
proximity to the planning area. further further further
action action action

*Migratory Birds/Bald and Golden Eagle Protection
Act
Guide Sheet

Fact Sheet INot applicable INot applicable I'Not applicable
No habitat for migratory birds, bald or golden eagles is needs needs needs
present in the planning area because it is all annual further further further
action action !

O

O

O

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013
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Natural Areas

iNo« applicable

a

O

O

Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable Not applicable
There are no designated natural areas present in or near needs needs needs
the planning area. further further further
action action action |
Prime and Unigue Farmlands No Effect 0 No Effect 0 No Effect 0
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No effect due to no change in land No conversion of farmland to No conversion of farmland to
Prime Farmland map units are present in the planning ~ fuSe- needs Jnonagricullural use is pianned. needs |nonagricultural use is planned. needs
area, further further further
action_ action action |
Riparian Area
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet {Not applicable D Not applicable D Not applicable D
No ripanan areas are present in or near the planning needs needs needs
area. further further further
action action action
|scenic Beauty INo Effect | No Effect 0 No Effect 0
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No change from benchmark Planned practice(s) are typical for Planned practice(s) are typical for
Annual Cropland conditions. needs |the surrounding area and will blend | eeqs fthe surrounding area and will blend | noeds
further Jinto the scenic quality of the general | ¢,qner finto the scenic quality of the general | f,nher
action |landscape. action flandscape. action
sWetlands No Effect 0 No Effect 0 No Effect 0
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No impact to wetlands is expected No effect on wetlands in or near the No effect on wetlands in or near the

|No wetlands are present in or near the planning area,
Source:

without NRCS assistance.

needs
further
action

planning area is expected because
practices are only applied to active
cropland. Additionally, nutrients will
be applied in a manner that nearly
eliminates run-off and leaching
potential.

needs
further
action

planning area is expected because
Ipractices are only applied to active
cropland. Additionally, nutrients
Pesticides will be applied in a
manner that nearly eliminates run-off
|and leaching potential.

needs
further
action

*Wild and Scenic Rivers

Guide Sheet Fact Sheet
No Federal or State designated Wild, Scenic, or
Recreational river segments or rivers listed in the
Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI) are present in or near
the planning area.

INot applicable

O

needs
further
action

INot applicable

O

needs
further
action

Not applicable

O

needs
further
action

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013
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i nci nd Br Publi 0
i Other Agencles snd Broad Publle No Action Alternawve 1 Alternative 2

Concerns

Easements, Permissions, Public Review, or Permits INone Required |None Required INone Required

Required and Agencies Consulted.

Cumulative Effects Narrative (Descnbe the cumuative  fAgricultural land in the watershed Action will result in the installation of |Practices will reduce overapplication of

impacts considered, including past, present and known Jcumulatively umpacts receiving waterbodies |conservation practices that will improve scil |nutrients and pesticides limiting their potentiat

future actions regardless of who performed the actions) |health and reduce sediment entering for contamination,

watershed.

IL. Mitigation TNone rNone Thone

(Record actions to avoid, minimize, and compensate)

M. Preferred J }
preferred alternative v
Alternative (] O
none known Implementing conservation practices helps to jnone known
3 H "
Describe impacts (+ or -) on any resources not identified | roveiand sustols harescorons
above:
Bperator wishes to concentrate on nutrient management at this time, and work towards integrating Pest Management in the future.
Supporting reason
—

[N Context (Record context of alternatives analysis) Jlocal Jlocal |local

The significance of an action must be analyzed in several contexts such as society as a whole (human, national), the affected region, the affected interests, and the locality.

e N B e O [ e S e
0. Determination of Significance or Extraordinary (-:Ircumstances

Intensity: Refers to the severity of impact. Impacts may be both beneficial and adverse. A significant effect may exist even if the Federal agency believes that on balance
the effect will be beneficial. Significance cannot be avoided by terming an action temporary or by breaking it down into small component parts.
If you answer ANY of the below questions "yes" then contact the State Environmental Liaison as there may be extraordinary circumstances and significance
issues to consider and a site specific NEPA analysis may be required.

Yes
o Is the preferred alternative expected to cause significant effects on public health or safety?

o Is the preferred alternative expected to significantly affect unique characteristics of the geographic area such as proximity to historic or cultural
resources, park lands, prime farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically critical areas?

RO

o Are the effects of the preferred alternative on the quality of the human environment likely to be highly controversial?
* Does the preferred alternative have highly uncertain effects or involve unique or unknown risks on the human environment?

e Does the preferred alternative establish a precedent for future actions with significant impacts or represent a decision in principle about a future
consideration?

o Is the preferred alternative known or reasonably expected to have potentially significant environment impacts to the quality of the human environment
either individually or cumulatively over time?

I I Y o S
8 HEE

o Will the preferred alternative likely have a significant adverse effect on ANY of the special environmental concerns? Use the Evaluation Procedure
Guide Sheets to assist in this determination. This includes, but is not fimited to, concerns such as cultural or historical resources, endangered and
threatened species, environmental justice, wetlands, floodplains, coastal zones, coral reefs, essential fish habitat, wild and scenic rivers, clean air,
riparian areas, natural areas, and invasive species.

S|

O o Will the preferred alternative threaten a violation of Federal, State, or local law or requirements for the protection of the environment?

P. To the best of my knowledge, the data shown on this form is accurate and complete:
In the case where a non-NRCS person (e.g. a TSP) assists with planning they are to sign the first signature block and then NRCS is to sign the second block to verify the
information's accuracy.

Signature (TSP if applicable) ,D R Q_%T itle Date
(e m Y
/0 ,S‘tﬂl’ Conservationist LQ’ aa / QGQ O
LAY Title Date

If preferred alternative is not a federal action where NRCS has control or responsibility and this NRCS-CPA-52 is shared with someone other than the client then
indicate to whom this is being provided.

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013 EEPT3-03192018
Page 6




The following se. .ns are to be completed by the ResponsiB. .-ederal Official (RFO
if the action is subject to control and responsibility (e.g., actions financed, funded, assisted, conducted, regulated, or approved by hese
actions do not include situations in which NRCS is only providing technical assistance because NRCS cannot control what the client ultimately does with that asssslance and
situations where NRCS is making a technical determination (such as Farm Bill HEL or wetland determinations) not associated with the planning process.

5. NEPA Compliance l?inding (check one)
The preferred alternative: Action required

Document in "R.1" below.

O 1) is not a federal action where the agency has control or responsibility. No additional analysis is required

0 2) is a federal action ALL of which is categorically excluded from further environmental analysis AND there are [Document in "R.2" below.
no extraordinary circumstances as identified in Section "O". No additional analysis is required
3) is a federal action that has been sufficiently analyzed in an existing Agency state, regional, or national NEPA [Document in "R.1" below.
document and there are no predicted significant adverse environmental effects or extraordinary circumstances. No additional analysis is required.

Contact the State Environmental
Liaison for list of NEPA documents
formally adopted and available for
tiering. Document in "R.1" below.
No additional analysis is required

4) is a federal action that has been sufficiently analyzed in another Federal agency's NEPA document (EA or EIS)
B that addresses the proposed NRCS action and its' effects and has been formally adopted by NRCS. NRCS is

required to prepare and publish its own Finding of No Significant Impact for an EA or Record of Decision for an EIS
when adopting another agency's EA or EIS document. (Note: This box is not applicable to FSA)

Contact the State Environmental
Liaison. Further NEPA analysis
required.

[im 5) is a federal action that has NOT been sufficiently analyzed or may involve predicted significant adverse
environmental effects or extraordinary circumstances and may require an EA or EIS.

IR. Rationale Supporting the Finding

R.1 Environmental Quality Incentives Pregram, Natural Resources Conservation Service, Environmental Assessment, March 2016
Findings Documentation

R.2

Applicable Categorical Exclusion(s)
(more than one may apply)

7 CFR Part 650 Compliance With NEPA, subpart 650.6
Categorical Exclusions states prior to determining that a

proposed action is categorically excluded under
|paragraph (d) of this section, the proposed action must
meet six sideboard criteria. See NECH 610.116.

| have considered the effects of the alternatives on the Resource Concerns, Economic and Social Considerations, Special Environmental Concerns, and
Extraordinary Circumstances as defined by Agency regulation and policy and based on that made the finding indicated above.

S. Signature of Responsible Federal Official:

N m e Distetconseratonist {5 [93 ) 30O

Signature Title Date

Additional notes

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013 EEPT3-03192018
Page 7



USDA

—_————

ONRCS

NRCS-CPA-52

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET

412013

a clenttame:

Program Authority (optional):

B. Conservation Plan ID # (as applicable):

ID‘ Client's Objective(s) (purpose):

Decrease wind, sheet and reel erosion.

Improve soil quality and health in row crop fields. Improve soil nutrients with an organic alternative.

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

IE. Need for Action:

3 Alternatives

Improve soil nutrient levels, soil health and water quality. No Action vifRMS [ ] Alternative 1 VifRMS | ] Alternative 2 v if RMS
Cropland is seasons when a cash crop could JInstall practices to promote healthier soils
not grow is more likely to be a victim to wind, Jand water in cropland fields with Cover Crop
sheet or reel erosion. Bare ground cover (340)
could deplete the soils without any type of
forage and will negatively affect the soils
characteristics. Aslo, during this time frame
Resource Concerns
DRI R = T
"In Section ""F"" below, analyze, record, and address concerns identified through the Resources Inventory process.
(See FOTG Section Il - Resource Planning Criteria for guidance). "
=
F. Resource Concerns and Existing/ Ji. Effects of Alternatives
Benchmark Conditions No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2
(Analyze and record the existing/benchmark A 1. Status. D - A COAGEL ol - I ot
e i i moun atus, Description moun atus, Description moun us, Description
conditions for each identified concern) ' PR dit doee ' ' T ’ ' PO Lt dond
NOT NOT NOT
(Document both short and long | eet pe | (Document both short and 1ong | meet pc | (Document both short and fong | meet pc
term impacts) term impacts) term impacts)
SOIL: EROSION
lShm, Rill & Wind Erosion - Crop l J ’_’ D
;4;; a Resource Concemn. Erosion is less than T on all NOT NOT NOT
hoKs meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Concentrated Flow - Ephemeral Gully Erosion - Crop L' L _]
Not a Resource Concemn. Ephemeral gullies are not NOT NOT NOT
occurring. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Concentrated Flow - Classic Gully Erosion- Crop i_ [: _]
Not a Resource Concern. Classic gullies are not present. NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
|Excessive Bank Erosion - Crop : D :]
Not a Resource Concern. Streams, shprehnes or water NOT NOT NOT
conveyance channels are not on or adjacent to cropland
Ireids) meet meet meet
: PC PC PC
SOIL: SOIL QUALITY DEGRADATION
Subsidence - Crop N U :]
Not a Resource Concern. Histosols are not present. NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC £C
Compaction - Crop : : ] O B
et D e e
prob|ems P meet meet meet
P : PC PC PC
Organic matter depletion - Crop Bare grounds in cropland fields will L Cover crop will be planted during E :]
Not a Resource Concern. SCIis positive - continue to be a victim of wind, seasons that a cash crop is not
sheet and reel erosion wisth nothing | NOT fgrowing reducing erosion. A cover | NOT NOT
to hold soils in place during the meet lerop will also add natural nutrients meet meet
a PC p : PC PC
[Concentration of salts or other chemicals - Crop ] | O
No! a‘ Reso_urpe Concern. Activities do not cause NOT NOT NOT
salinity/sodicity problems. meet mest meet
pC 2c PC
EEPT3-03192018
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MATER: EXCESS / INSUFFICIENT WATER

[Excess (Ponding, flooding, seasonal high water table, seeps, —
s h h 1
and drifted snow) - Crop L’ D D
Not a Resource Concern. Ponding, flooding, and NOT NOT NOT
seasonal high water tables are not a problem and meet meet meet
activities do not cause excess water problems. PC PC PC
Insufficient (Inefficient moisture management) - Crop =l O O
Net a Rescurce Concem. Activities do not cause NOT NOT NOT
insufficient moisture management problems. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
ATER: WATER QUALITY DEGRADATION
d ground wate op E D D
Nutrient am i i i i
utrient a endmgnts ?re being applied acFordlng t_o soil NOT NOT NOT
test recommendations; however conservation practices 1 et meet
are NOT in place to minimize surface and ground water "‘Peg ":C ae
impacts.
Conservation practices and managements ARE NOT in
place to minimize surface/ground water impacts. NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
|Excoss pathogens and chemicals from manure, bio-solids or
icompost applications - Crop D [—] D
Not a Resource Concern. Potential sources of pathogens NOT NOT NOT
or pharmaceuticals are not applied on the land. meet meet meet
PC PC i
(3 Ive salts in surface and ground - Crop I:] D D
Not a Resource Concern. Activities do not contribute to NOT NOT NOT
excess salt concerns. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Petroleurn, hca\;y metals, and other pollutants transported to -
Fecelving water sources - Crop L] D [—J
Not a Resource Concem. Activities do not present the NOT NOT NOT
potential for contamination by petroleum, heavy metals, meet meet meet
land other pollutants. PC PC PC
le ive sediment in surface waters - Crop O [] |
Not a Resource Concern. The water erosion rate is s T. NOT NOT NOT
meet meel meet
PC _PC PC
|Elevated water temperature - Crop [:_} D D
Not a Resource Concern. Water course temperature is NOT NOT NOT
not a concern meet meet meet
o W\ or
AIR: AR QUALITY IMPACTS -
Emissions of Particulate Matter (PM) and PM Precursors -
A O a |
Not a Resource Concern. Particulate matter emissions NOT NOT NOT
are managed to meet Client's objectives. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
[Emissions of Greenhouse Gases (GHGS) - Crop 0 O O
Not a Resource Concemn. GHG emissions are managed NOT NOT NOT
to meet Client's objectives. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Emissions of Ozone Precursors - Crop E D D
Not a Resource Concern. Operations ARE present that NOT NOT NOT
produce ozone precursor emissions but they are meat meet meet
managed to meet Client's objectives. PC pPC P
[Objectienable odors - Crop [ U O
Not a Resource Concern. Activities do not occur that NOT NOT NOT
produce objectionable odors. act meet meet
PC PC PC

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013
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Plant produ:go: and heal:’m a conclem of the client. NOT NOT NOT
Plants DO meet production goals. mest meet R
PC PC PC

Excessive plant pest pressure - Crop [‘_J D E]
Not a Resource Concern. Pest damage to plants are

BELOW eclonomlf: ar_ld environmental ‘hresho!ds ANI;) NOT NOT NOT
client ider?tuﬁed criteria and plant pests, |mluqnng noxious meet meet meet
and invasive species are managed to meet client pC PC PC
objectives.
|Wildfire hazard, ive bi lation - Crop E [-J D
Not a Resource Concern. Wildfire hazard is not a NOT NOT NOT
concern. meet meet meet

PC PC PC

pearonen

ANIMALS: INADEQUATE HABITAT /FISH & WILDLIFE

ANIMALS: LIVESTOCK PRODUCTION LIMITATION .

ENERGY: INEFFICIENT ENERGY USE

Equipment and facllities - Crop D ™ D
!\Jot a Besourc'e CO:tcerr; fCl|elr:l is ?ot:;terested in NOT NOT NOT
improving equipment and facilities to reduce energy I hast meet
"_‘iage' PC PC PC
Farming/ranching practices and field operations - Crop [: [: D
Not a Resource Concern. Client is not interested in NOT NOT NOT
|improving farming practices and field operations to meet meet meet
reduce energy usage. PC PC PC

|HUMAN: ECONOMIC & SOCIAL CONSIDERATIONS

Capital

INo increase in Capital reguirements

sufficient capital for farm operation and conservation
implementation

Capital Requirements will increase short
term due to acquisition of specialized
equipment

Capital Requirements will increase short term
due to acquisition of specialized equipment

Labor

[No increase in Labor

labor ievel average for farms in the area

increase: more intensive soil sampling

Jincrease: more intensive soil sampling

Management Level

No increase in management

Imanagement level average for farms in the area

increase: must learn new technology and
maintenance

increase: must leam new technology and
maintenance

Profitability

Profitability will continue to be limited

Profitability limited due to excess fertilizer/pesticide use

Short term loss in profitability acquiring
equipment; however long term increase as
less fertilizer will be purchased and yields
may increase.

WShort term loss in profitability acquiring

equipment; however long term increase as
less fertilizer/pesticides will be purchased and
yields may increase.

|

Risk

With no action, risk level will remain

High risk for water contamination and subsequent health
effects on humans

Risk reduced as result of reduction in nutrient
runoff/leaching potential.

Risk reduced as resuit of reduction in
nutrient/pesticide runofflleaching potential.

Public Health and Safety

Potential of offsite contamination by nutrients/pesticides.

contamination by nutrients/pesticides.

With no action, Negative effects for the clie
and/or community may result due to offsite

nt

=T

Effects will be positive on the client and
community. No hazards have been identified.

[Effects will be positive on the client and
community. No hazards have been identified.

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013
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G. Special Environmental Concerns _&Lnl Tmpacts to Special Environmental Concerns

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013
Page 4

(Document existing/ benchmark conditions) ternative 1 Alternative 2
Document all impacts Vit Document all impacts Jif Document all impacts ' i
(Attach Guide Sheets as needs (Attach Guide Sheets as needs (Attach Guide Sheets as nesds
applicable) further applicable) further applicable) further
action action action
oClean Air Act
Guide Sheet FS1 FS-2 INot applicable O Not applicable 0 Not applicable 0
INo Nonattainment or Maintenance areas designated for needs needs needs
non-attainment of air quality standards AND there are no further further further
Class 1 areas nearby, Source. NEPASSISL ion i :
oClean Water Act / Sec 404 Waters of the U.S. [—] ] [-]
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet {Not applicable ot applicable INot applicable .
No waters of the U.S. present in the planning area. needs needs needs
further further further
sClean Water Act / Sec 303 Impaired Waters D D D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet INot applicable Not applicable INot applicable
No “impaired” waters listed under Section 303(d) of the needs needs needs
CWA are located in the planning area. Source: further further further
Cl ‘w Act/S 02 National Poli ; : :
oClean Water Act/ Sec 4 tional Pollutant
Discharge Elimination D D D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable {Not applicable INot applicable
No point-source discharges occur in planning area based needs needs needs
lon planner observation of field conditions. further further further
5 i 2
eCoastal Zone Management
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet JNot applicable O INot applicable o ot applicable .
No Coastal Zone Management Areas are in the planning needs needs needs
area (above 10ft elevation). Source: ACAMP further further further
; R 2
Coral Reefs
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable D Not applicable [—] INot applicable D
No coral reefs or associated water bodies are present in needs needs needs
|the planning area. further further further
{ _action |
eCultural Resources / Historic Properties No Effect No Effect No Effect
O : I p——
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No "undertakings” with the potential No “undertakings” with the potential No "undertakings" with the potential
No cultural resources or historic properties are present in {t0 cause effects to cultural needs {to cause effects to cuitural needs |to cause effects to cultural resources| needs
the Area of Potential Effect. See documentation in case resour(;es or historic properties are | funher rc:sour(;es or historic properties are | fyher jOr historic properties are planned. further
planned. ion jPlannes i —_ i
eEndangered and Threatened Species No Effect No Effect D o Effect D
Guide Shoet Fact Sheet No Effect to at-risk species because o Effect to at-risk species because Effect to at-risk species because
\Wood Stork, Alabama Red-Bellied Turtle, and Eastern  [Planning area is cropland, and not | neeqs fplanning areais cropland, and not | eeqds fPlanning area is cropland, and not | needs
Indigo Snake based on USFWS IPaC report suitable habitat for said species. further Jsultable habitat for said species. further Jsuitable habitat for said species. further
. action action action
Environmental Justice [“] L] J D
Guide Sheet Not applicable - Not applicable Not applicable
No low-income or minority populations or Indian Tribes needs needs needs
live in proximity to the planning area. further further further
eEssential Fish Habitat ay Effect 0 No Effect 0 No Effect ]
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet lient's actions may adversely Practices will not result in Practices will not result in
No EFH is present in or downstream of the planning affect EFH due to potential of run- | peegs disruptions or alterations that could | ,caqs [disruptions or alterations that could | needs
area. Source offleaching of excess nutrients further Jedversely affect EFH because further Jadversely affect EFH because further
o action Jnutrients will be applied in a manner | 4o4ion fnutnentsipesticides will be applied in| ction
hat nearly eliminates run-off and a manner that nearly eliminates run-
leaching potential. off and leaching potential.
Floodplain Management
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable r—] iNo( applicable D INot applicable D
No 100-year floodplain present in the planning area. needs needs needs
Source: NEPAssist further further further
: s f
I Species [ d ]
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet rNot applicable INot applicable FNot applicable
No invasive species are present or known to occur in needs needs needs
proximity to the planning area. further further further
action action action
«Migratory Birds/Bald and Golden Eagle Protection D D [:]
Act
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet INot applicable INot applicable Not applicable
No habitat for migratory birds, bald or goiden eagles is needs needs needs
present in the planning area because it is all annual further further further
Lmnland action action action |
EEPT3-03192018



Natural Areas

O

INot applicable

O

a

Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable Not applicable
There are no designated natural areas present in or near needs needs needs
the planning area, further further further
action action i
Prime and Unique Farmiands TN° Effect O No Effect 0 No Effect 0O
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No effect due to no change in land No conversion of farmland to No conversion of farmland to
Prime Farmland map units are present in the planning use. needs |nonagricultural use is planned. needs Jnonagricultural use is planned. needs
area. further further further
action action action |
Riparian Area U D D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet |Not applicable |Not applicable Not applicable
No riparian areas are present in or near the planning needs needs needs
area. further further further
action action action
IScenic Beauty No Effect 0 No Effect D No Effect D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No change from benchmark Planned practice(s) are typical for Planned practice(s) are typical for
Annual Cropland conditions needs |the surrounding area and will blend | peeqs Jthe surrounding area and will blend needs
further Jinto the scenic quality of the general | f,tner finto the scenic quality of the general | f,her
action |'andscape action flandscape. action
sWetlands No Effect l: No Effect D No Effect D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No impact to wellands is expected No effect on wetlands in or near the No effect on wetlands in or near the
[No wetlands are present in or near the planning area.  [Without NRCS assistance, needs [planning area is expected because | peeqs JPlanning area is expected because | peeds
Source: further [Practices are only applied to active | f,4her fPractices are only applied to active further
action [cropland. Additionally, nutrients will | action fcropland. Additionally, nutrients. action
be applied in a manner that nearly Pesticides will be applied ina
eliminates run-off and leaching manner that nearly eliminates run-off
potential. and leaching potential.
+Wild and Scenic Rivers D D D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet |Not applicable [Not applicable {Not applicable
No Federal or State designated Wild, Scenic, or needs needs needs
Recreational river segments or rivers listed in the further further further
Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI) are present in or near action action action

the planning area.
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K. Other Agencies and Broad Public : 0

Concerns No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2
Easements, Permissions, Public Review, or Permts  INone Required None Required [None Required

Required and Agencies Consulted.

Cumulative Effects Narrative (Describe the cumulative  JAgricultural land in the watershed Action will result in the installation of Practices will reduce overapplication of
impacts consldered. ncluding past, present and known  Jcumulatively umpacts receiving waterbodies. Jconservation practices that will improve soil [nutrients and pesticides limiting their potential
rfuture actions regardless of who performed the actlons) |health and reduce sediment entering for contamination.

watershed.
L. Mitigation }None }None None
(Record actions to avoid, minimize, and compensate)
M. Preferred
. Preferre .
v preferred alternative J
Alternative i D O
none known implementing conservatlon practices helps tojnone known
Descnbe impacts (+ or -) on any resources not identified improve and sustain the resources
above
perator wishes o concenirate on nutrient management at this time, and work towards integratinngesl Management in the future.
Supporting reason
IN. Context (Record context of alternatives analysis) |local |local |local

The significance of an action must be analyzed in several contexts such as society as a whole (human, national), the affected region, the affected interests, and the locality.

0. Determination of Significance or Extraordinary Circumstances

Intensity: Refers to lhe severity of impact. Impacts may be both beneficial and adverse. A significant effect may exist even if the Federal agency believes that on balance
the effect will be beneficial. Significance cannot be avoided by terming an action temporary or by breaking it down into small component parts.

If you answer ANY of the below questions “yes” then contact the State Environmental Liaison as there may be extraordinary circumstances and significance
issues to consider and a site specific NEPA analysis may be required.

Yes No
M (7] o Is the preferred alterative expected to cause significant effects on public health or safety?
] [] o Is the preferfed allernative expected to signlificantly affect unique characteristics of the geographic area such as proximity to historic or cultural
= =2 resources, park lands, prime farmlands. wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically critical areas?
] (7] o Are the effects of the preferred alternative on the quality of the human environment likely to be highly controversial?
M) (7] o Does the preferred alternative have highly uncertain effects or involve unique or unknown risks on the human environment?
L] o Does the preferred allernative establish a precedent for future actions with significant impacts or represent a decision in principle about a fulure
consideralion?
] [7) o Is the preferred alternative known or reasonably expecled to have potentially significant environment impacts to the quality of the human environment

either individually or cumulatively over time?

O o Willthe preferred alternative likely have a significant adverse effect on ANY of the special environmental concerns? Use the Evaluation Procedure
Guide Sheets to assist in this determination. This includes. but is not limited to, concerns such as cultural or historical resources, endangered and
threatened species, environmental justice, wetlands, floodplains, coastal zones, coral reefs, essential fish habitat, wild and scenic rivers, clean air,
riparian areas, natural areas, and invasive species.

i) o Will the preferred alternative threaten a violation of Federal, State, or local law or requirements for the protection of the environment?

P. To the best of my knowledge, the data shown on this form is accurate and complete:
In the case where a non-NRCS person (e.g. a TSP) assists with planning they are to sign the first signature block and then NRCS is to sign the second block to verify the
information’s accuracy.

Signature (TSP if applicable) Title Date
; 1) (2|23 A0BC
Signature (NRCS) Title " Date

If preferred alternative is not a federal action where NRCS has control or responsibility and this NRCS-CPA-52 is shared with someone other than the client then
indicate to whom this is being provided.

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013 EEPT3-03192018
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| The following secti. s are to be completed by the Responsible  Jeral Official (RFO
N is the RFQ if the action is subject to NRCS control and responsibility {e.g., actions financed, funded, assisted, conducted, regulated, or approved by NRCS). These
actions do not include situations in which NRCS is only providing technical assistance because NRCS cannot control what the client ultimately does with that assistance and
situations where NRCS is making a technical determination (such as Farm Bill HEL or wetland determinations) not associated with the planning process.

5. EEPA Compllanceﬁndlng (check one)
The preferred alternative: Action required

Document in "R.1" below.

O 1) is not a federal action where the agency has control or responsibility. No addilional analysis is required
] 2) is a federal action ALL of which is categorically excluded from further environmental analysis AND there are [Document in “R.2" below.
no extraordinary circumstances as identified in Section "O". No additional analysis is required
3) is a federal action that has been sufficiently analyzed in an existing Agency state, regional, or national NEPA [Document in "R.1" below.
document and there are no predicted significant adverse environmental effects or extraordinary circumstances. No additional analysis is required.

Contact the State Environmental
Liaison for list of NEPA documents
formally adopted and available for
tiering. Document in "R.1" below.
No additional analysis is required

4) is a federal action that has been sufficiently analyzed in another Federal agency’s NEPA document (EA or EIS)
0 that addresses the proposed NRCS action and its' effects and has been formally adopted by NRCS. NRCS is

required to prepare and publish its own Finding of No Significant Impact for an EA or Record of Decision for an EIS
when adopting another agency’s EA or EIS document. {Note: This box is not applicable to FSA)

Contact the State Environmental
Liaison. Further NEPA analysis
required.

0O 5) is a federal action that has NOT been sufficiently analyzed or may involve predicted significant adverse
environmental effects or extraordinary circumstances and may require an EA or EIS.

IR. Rationale Supporting the Flndlng

R.1 Environmental Quality Incentives Program, Natural Resources Conservation Service, Environmental Assessment, March 2016
Findings Documentation

R.2
Applicable Categorical Exclusion(s)
{more than one may apply)

7 CFR Part 650 Compliance With NEPA, subpart 650.6
Categorical Exclusions states prior to determining that a
proposed action is categorically excluded under
paragraph (d) of this section, the proposed action must
meet six sideboard criteria. See NECH 610.116.

I have considered the effects of the alternatives on the Resource Concerns, Economic and Social Considerations, Special Environmental Concerns, and
Extraordinary Circumstances as defined by Agency regulation and policy and based on that made the finding indicated above.

S. Signature of Respdpsible Federal Official:

)‘)w i Disre et Cunsiéeuation7 é ‘22’2030

Signature Title Date
Additional notes

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013 EEPT3-03192018
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USDA

——e———

ONRCS

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET

NRCS-CPA-52
42013

A. Client Name:

B. Conservation Plan ID # (as applicable):

Program Authority (optional):

WD. Client's Objective(s) (purpose):

|Decrease wind, sheet and reel erosion.

improve soil quality and health in row crop fields. Improve soil nutrients with an organic alternative

C. ldentification # (farm, tract, field #, etc. as required):

E. Need for Action:

H. Alternatives

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013

Page 1

Improve soil nutrient levels, soil health and water quality. No Action VifRMS [ | Alternative 1 vifRMS [ ] Alternative 2 vV if RMS
Cropland is seasons when a cash crop could Jinstall practices to promote healthier soils
not grow is more likely to be a victim to wind, Jand water in cropland fields with Cover Crop
sheet or reel erosion. Bare ground cover (340)
could deplete the soils without any type of
forage and will negatively affect the soils
characteristics. Aslo, during this time frame
Resource Concerns
AL 5
"In Section ""F"" below, analyze, record, and address concerns identified through the Resources Inventory process.
(See FOTG Section lil - Resource Planning Criteria for guidance). "
F. Resource Concerns and Existing/ [i. Effects of Alternatives
Benchmark Conditions No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2
(Analyze and record the existing/benchmark N S ot A R — . T ot
¢ H i moun atus, Descr on moun atus, Desci on moun us, bescr on
conditions for each identified concern) ) ) P Vitdies ) ) P Gicioen ' g P Yif does
NOT NOT NOT
(Document both short and 10ng | meet pc| (Pocument both short and 1ong | meer pe| (Document both short and 1ong |mee pc
term impacts) term impacts) term impacts)
SOIL: EROSION
lShnt. RIll & Wind Erosion - Crop L E D
Not a Resource Concemn. Erosion is less than T on all NOT NOT NOT
fields meet meet meet
PC PC PC
IC ated Flow - Eph | Gully Erosion - Crop ] O L
[Not a Resource Concemn. Ephemeral gullies are not NOT NOT NOT
occurring. meet meet meet
PC PC e
Concentrated Flow - Classic Gully Erosion- Crop [_ :_. [_]
|Not a Resource Concem. Classic gullies are not present NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
IE:ccsslvo Bank Eroslon - Crop D L L_!
Not a Resource Concemn. Streams, shorelines or water NOT NOT NOT
conveyance channels are not on or adjacent to cropland meet e, meet
field(s). PC PC PC
SOIL: SOIL QUALITY DECRADATION
Subsidence - Crop D L_ U
INot a Resource Concem. Histosols are not present NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Compaction - Crop [:] D L_‘
Not a Resource Concem. Soil compactionis not a NOT NOT NOT
problem AND activities do not cause soil compaction meet meet meet
problems. pPC PC PC
Organic matter depletion - Crop IBare grounds in cropland fields will D Cover crop will be planted during L . D
|Not 2 Resource Concern. SCI is positive continue to be a victim of wind, seasons that a cash crop is not
= sheet and reel erosion wisth nothing | NOT larowing reducing erosion. A cover | NOT NOT
to hold soils in place during the meet ferop will also add natural nutrients | meet meet
Iseasnns a.cron is not growing PC_las thev decay in the soils (oraanic PC PC
IConcentration of salts or other chemicals - Crop D L_ L_l
Not a Resource Concern. Activities do not cause NOT NOT NOT
salinity/sodicity problems. meet meet meet
PC pC PC
EEPT3-03192018




VATER: EXCESS /INSUFFICIENT WATER

xcess (Ponding, flooding, seasonal high water table, seeps. !
nd drifted snow) - Crop ! [: D D
lot a Resource Concem. Ponding, flooding, and NOT NOT NOT
easonal high water tables are not a problem and meet meet meet
ctivities do not cause excess water problems. PC PC PC
sufficient (Inefficient molsture management) - Crop O O O
lot a Resource Concern. Activities do not cause NOT NOT NOT
'sufficient moisture management problems. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
VATER: WATER QUALITY DEGRADATION
Ixcess nulrients in surface and ground waters - Crop a O
iutrient amendments are being applied according to soil v
2st recommendations; however conservation practices NOTl NO;I; :OTt
re NOT in place to minimize surface and ground water ":g mPec Peg
npacts.
esticides transported 1o surface and ground waters - Crop D U
‘onservation practices and managements ARE NOT in
lace to minimize surface/ground water impacts. NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
xcess pathog and ch Is from bio-solids or B
ompost applications - Crop U D D
lot a Resource Concern. Potential sources of pathogens NOT NOT NOT
r pharmaceuticals are not applied on the land. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
salts in surface and ground waters - Crop D D [_]
‘ot a Resource Concem. Activities do not contnbute to NOT NOT NOT
xcess salt concemns. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
etroleum, heavy metals, and other pollutants transported to y
ecelving water sources - Crop ,:] U D
lot a Resource Concern. Activities do not present the NOT NOT NOT
otential for contamination by petroleum, heavy metals, meet meet meet
nd other pollutants. PC PC PC
dir in surface waters - Crop D D D
lot a Resource Concern. The water erosion rate is < T. NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
levated water temperature - Crop il 0O O
{ot a Resource Concern. Water course temperature is NOT NOT NOT
ot a concern meet meet meet
e~ nﬁ o
\IR: AIR QUALITY IMPACTS
missions of Particulate Matter (PM) and PM Precursors -
o O O O
{ot a Resource Concem. Particulate matter emissions NOT NOT NOT
rre managed to meet Client's objectives. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
‘missions of Greenhouse Gases (GHGs) - Crop 0 O O
{ot a Resource Concern. GHG emissions are managed NOT NOT NOT
2 meet Client's objectives. wisat meel meet
PC pPC £C
of Ozone Pr -Crop ] L] L]
lot a Resource Concern. Operations ARE present that NOT NOT NOT
roduce ozone precursor emissions but they are meet meet meet
nanaged to meet Client's objectives PC PC P
Jbjectionable odors - Crop O 4 O
{ot a Resource Concern. Activities do not occur that
NOT NOT NOT
roduce objectionable odors. et meet meet
PC PC PC

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013
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Undesirable plant productivity and health - Crop D D D
Zlanl pg)gu,::i;rn and heal;h is}a conclem of the client. NOT NOT NOT
lants meet production goals. S e ZEA
PC PC PC
cessive plant pest pressure - Crop D :] E
Not a Resource Concern. Pest damage to plants are
BgLO}N egonormc ar_md environmental th_resho!ds ANp NOT NOT NOT
client identified criteria and plant pests, including noxious meet 2y R
and invasive species are managed to meet client PC PC PC
objectives.
Wildfire hazard, ive bi I - Crop D D D
[Not a2 Resource Concem. Wildfire hazard is not a NOT NOT NOT
concem. meet meet meet
PC PC PC

ANIMALS: INADEQUATE HABITAT / FISH & WILDLIFE

ANIMALS: LIVESTOCK PRODUCTION LIMITATION

ENERGY: INEFFICIENT ENERGY USE

Equipment and facilities - Crop D j D i
Not a Besourcg Con::err:i ,Cli'elr:! is ;\ot :r:erested in NOT NOT NOT
improving equipment and facilities to reduce energy et G e
sage: PC PC PC
Farming/ranching practices and field operations - Crop D j D
Not a Resource Concem. Client is not interested in NOT NOT NOT
improving farming practices and field operations to meet meet meet
reduce energy usage. PC PC PC

HUMAN: ECONOMIC & SOCIAL CONSIDERATIONS

Capital

No increase in Capital requirements

sufficient capital for farm operation and conservation
implementation

Capital Requirements will increase short
term due to acquisition of specialized
equipment

Capital Requirements will increase short term
due to acquisition of specialized equipment

|Labor

No increase in Labor [ |

llabor level average for farms in the area

increase: more intensive soil sampling

increase: more intensive soil sampling

IManagemem Level

lNo increase in management

lmanagemem level average for farms in the area

increase: must learn new technology and
maintenance

increase: must learn new technology and
maintenance

JProfitability

IPromabiIily will continue to be limited

Profitability limited due to excess fertilizer/pesticide use

Short term loss in profitability acquiring
equipment, however long term increase as
less fertilizer will be purchased and yields
may increase.

Short term loss in profitability acquiring
equipment; however long term increase as
less fertilizer/pesticides will be purchased and
yields may increase.

Risk

With no action, risk level will remain.

High risk for water contamination and subsequent health
effects on humans

Risk reduced as resuit of reduction in nutrient |Risk reduced as result of reduction in

runoff/leaching potential.

nutrient/pesticide runoff/ieaching potential.

IPublic Health and Safety

With no action, Negative effects for the client §

IPotemial of offsite contamination by nutrients/pesticides.

and/or community may result due to offsite
contamination by nutrients/pesticides

Effects will be positive on the client and

fcommunity. No hazards have been identified.

JEffects will be positive on the client and
community. No hazards have been identified.

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013
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3. Special Environmental Concerns 3. |mpacE !ong:clal Environmental Concerns ; e g .
Document existing/ benchmark conditions) 0 Alternative ernative
Document all impacts Jit Document all impacts Jif Document all impacts Jit
(Attach Guide Sheels as needs (Attach Guide Sheets as needs (Attach Guide Sheets as needs
applicable) further applicable) further applicable) further
action action action
‘Clean Air Act
Guide Sheet  FS1 FS-2 t applicable D Not applicable D Not applicable D
{o Nonattainment or Maintenance areas designated for needs needs needs
on-attalnment of air quality standards AND there are no further further further
p A tion ion
‘Clean Water Act / Sec 404 Waters of the U.S. 0 0 'O
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet INot applicable INot applicable |Not applicable |
do waters of the U.S. present in the planning area. needs needs needs
further further further
: % 3
1Clean Water Act / Sec 303 Impaired Waters D D D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable {Not applicable INot applicable
{o “impaired” waters listed under Section 303(d) of the needs needs needs
WA are located in the planning area. Source: further further further
le: ional Poll; - - :
Clean Water Act / Sec 402 National Pollutant
Yischarge Elimination O (] O
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable ot applicable INot applicable
{0 point-source discharges occur in planning area based needs needs needs
in planner observation of field conditions. further further further
s " -
1Coastal Zone Management
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable D [Not applicable D INot applicable D
‘o Coastal Zone Management Areas are in the planning needs needs | needs
Ifea (above 10ft elevation). Source: ACAMP further further ! further
S x 5
soral Reefs
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable D {Not applicable D +~4ot applicable D
do coral reefs or associated water bodies are present in needs needs needs
he planning area. further further further
: o 5
Cultural Resources / Historic Properties No Effect 0 No Effect 0] No Effect 0O
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No “undertakings" with the potential No “undertakings” with the potential No “undertakings" with the potential -
Jo cultural resources or historic properties are present in Jlo cause effects to f:ultural i needs |to cause eMs to f:u!urai ) needs [t© cause effects to cultural resources | pneeds
he Area of Potential Effect. See documentation in case J€sources or historic properties are | f,ther Jresources or historic properties are | g,her fOr historic properties are planned. further
ile, planned. : planned. ion action |
‘Endangered and Threatened Species No Effect D No Effect D No Effect D
Guide Sheel Fact Sheet No Effect to at-risk species because No Effect to at-risk species because No Effect to at-risk species because
Vaod Stork, Alabama Red-Bellied Turtle, and Eastern ~ {Planning area is cropland, and not | eeqs |Planning area is cropland, and not | peegs [Planning area is cropland, and not | neegs
ndigo Snake based on USFWS IPaC report suitable habitat for said species. further [suitable habitat for said species. further Jsuitable habitat for said species. further
ion ction action
:nvironmental Justice O O O
Guide Sheet INot applicable INot applicable Not applicable
J{o low-income or minority populations or Indian Tribes needs needs needs
e In proximity to the planning area. further further further
i i ;
'Essential Fish Habitat May Effect 0 No Effect 0 No Effect 0
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Client's actions may adversely Practices will not result in Practices will not result in
Jo EFH is present in or downstream of the planning affect EF.H due to potential of run- | hoeds fdisruptions or alterations that could | geqs Jdisruptions or alterations that could | needs
\rea. Source : offfleaching of excess nutrients. further fadversely affect EFH because further Jadversely affect EFH because further
- action jnutrients will be applied ina manner | 4qi0n fnutrients/pesticides will be applied in{ 4¢tion
hat nearly eliminates run-off and a manner that nearly eliminates run-
leaching potential. off and leaching potential.
‘loodplain Management L
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet! ot applicable O #Not applicable D ot applicable .
Jo 100-year floodplain present in the planning area. needs needs needs
Source: NEPAssist further further further
i S >
nvasive Species O | ]
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable HNo( applicable t applicable
o invasive species are present or known to occur In needs needs needs
roximity to the planning area. further further ! further
action action action
‘Migratory Birds/Bald and Golden Eagle Protection 0 0 [ |
Act
Guide Shee Fact Sheet Not applicable Inot applicable |not applicavle
Jo habitat for migratory birds, bald or golden eagles is needs needs needs
yresent in the planning area because it is all annual further further further
uopland action action action |
EEPT3-03192018

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013
Page 4




Natural Areas

[Nm applicable

O

INot applicable

a

O

No wetlands are present in or near the planning area.
Source:

without NRCS assistance.

needs
further
action

planning area is expected because
practices are only applied to active
cropland, Additionally, nutrients will
be applied in a manner that nearly
eliminates run-off and leaching
potential

needs
further
action

Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable
There are no designated natural areas present in or near needs needs needs
the planning area. further further further
_action action action |
Prime and Unique Farmlands |N° Effect 0 IN° Effect 0 No Effect 0
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No effect due to no change in land No conversion of farmland to No conversion of farmland to
Prime Farmland map units are present in the planning ~ uSe- needs |nonagricultural use is planned. needs |nonagricultural use is planned needs
area. further further further
action action action |
Riparian Area D D D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet INot applicable Not applicable Not applicable
No riparian areas are present in or near the planning needs needs needs
area, further further further
action action action
|scenic Beauty |No Effect 0 No Effect 0 No Effect D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No change from benchmark Planned practice(s) are typical for Planned practice(s) are typical for
Annual Cropland conditions. needs |the surrounding area and will blend | haeqs fthe surrounding area and will blend | hogds
further Jinto the scenic quality of the general | ¢,4ner finto the scenic quality of the general | f,nher
action |landscape action jlandscape. action
e Wetlands INo Effect 0 No Effect 0 No Effect 0
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No impact to wetlands is expected No effect on wetlands in or near the No effect on wetlands in or near the

planning area is expected because
practices are only applied to active
cropland. Additionally, nutrients.
Pesticides will be applied in a
manner that nearly eliminates run-off
and leaching potential,

needs
further
action

oWild and Scenic Rivers
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet

No Federal or State designated Wild, Scenic, or
Recreational river segments or rivers listed in the
Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI) are present in or near
the planning area.

fNot applicable

a

needs
further
action

Not applicable

a

needs
further
action

Not applicable

needs
further
action

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013
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. Other Agencies and Broad Public
~ g No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2
soncerns
Easefnents, Permissions, Public Review, or Permits INone Required None Required fNone Required
Required and Agencies Consulted.
>umulative Effects Narrative (Descnibe the cumulative  JAgricutural land in the watershed [Action will result In the instaltation of Practices wil reduce overapplication of
mpacts considered, including past, present and known Jcumulatively umpacts receiving waterbodies. Jconservation practices that will improve soil nutrients and pesticides 1imiting their potential
uture actions regardless of who performed the actions) health and reduce sediment entering for contamination.
watershed.
-- Mitigation [None TNore [None
Record actions to avoid. minimize, and compensate)
M. Preferred
v preferred altemative 7
Alternative U U
none known Implementing conservation practices helps to jnone known
Jescribe impacts (+ or -) on any resources not identified mprove-and sustain the resources;
ibove:
Operator wishes to concentrate on nutrient management at this time, and work towards Integrating Pest Management 'n the fulure
Supporting reason
— 03
{. Context (Record context of alternatives analysis) |local |local |local

The significance of an action must be analyzed in several contexts such as society as a whole (human, national), the affected region, the affected interests, and the locality.

). Determination of Significance or !-Extraordlnary Circumstances

ntensity: Refers to the severity of Impact. Impacts may be both beneficial and adverse. A significant effect may exist even if the Federal agency believes that on balance
he effect will be beneficial. Significance cannot be avoided by terming an action temporary or by breaking it down into small component parts.

f you answer ANY of the below questions "yes"” then contact the State Environmental Liaison as there may be extraordinary circumstances and significance
ssues to consider and a site specific NEPA analysis may be required.

e Is the preferred alternative expected to cause significant effects on public health or safety?

<
m)(mir
SRk

» Is the preferred allernative expected to significantly affect unique characteristics of the geographic area such as proximity to historic or cultural
resources, park lands, prime farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically critical areas?

O 7] e Are the effects of the preferred alternative on the quality of the human environment likely to be highly controversial?

O e Does the preferred alternative have highly uncertain effects or involve unique or unknown risks on the human environment?

O ¢ Does the preferred alternative establish a precedent for future actlons with significant impacts or represent a decision in principle about a future
consideration?

O e Is the preferred alternative known or reasonably expected to have potentially significant environment impacts to the quality of the human environment
either individually or cumulatively over time?

] [4] o Will the preferred alternative likely have a significant adverse effect on ANY of the special environmental concerns? Use the Evaluation Procedure
Guide Sheets to assist in this determination. This includes, but is not limited to, concerns such as cultural or historical resources, endangered and
threatened species, environmental juslice, wetlands, floodplains, coastal zones, coral reefs, essential fish habitat, wild and scenic rivers, clean air,
riparian areas, natural areas, and invasive species.

(| o Will the preferred alternative threaten a violation of Federal, State, or local law or requirements for the protection of the environment?

ﬁo the best of my knowledge, the data shown on this form is accurate and complete:
n the case where a non-NRCS person (e.g. a TSP) assists with planning they are to sign the first signature block and then NRCS is to sign the second block to verify the
nformation's accuracy.

Signature (TSP if applicable) Title Date

Signature (NRCS) Title Date

f preferred alternative is not a federal action where NRCS has control or responsibility and this NRCS-CPA-52 is shared with someone other than the client then
ndicate to whom this is being provided.

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013 EEPT3-03192018
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| The following sections .e to be completed by the Responsible Fe. al Official (RFO
NRCS is the ﬁ-‘B if the action is subject to NRCS control and responsibility (e.g., actions financed, funded, assisted, conducted, regulated, or approved by hese
actions do not include situations in which NRCS is only providing technical assistance because NRCS cannot control whal the client ultimately does with that ass1stance and
situations where NRCS is making a technical determination (such as Farm Bill HEL or wetland determinations) not associated with the planning process.

R N e o S T L
Q. NEPA Compliance Finding (check one)
The preferred aiternative: Action required

Document in "R.1" below.
No additional analysis is required

D 1) is not a federal action where the agency has control or responsibility.

2) is a federal action ALL of which is categorically excluded from further environmental analysis AND there are [Document in "R.2" below.

D no extraordinary circumstances as identified in Section "0". No additional analysis is required
3) is a federal action that has been sufficiently analyzed in an existing Agency state, regional, or national NEPA |Document in "R.1" below.
document and there are no predicted significant adverse environmental effects or extraordinary circumstances. No additional analysis is required.

Contact the State Environmental
Liaison for list of NEPA documents
formally adopted and available for
tiering. Document in "R.1" below.
No additional analysis is required

4) is a federal action that has been sufficiently analyzed in another Federal agency's NEPA document (EA or EIS)
0 that addresses the proposed NRCS action and its' effects and has been formally adopted by NRCS. NRCS is

required to prepare and publish its own Finding of No Significant Impact for an EA or Record of Decision for an EIS
when adopting another agency's EA or EIS document. (Note: This box is not applicable to FSA)

Contact the State Environmental
Liaison. Further NEPA analysis
required.

| 5) is a federal action that has NOT been sufficiently analyzed or may involve predicted significant adverse
environmental effects or extraordinary circumstances and may require an EA or EIS.

=
F.-ﬁationale Supporting the Finding
IR Environmental Quality Incentives Program, Natural Resources Conservation Service, Environmental Assessment, March 2016
Findings Documentation

R.2
Applicable Categorical Exclusion(s)
(more than one may apply)

7 CFR Part 650 Compliance With NEPA , subpart 650.6
Categorical Exclusions states prior to determining that a
proposed action is categorically excluded under
paragraph (d) of this section, the proposed action must
meet six sideboard criteria. See NECH 610.116.

| have considered the effects of the alternatives on the Resource Concerns, Economic and Social Considerations, Special Environmental Concerns, and
Extraordinary Circumstances as defined by Agency regulation and policy and based on that made the finding indicated above.

S. Signature of Responsible Federal Official:

/Q m”ﬁ e 3500

Signature Title Date

Additional notes

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013 EEPT3-03192018
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USDA

e —

NRCS-CPA-52
4/2013

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET

a. clientname: [N

B. Conservation Plan ID # (as applicable):

D. Client's Objective(s) (purpose):

Decrease wind, sheet and reel erosion

Improve soil quality and heaith in row crop fields. Improve soil nutrients with an organic alternative.

Program Authority (optional):

|E. Need for Action:

[H. Alternatives

Page 1

Improve soil nutrient levels, soil health and water quality. No Action VifRMS [ ] Alternative 1 VifRMS [ | Alternative 2 V if RMS
Cropland is seasons when a cash crop could |Install practices to promote healthier soils
not grow is more likely to be a victim to wind, Jand water in cropland fields with Cover Crop
sheet or reel erosion. Bare ground cover (340)
could deplete the soils without any type of
forage and wili negatively affect the soils
chgracten‘stics. Aslo, during this time frame
Resource Concerns
USRI
[Fin Section " F™" below, analyze, record, and address concerns identified through the Resources Inventory process.
(See FOTG Section lll - Resource Planning Criteria for guidance). "
——
F. Resource Concerns and Existing/ Ti. Effects of Alternatives
Benchmark Conditions No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2
(Analyze and record the existing/benchmark A —— . A - D G A S —
. : i mount, Status, Description moun atus, Description mount, Status, Desc on
conditions for each identified concern) P s ) ) P! J¥ does ) P it ons
NOT NOT NOT
{Document both short and long | meet pc| (Pocument both short and long | meet pcl (Document both short and long | meet pc
term impacts) term impacts) term impacts)
SOIL: EROSION
Isnm, Rill & Wind Erosion - Crop L] O O
Not a Resource Concern. Erosion Is less than T on all NOT NOT NOT
fields
meet meet meet
PC PC pe
Concentrated Flow - Ephemeral Gully Eroslon - Crop u L_I
Not a Resource Concern. Ephemeral gullies are not NOT NOT NOT
occuring meet meet meet
PC PC PC
[Concentrated Flow - Classic Gully Erosion- Crop [j L__[ ;
Not a Resource Concern. Classic gullies are not present NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC Fe
|Excessive Bank Erosion - Crop D D L:]
Not a Resource Concern. Streams, shf)re!mes or water NOT NOT NOT
conveyance channels are not on or adjacent to cropland
field(s) meet meet meet
i PC PC PC
SOIL: SOIL QUALITY DEGRADATION
Subsidence - Crop I:] _] ;J
N . Hi 5
ot a Resource Concern. Histosols are not present NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Compaction - Crop D D D
Not a Resource (;o_qcem. Soil compacnpn is not a~ NOT NOT NOT
|problem AND activities do not cause soil compaction
roblems. meet meet meet
P : PC PC PC
Organic matter depletion - Crop |Bare grounds in cropland fields will [] |Cover crop will be planted during ] ]
Not a Resource Concern. SCI is positive continue to be a viclim of wind, seasons that a cash crop is not
= sheet and reel erosion wisth nothing | NOT lgrowing reducing erosion. A cover | NOT NOT
to hold soils in place during the meet lcrop will also add natural nutrients | meet meet
g i i PC i i ic PC PC
Concentration of salts or other chemicals - Crop 0 J
Not a Resource Concern. Activities do not cause NOT NOT NOT
salinity/sodicity problems. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013 EEPT3-03192018




IWATER: EXCESS /INSUFFICIENT WATER

[Excess (Ponding, flooding, seasonal high water table, seeps, r
and drifted snow) - Crop [_—] J [:]
Not a Resource Concern. Ponding, flooding, and NOT NOT NOT
seasonal high water tables are not a problem and meet meet meet
activities do not cause excess water problems. PC PC PC
Insufficient (Inefficient moisture management) - Crop D :] D
Not a Resource Concern. Activities do not cause NOT NOT NOT
insufficient moisture management problems. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
WATER: WATER QUALITY DEGRADATION
Excess nutrients in surface and ground waters - Crop E] :} f:]
Nutrient amendments are being applied accarding to soil
test recommendations; however conservation practices NOT; :g; :1101;
are NOT in place to minimize surface and ground water "::g PC pece
impacts.
Pesticides transported to surface and ground waters - Crop z’ m D
Conservation practices and managements ARE NOT in
place to minimize surface/ground water impacts. NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Excess pathogens and chemicals from , blo-solids or [
Icompost applications - Crop :] [ ‘] [—]
INot a Resource Concemn. Potential sources of pathogens ‘ NOT NOT NOT
or pharmaceuticals are not applied on the land. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
I‘E., salts in surface and g d waters - Crop D D D
Not a Resource Concern. Activities do not contribute to NOT NOT NOT
excess sait concerns. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Petroleum, heavy metals, and other pollutants transported to D D D
recelving water sources - Crop
Not a Resource Concern. Activities do not present the NOT NOT NOT
potential for contamination by petroleum, heavy metals, meet meet meet
and other pollutants. PC PC PC
IE.. i di In surface waters - Crop O | O
Not a Resource Concern. The water erosionrate iss T. NOT NOT NOT
meet meel meet
PC PC PC
|Etevated water temperature - Crop [: D D
INot a Resource Concern. Water course temperature is NOT NOT NOT
not a concermn meet meet meet
-l I =Tad o~
AIR: AIR QUALITY IMPACTS
Emissions of Particulate Matter (PM) and PM Precursors -
|°'°" 0 O O
§Not a Resource Concern. Particulate matter emissions NOT NOT NOT
are managed to meet Client's objectives. meet meet meet
PC PC PC

Emissions of Greenhouse Gases (GHGs) - Crop E] D D

Not a Resc_)urc.e ance_m. GHG emissions are managed NOT NOT NOT
to meet Client's objectives.

meet meet meet
PC PC £
Emissions of Ozone Precursors - Crop [:] D D
Not a Resource Concern. Operations ARE present that NOT NOT NOT
produce ozone precursor emissions but they are meet meet meet
managed to meet Client's objectives. PC PC PC
B)uctlonabh odors - Crop [l O ]
Not a Resource Concern. Activities do not occur that NOT NOT NOT
produce objectionable odors. meet meet meet
PC PC PC
NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013 EEPT3-03192018
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Undesirable plant productivity and heaith = Crop

:::am péogu:tg;.n andthe;tt‘r;i:. a conc:am of the client. NOT NOT NOT
ants meetp KBNGeals. meet meet meet
PC PC £C

Excessive plant pest pressure - Crop D D [:'
Not a Resource Concern. Pest damage to plants are
BELOW economic apd environmental thresho}ds ANI? NOT NOT NOT
client identified criteria and plant pests, including noxious st meet meet
and invasive species are managed to meet client PC BC PC
objectives,

[Witdfire hazard, ive bi lation - Crop L—] U U
Not a Resource Concern, Wildfire hazard is not a NOT NOT NOT
concemn. meet meet meet

PC PC PC

ANIMALS: INADEQUATE HABITAT /| FISH & WILDLITE

ANIMALS: LIVESTOCK PRODUCTION LINMITATION

Equipment and facliities - Crop D [: D
ﬂot a Besourcg Concern. Chz.apt‘ is not interested in NOT NOT NOT
improving equipment and facilities to reduce energy S A iy
2808 PC PC PC
Farming g pr and field op -Crop :] [: D
Not a Resource Concern, Client is not interested in NOT NOT NOT
improving farming practices and field operations to meet meet meet
reduce energy usage. PC PC PC

IHUMAN: ECONOMIC & SOCIAL CONSIDERATIONS

Capital

No increase in Capital requirements

sufficient capital for farm operation and conservation
implementation

Capital Requirements will increase short
term due to acquisition of specialized
equipment

Capital Requirements will increase short term
due to acquisition of specialized equipment

|Labor

No increase in Labor

Ilaborlevel average for farms in the area

increase: more intensive soil sampling

|increase: more intensive soil sampling

[Profitability limited due to excess fertilizer/pesticide use

lManagemem Level No increase in management fincrease: must learn new technology and lincrease: must leam new technology and
management level average for farms in the area maintenance maintenance
IProﬁlabiIity rProﬁ!ability will continue to be limited Short term loss in profitability acquiring Short term loss in profitability acquiring
equipment; however long term increase as  Jequipment; however long term increase as

Iless fertilizer will be purchased and yields

may increase.

less fertilizer/pesticides will be purchased and}
yields may increase.

IRisk

With no action, risk level will remain,

High risk for water contamination and subsequent health
effects on humans

|Risk reduced as result of reduction in nutrient

runoffileaching potential

Risk reduced as result of reduction in
nutrient/pesticide runoff/leaching potential.

IPublic Health and Safety

With no action, Negative effects for the client

IPotentIaI of offsite contamination by nutrients/pesticides.

and/or community may resuit due to offsite
contamination by nutrientsipesticides.

|Effects will be positive on the client and

community. No hazards have been identified.

JEffects will be positive on the client and
community. No hazards have been identified.

NRCS-CPA-52,

April 2013
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G. Special Environmental Concerns

J. Impacts to gpsclal Environmental Goncerns

that nearly eliminates run-off and
leaching potential.

(Document existing/ benchmark conditions) No Action A‘“’"f"“"‘ 1 AlierqaﬂveT
Document all impacts i Document all impacts Vit Document all impacts Jif
(Attach Guide Sheets as needs (Attach Guide Sheets as needs (Attach Guide Sheets as needs
applicable) further applicable) further applicable) further
action action action
oClean Air Act
Guide Sheet  FS1 FS-2 |Not applicable D |Not applicable D |Not applicable D
No Nonattainment or Maintenance areas designated for needs needs needs
non-attainment of air quality standards AND there are no further further further
1 nearby. N action action action |
eClean Water Act / Sec 404 Waters of the U.S. D D D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet [Not applicable {Not applicable {Not applicable
No waters of the U.S. present in the planning area. needs needs needs
further further further
action action action |
oClean Water Act / Sec 303 Impaired Waters D D D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet WNol applicable {Not applicable {Not applicable
No “impaired” waters listed under Section 303(d) of the needs needs needs
CWA are located in the planning area. Source: further further further
INEPASSISt action action action |
oClean Water Act / Sec 402 National Pollutant 0 O n
|Discharge Elimination
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet |Not applicable {Not applicable |Not applicable
No point-source discharges occur in planning area based needs needs needs
on planner observation of field conditions. further further further
_action _action action |
eCoastal Zone Management
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet |Not applicable D |Not applicable D {Not applicable D
No Coastal Zone Management Areas are in the planning needs needs needs
area (above 10ft elevation). Source: ACAMP further further further
action action action |
Coral Reefs
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet |Not applicable D INot applicable D {Not applicable D
No coral reefs or associated water bodies are present in needs needs needs
fthe planning area. further further further
action action action |
eCultural Resources / Historic Properties No Effect D No Effect D No Effect D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No “undertakings" with the potential No "undertakings" with the potential No "undertakings” with the potential
No cultural resources or historic properties are present in [t cause effects to cultural needs Jto cause effects to cultural needs [© cause effects tq cultural resources | noeds
the Area of Potential Effect. See documentation in case jresources or historic properties are | g,qher fresources or historic properties are | ¢,qner {Or historic properties are planned. further
; planned. ion Iplanned. _action action |
sEndangered and Threatened Species No Effect D No Effect [:] No Effect L__]
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No Effect to at-risk species because No Effect to at-risk species because No Effect to at-risk species because
Wood Stork, Alabama Red-Bellied Turtle, and Eastern  |Planning area is cropland, and not | g fPlanning area is cropland, and not | aaqs fPlanning area is cropland, and not | peeds
Indigo Snake based on USFWS IPaC report suitable habitat for said species. further Jsuitable habitat for said species. further [suitable habitat for said species. further
action action action
|Environmental Justice
Guide Sheet [Not applicable D {Not applicable [:] JNol applicable D
No low-income or minonty populations or Indian Tribes needs needs needs
Jlive in proximity to the planning area. further further further
action _action action |
«Essential Fish Habitat [May Effect D No Effect D No Effect D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Client's actions may adversely Practices will not result in Practices will not result in
|No EFH is present in or downstream of the ptanning affect EFH due to potential of run- | hea4g [disruptions or alterations that could | eegs fdisruptions or alterations that could | peeds
area. Source : offfleaching of excess nutrients. further Jadversely affect EFH because further j2dversely affect EFH because further
action jnutrients will be applied in a manner| 5in Jnutdents/pesticides will be applied in| action

a manner that nearly eliminates run-
off and leaching potential.

Floodplain Management I:] D D
Guide Sheet Fac! Sheet |Not applicable ﬂNot applicable {Not applicable
No 100-year floodplain present in the planning area needs needs needs
Source: NEPAssist further further further
ion action action |
lInvasive Species D D D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet |Not applicable {Not applicable {Not applicable
No invasive species are present or known to occur in needs needs needs
proximity to the planning area. further further further
action action action

sMigratory Birds/Bald and Golden Eagle Protection

Act 0 0 J O
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet [Not applicable JNot applicable Not applicable

No habitat for migratory birds, bald or golden eagles is needs needs needs

present in the planning area because it is all annual further further further

lsmp_land‘ action action i

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013
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Natural Areas : D I D D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable Not applicable Not applicable
There are no designated natural areas present in or near needs needs needs
the planning area. further further further
agtion action i
Prime and Unique Farmlands No Effect 0 No Effect 0 |No Effect 0
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No effect due to no change in land No conversion of farmiand to No conversion of farmiand to
Prime Farmland map units are present in the planning  |USe- needs |nonagricultural use is planned. needs |nonagricuitural use is planned. needs
area. further further further
action action action |
|R|parlan Area D D D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable Not applicable Not applicable
No riparian areas are present In or near the planning needs needs needs
area. further further further
action action action
|scenic Beauty No Effect 0 No Effect D No Effect D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No change from benchmark Planned practice(s) are typical for Planned practice(s) are typical for
lAnnual Cropland conditions. needs |the surrounding area and will blend | eeqs |the surrounding area and will blend | neeqs
further |into the scenic quality of the general | ,4ne, finto the scenic quality of the general | ¢, iher
action |fandscape. action |!andscape. action
eWetlands No Effect D No Effect D No Effect [——-,
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet No impact to wetlands is expected No effect on wetlands in or near the No effect on wetlands in or near the
No wetlands are present in or near the planning area without NRCS assistance. needs [Planning area is expected because | needs [Planning area is expected because | needs
Source: further |Practices are only applied to active | ,4ner JPractices are only applied to active | ,aner
action |cropland. Additionally, nutrients will | aetign [Cropland. Additionally, nutrients. action
be applied in a manner that nearly Pesticides will be applied in a
eliminates run-off and leaching manner that nearly eliminates run-off
potential Wand leaching potential,
oWild and Scenic Rivers D D D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable Not applicable Not applicable
No Federal or State designated Wild, Scenic, or needs needs needs
Recreational river segments or rivers listed in the further further further
Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI) are present in or near action action action

the planning area.

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013
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K. Other Agencies and Broad Public

No Action Alternativ< . Alternative 2
Concerns
Easements, Permissions, Public Review, or Permits None Required |None Required JNone Required
Required and Agencies Consulted.
Cumulative Effects Narrative (Describe the cumulative  fAgricultural land in the watershed Action will result in the instaliation of Practices will reduce overapplication of
impacts considered, including past, present and known Jcumulatively umpacts receiving waterbodies. Jconservation practices that will improve soil nutrients and pesticides limiting their potential
future actions regardless of who performed the actions) health and reduce sediment entering for contamination.

jwatershed.

|L. ﬁltlgatlon Tone Lﬁl?ne "TRone

(Record actions to avoid, minimize, and compensate)

d——
M. Preferred | ¥ =
e ¥ preferred altemative O [

none known Implementing conservation practices helps to Jnone known
improve and sustain the resources.

Describe impacts (+ or -) on any resources not identified

above:
lsperafor mslss !0 concenlra!e on nﬂ!nent management al “:IS !lme. ana WO:k lowa:as m!egra“ng Bus! Managemenl n H:e ﬂure
Supporting reason
[N Context (Record context of alternatives analysis) |local |local |local

The significance of an action must be analyzed in several contexts such as society as a whole (human, national), the affected region, the affected interests, and the locality.

Intensity: Refers to the severity of impact. Impacts may be both beneficial and adverse. A significant effect may exist even if the Federal agency believes that on balance
the effect will be beneficial. Significance cannot be avoided by terming an action temporary or by breaking it down into small component parts.

If you answer ANY of the below questions "yes" then contact the State Environmental Liaison as there may be extraordinary circumstances and significance
issues to consider and a site specific NEPA analysis may be required.

Yes
O
O
O M
Clise =1
O
]
O

o |s the preferred alternative expected to cause significant effects on public health or safety?

N F

e |s the preferred alternative expected to significantly affect unique characteristics of the geographic area such as proximity to historic or cultural
resources, park lands, prime farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically critical areas?

o Are the effects of the preferred alternative on the quality of the human environment likely to be highly controversial?

e Does the preferred alternative have highly uncertain effects or involve unique or unknown risks on the human environment?

e Does the preferred alternative establish a precedent for future actions with significant impacts or represent a decision in principle about a future
consideration?

o Is the preferred alternative known or reasonably expected to have potentially significant environment impacts to the quality of the human environment
either individually or cumulatively over time?

&

o Will the preferred alternative likely have a significant adverse effect on ANY of the special environmental concerns? Use the Evaluation Procedure
Guide Sheets to assist in this determination. This includes, but is not limited to, concerns such as cultural or historical resources, endangered and
threatened species, environmental justice, wetlands, floodplains, coastal zones, coral reefs, essential fish habitat, wild and scenic rivers, clean air,
riparian areas, natural areas, and invasive species.

S|

O o Will the preferred alternative threaten a violation of Federal, State, or local law or requirements for the protection of the environment?

P. To the best of my knowledge, t ata shown on this form is accurate and complete:
In the case where a non-NRCS person (e.g. a TSP) assists with planning they are to sign the first signature block and then NRCS is to sign the second block to verify the
information's accuracy.

Signature (TSP If applicable) Title Date
/ﬁ'z/ 777% (jff/( Conotyyitiora S/l(t /7/0

Signature (NRCS) Title Date

if pri:;r:{altemaﬂve is not a federal action where NRCS has control or responsibility and this NRCS-CPA-52 is shared with someone other than the client then
indi whom this is being provided.

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013 EEPT3-03192018
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The following sect. ., ;5 are to be completed by the Responsible  Jeral Official (RFO

ist if the action is subject to NRCS control and responsibility (e.g., actions financed, funded, assisted, conducted, regulated, or approved by NRCS). These
actions do not include situations in which NRCS is only providing technical assistance because NRCS cannot control what the client ultimately does with that assistance and
situations where NRCS is making a technical determination (such as Farm Bill HEL or wetland determinations) not associated with the planning process.

Q. NEPA Compliance F-Indlng (check one)

The preferred alternative: Action required
: ST Document in "R.1" below.
O 1) is not a federal action where the agency has control or responsibility. No additional analysis is required
0 2) is afederal action ALL of which is categorically excluded from further environmental analysis AND there are |Documentin "R.2" below.
no extraordinary circumstances as identified in Section 0", No additional analysis is required
3) is a federal action that has been sufficiently analyzed in an existing Agency state, regional, or national NEPA |[Document in "R.1" below.

document and there are no predicted significant adverse environmental effects or extraordinary circumstances. No additional analysis is required.

4) is a federal action that has been sufficiently analyzed in another Federal agency’s NEPA document (EA or EIS) Contact the State Environmental

0 that addresses the proposed NRCS action and its' effects and has been formally adopted by NRCS. NRCS is :‘-c:?::;; fg:jgsi:(: ':E::vggxmz:s
required to prepare and publish its own Finding of No Significant Impact for an EA or Record of Decision for an EIS Y. 2op

when adopting another agency’s EA or EIS document. (Note: This box is not applicable to FSA) :l?ggéilli::)ﬁl:zsg:yzs i.:e::ilr‘;v;

Contact the State Environmental

0 5) |§ a federal action that has NQT beep sufficiently analyzed or m;y involve predicted significant adverse Lisison. Further NEPA analysis
environmental effects or extraordinary circumstances and may require an EA or EIS. required
o
IR. aationale Supporting the Finding
R.1 Environmental Quality Incentives Program, Natural Resources Conservation Service, Environmental Assessment, March 2016
Findings Documentation

R.2

Applicable Categorical Exclusion(s)
{more than one may apply)

7 CFR Part 650 Compliance With NEPA , subpart 650.6
Categorical Exclusions states prior to determining that a
proposed action is categorically excluded under
paragraph (d) of this section, the proposed action must
meet six sideboard criteria. See NECH 610.116.

I have considered the effects of the alternatives on the Resource Concerns, Economic and Social Considerations, Special Environmental Concerns, and
Extraordinary Circumstances as defined by Agency regulation and policy and based on that made the finding indicated above.

S. Signature of Respepsible Federal Official:

@- \)L . DISTRICT CONSERVATIONT  £-720 2.0 )()

574 Signature Title Date

Additional notes

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013 EEPT3-03192018
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U.S. Department of Agriculture

NRCS-CPA-52

Natural Resources Conservation Service

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET

11/2019!

A. Client Name:

B. Conservation Plan ID # (as applicable):

Program Authority (optional):

ID. Client's Objective(s) (purpose):

To reduce input costs, retain or improve produclivily, and conserve resource base for future

C. Identification # (farm. tract, field #, efc. as required):

|E. Need for Action:

Current management allows over application of fertilizer
and pesticides, leading to higher potential of field loss
and subsequent water quality degradation and

No Action

JitrRMs [

Alternative 1

VitRmMs [0

Alternative 2

Jvifrms [0

Client will continue existing operation without

CROPLAND: Cover Crop (340) Nutrient

CROPLAND: Forage and Biomass Planting (512)

undesirable plant productivity. change. {Management (590) Nutrient Management (580) Tree/Shrub
|Establishment (612) Tree/Shrub Site Preparation
(490)
Resource Concerns

e e e
In Section F below, analyze, record, and address concerns identified through the Resources Inventory process.
(See FOTG Section lll - Resource Planning Criteria for guidance).

F. Resource Concerns and Existing/
Benchmark Conditions

(Analyze and record the existing/benchmark
conditions for each identified concern)

|i. Effects of Alternatives

No Action

Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Amount, Status, Description

Amount, Status, Description

Amount, Status, Description

preparation, disturbed soils or reduction
in vegetative cover and surface litter has
potential for increases in erosion in the
short term; once trees are established
erosion will decrease.

YV if does Vif does V if does|
NOT NOT NOT
(Document both short and fong  |™m**tPCl  (Document both short and fong | ™**tPCY  (Document both short and fong  |meetPC
term impacts) term impacts) term impacts)
SOIL: WIND AND WATER EROSION
Pm & Rill Eroslon - Crop Currently not a resource concern D With cover crops, Increased cover during ] The establishment of forage and biomass L.J
however, resource degradation may erosive penods will reduce soil plant species increases vegetative cover
[Not a Resource Concern. Meets planning crteria (water | oecyr with no action NOT |detachment. Soil disturbance to NOT |and reduces erosion potential. During the| NOT
erosion rate s less than or equal to T according to meet [incorporate fertilizer loosens the soil and | meet |establishment period, there may be a meet
Current NRCS water erosion technology) PC |bunes surface residue which can PC  |slight to moderate risk of erosion, PC
increase erosion. Other fertilizer depending on seedbed preparation, and
applicafion methods do not conlribute to seeding method. Soll disturbance to
erosion. incorporate fertilizer loosens the soil and
buries surface residue which can
increase erosion. Other fertilizer
application methods do not contribute to
erosion. With established trees or
shrubs, the vegetation and surface litter
reduces erosive water energy. During
site preparation, disturbed soils or
reduction in vegetative cover and surface
litter has potential for increases in
erosion in the short term; once trees are
eslablished erosion will decrease.
IWind Eroston - Crop Currently not a resource concern O With cover crops, Increased cover during O The establishment of forage and biomass L
however, resource degradation may erosive penods will reduce soil plant species increases vegetative cover
Not a Resource Concern. CART assessment exisling | 5cue with no action detachment. Soil disturbance to and reduces erosion potential. During the
condition is above threshold. incorporate fertilizer loosens the soll and establishment period, there may be a
buries surface residue which can slight to moderate risk of erosion,
increase erosion. Other fertilizer depending on seedbed preparation, and
|application methods do not contribute to seeding method. Soil disturbance to
erosion. incorporate fertilizer loosens the soil and
buries surface residue which can
increase erosion. Other fertilizer
application methods do not contribute to
NOT NOT |erosion. Wilh established trees or NOT
meet meet [shrubs, the vegetation and surface litter meet
PC PC |reduces erosive wind energy. During site | PC

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019
Page 1
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rSOIL: CONCENTRATED EROSION

I-ep,,.m.m Gully Erosion - Crop Currently not a resource concern 1 |With cover crops, Increased cover during 0 Scil disturbance to incorporate fertilizer 0
. — — however, resource degradation may erosive periods will reduce concentrated loosens the soil and buries surface
Not a Resource Concern. Meets planning criteria (Client| ocur with no action NOT |flow and associated soil detachment. Soil | NOT [residue which can increase erosion. NOT
input and/or Pianner Observation: No ephemeral gullies meet |disturbance to incorporate fertilizer meet |Other fertilizer application methods do meet
observed) PC |loosens the soil and buries surface PC |not contribute to erosion. With PC
residue which can increase erosion. |established trees or shrubs, the
Other fertilizer application methods do vegetation and surface litter reduces
not contribule to erosion. erosive water energy.
lassic Gully Erosion Currently not a resource concern [] |NoEffect [] [Withestablished trees or shrubs, the O
. — — however, resource degradation may vegetation and surface lifter reduces
Not a Resource Concern. Meets planning criteria (Client) 5ccue with no action NOT NOT [erosive water energy and the vegetation | NOT
input andfor Planner Observation: No classic gullies meet meet [binds the soil making it resistant to water | meet
observed) PC PC |flow erosion. PC
xcossive Bank Erosion - Crop, Forest, Range, Farmstoad, Currently not a resource concern No Effect With es}ablished trees or shrubs, the
eveloped Land, Associated Ag Land or Othor however, resource degradation may O vegqtatlon and surface litter reduces 3
occur with no action NOT NOT |erosive water energy and the vegetation | NOT
Not a Resource Concern. Meets planning criteria (Client meet meet |binds the soil making it resistant to water | meet
input andfor Planner Observation: Banks are stable) PC PC |fiow erosion. PC
'SOIL: SOIL QUALITY LIMITATIONS
ompaction - Assoclated Ag Land, Crop, Farmstead, Forest, | CUITeNtly not a resource cyncern With cover crops, Increased biomass and The establishment of forage and biomass
her Rural Land, Developed Land however, resource degradation may O roots improve aggregation, which gives O plant species will enhance biomass O
| OcCur with no action NOT |better resistance to compaction. NOT |production, root development, litter NOT
Not a Resource Concern. Meets planning criteria (Cilent| meet meet |accumulation, and increase biological meet
input andfor Planner Observation: No observed PC PC  |activity decreasing compaction. PC
Jevidence of compaction, such as ponding. stunted plant Establishment of trees or shrubs can lead
growth, or root growth limitation. ) 10 increased root penetration and
increased organic matter helps restore
soll structure, During site preparation the
use of heavy equipment compacts soil in
the short term; once trees are established
compaction will decrease,
Conunueﬁeswme degradation without [ [~ |With cover crops, more biomass [ |The establishment of forage and biomass | | |
NRCS assistance produced will increase organic matter. plant species will enhance biomass
Does not meet planning crtena (Current NRCS water NOT |With nutrient management, the proper NOT |preduction, root development, litter NOT
erosion technology: Sail Condition Index < 1.0 or Soil meet |management of pH and applying proper | meet |accumulation, and increase biological meet
Tillage Intensity Rato > 20) PC  |nutrients will maintain or enhance PC |activity increasing organic matter. With PC
biomass production and organic maiter, nutrient management, the proper
management of pH and applying proper
nutrients will maintain or enhance
biomass production and organic matter.
Establishment of trees or shrubs can lead
to increased root and shoot development,
decomposition increases soil crganic
matter. During site preparation, disturbed
solls of reduction in vegetatve cover and
surface litter decreases arganic matter in
the short term; once trees are established
organic matter will increase.
Soil organism habitat loss or degradation - Crop Continued resource degradation without With cover crops, more biomass 0 The establishment of forage and biomass O
< L NRCS assistance. produced will increase organic matter plant species will enhance biomass
ART assessmenl existing condition is below threshold. NOT |improving soil organism habitat. With NOT |production, root development, litter NOT
meet |nutrient management, the proper meet |accumulation, and increase biological meet
PC |management of pH and applying proper PC |activity increasing organic matter and PC

nutrients will maintain or enhance
biomass production, organic matter and
soil organism habitat.

improving soil organism habitat. With
nutrient management, the proper
management of pH and applying preper
nutrients will maintain or enhance
biomass production, organic matter and
soil organism habitat. Establishment of
trees or shrubs can lead fo increased
root and shoot development,
decomposition increases soil organic
matter and soil organism habitat. During
site preparation, disturbed soils or
reduction in vegetative cover and surface
litter decreases organic matter in the
short term: once trees are established
organic matter will increase,

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019
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Aggregats instability - Crop

'CART assessment existing condition is below threshold.

Conlinued resource degradation without
NRCS assistance.

meet
PC

With cover crops, more biomass
produced will increase organic malter
improving aggregate stability. With
nutrient management, the proper
management of pH and applying proper
nutrients will maintain or enhance
biomass production, organic matter and
aggregate stability. .

NOT
meet
PC

The establishment of forage and biomass
plant species will enhance biomass
production, root development, lilter
accumulation, and increase biological
activity increasing organic matter and
aggregate stability. With nutrient
management, the preper management of
pH and applying proper nutrients will
maintain or enhance biomass production,
organic matter and aggregate stability. .
Establishment of trees or shrubs can lead
to increased root and shoot development,
decomposition increases soil organic
matter and aggregate stability. During
site preparation, disturbed soils or
reduction in vegetative cover and surface
litter decreases organic matter in the
short term; once trees are established
organic matter will increase.

meet
PC

Nufrients fransported to groundwater - Crop

CART assessment existing condition Is below threshold.

WATER: FIELD SEDIMENT, NUTRIENT AND PATHOGEN LOSS

ontinued resource degradation without
NRCS assistance.

NOT
meet
PC

VVTI?\ nutrient management using the right
amount, source, placement, and timing
(4R) provides nutrients when plants need
them most, decreasing nutrient loss.

NOT
meet
PC

The establishment of forage and biomass
plant species will provide better
vegetative cover reducing the potential
for leaching losses. With nutrient
management using the right amount,
source, placement, and timing {4R)
provides nutrients when plants need
them most, decreasing nutrient loss.

O

NOT
meet
PC

Nutrients transported 1o surface water - Crop

Continued rescurce degradation without
NRCS assistance.

NOT
meet
PC

Cover crops reduce erosion and runoff
and transport of nutrients. With nutrient
management using the right amount,
source, placement, and timing (4R)
provides nutrients when plants need
them most, decreasing nutrient loss

NOT
meet
PC

The establishment of forage and biomass
plant species will provide better
vegetative cover reducing the potential
for runoff losses. With nutrient
management using the right amount,
source, placement, and timing (4R)
provides nutrients when plants need
them most, decreasing nutrient loss.

NOT
meet

ediment transported to surface water - Crop, Farmstead,
loped Land, Water, Associated Ag Land or Other land

Not a Resource Concern. Meets planning criteria
(Current NRCS water erosion technology: Water
Erosion < T AND Current NRCS wind erosion
technology: Wind Erosion <T AND Client input and/or
Planner Observation: Upslope treatment and buffer
practices address concentrated flows, ephemeral
qullies, and classic gullies to water bodies and Stream
water crossings are stable.)

Currently not a resource concern
however, resource degradation may
occur with no action

NOT
meet

Cover crops will reduce erosicn and
transport of sediment,

NOT
meet

The establishment of forage and biomass
plant species will provide improved
vegetative cover with a reduction of
runoff, erosion and sedimentation. During
site preparation, disturbed soils or
reduction in vegetative cover and surface
litter has potential for increases in
erosion in the short term; once trees are

|established erosion will decrease.

NOT
meet

WATER: FIELD PESTICIDE LOSS

Pasticidos transportad to ground waters
CART assessment exisling conditon Is beiww threshold.

Continued resource degradation without
NRCS assistance.

NOT
meet

The establishment of forage and biomass
plant species will provide better
vegetative cover and decrease the
potential for pesticide leaching. With site
preparation, thinning of trees may require
increase pesticide use.

NOT
meet
PC

Pasticides transporied to surface waters
ART assessmen! existing condition Is below threshaid.

Continued resource degradation without
NRCS assistance.

Cover crops reduce runoff and erosion
and increases soil organic matter,
biological activily, and pesticide uptake.

meet
PC

The establishmen! of forage and biomass
plant species will provide better
vegetative cover and decrease runoff,
erosion and pesticide loss. With site
preparation, thinning of trees may require
increase pesticide use.

NOT
meet
PC

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019
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S

scial Environmental Concerns:
In Section "G" complete and attach Environmental Procedures Guide Sheets for documentation as applicable. Items with a
consultation/coordination between the lead agency and another government agency. In these cases, effects may need to be determined in consultation with another
agency. Planning and practice implementation may proceed for practices not involved in consultation.

Environmental

'Laws, Executive Orders

= romoy

gt

R
icies, etc.

may require a federal pe('MIl or

e
G. Special Environmental Concerns
l{Document existing/ benchmark conditions)

|J.

Impacts to Special Environmental Concerns

No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2
Document all impacts Vit vif vir
(Attach Guide Sheets as applicable)| needs needs needs
further further further
action action action
r "
+Cloan Air Act No effect, Not applicable D No effect, Not applicable D No effect, Not applicable D
|No Nonattainment or Maintenance areas designated for needs needs needs
non-attainment of air quality standards AND there are further further further
no Class 1 areas nearby. Source: EPA website acton action action
No effect, Client aclivities do not invoive No effecl. No discharge or placement of No effect. No discharge or placement of
Clean Water Act / Sec 404 Waters of the U.S. 2
¢ |the discharge of dredged or fill materia! O dredged or fili material into potential L dredged or fill material into potential O
Wellands, lakes, streams, channels, or other water or other pollutants into potential Waters | needs |Waters of the US Is planned or tikely to needs |Waters of the US is planned or likely to needs
conveyances are potential Waters of the US presentin |of the US. further |occur from Implemented praclices. further [occur from implemented practices. further
he planning area. Source: aerial photos, USGS acton aclion action
lopographic maps
[May effect, Without NRCS assistance, May effect, Practices will reduce May effect, Practices will reduce
eClean Water Act / Sec 303 Impaired Waters Y s ¥ Y y v s
P sediment/nutrients/ pathogens/pesticides D degradation of 303(d) listed stream D degradation of 303(d) listed stream D
Impaired waterbodies under Section 303(d} of the CWA ftransported to 303(d) listed surface needs [segment. needs |segment. needs
located in proximity of the planning area. waters remains the same. further further further
action action actien
“Clean Water Act ] Sec 402 National Pollutant No effect, Not applicabie D No effec!, Not applicable D No effect. Not applicable D
Discharge Elimination
No point-source discharges occur in planning area needs needs needs
based on planner observation of fieid conditions. further further further
action action action
r 0
«Coastal Zone Management No effect, Not applicable 0 No effect, Not appliczble 0 No effect, Not applicable 0
No Coastal Zone Management Areas are in or near the needs needs needs
Ipianning area. further further further
action action action
=1
Coral Reefs No effect, Not applicable D No effect, Not applicable D No effect, Not applicable D
No coral reefs or associated water bodies (e.g. needs needs needs
embayment areas) are present in or near the planning further further further
area. action action action
jMay efect No effect, Consullalicn vith SHPO/Tribes No effect, Consultation vath SHPO/TrIbES
eCultural Resources / Historic Properties d ; 1 )
P a will be completed ang no adverse effect 5 vall be completed and no adverse effect
There may be cultural resources or historic properties needs [to cultural rescurces cr historic properties| needs |to cultural resources or historic properties| needs
present in the Area of Potential Effect. See further (is anticipated in the proposed APE. See | furlher |is anticipated in the proposed APE. See | further
documentation in case file. action |attached documentation. action (attached documentation action
«Endangered and Threatened Species rMay effect O May Affect, but are Nt Likely (9 O May Affect, but are Nol Likely tg 0
Adversely Affect because practices are Adversely Affect because practices are
|Some T&E species andlor their habitals are presentin needs |wholly beneficial. Critical habitat will not | needs |wholly beneficial. Crtical habitat will not | needs
proximity to the planning area further |be destroyed or adversely modified. further |be destroyed or adversely modified. further
action action action
lenvironmentat Justice No effect, Not applicable [:l No effecl, No disproportionately high and D No effect, No disproportionately high and D
adverse environmental or human health adverse environmental or human health
Low income and Tribal members may be in proximity to needs |effect on a low-incume population, needs |effect on a low-income population, needs
area further |[minority population, or Ind'an Tribe will further |minority population, or Indian Tribe will further
action [occur. action |occur. action
«Essential Fish Habitat [NG effect, Not applicable. 0O No effect, Not applicable. 0 No effect, Not applicable. 0
INo EFH is present in or downstream of the planning needs needs needs
area. further further further
action action action
1Y - -
Floodplain Management No effect, Not applicable [:1 No effect, Nol applicable [_4 No effect, Not appliicable D
No 100-year ficodplain present in or near the planning needs needs needs
area. Source: FEMA Maps. further further further
action action action
n — - - -
invasive Species No effecl. Client controls invasive ) D No effect, Not applicable L] No effect, Not applicable D
species adequately and prevents their
Cogongrass, Chinese Tallow Tree, Japanese Climbing |introduction and spread. needs needs needs
Fern, Kudzu, and Chinese/Japanese Privels are further further further
prevalent in proximity to planning area action action action
onlgrafory Birds/Bald and Golden Eagle Protection |No effect, Continuation of benchmark No effect, No take of any migratory bird, No effect, No take of any migratory bird,
Act conditions has no potential to take a nest, or egg is expected to occur and/or a nest, or egg is expected to occur and/or O
Habitat for migratory birds is present in the planning migratory birds, nests, or eggs and will needs |planned practices will not take or disturb | needs |planned praclices will not tlake or disturb | needs
area. No bald or golden eagle foraging, roosting, or not take or disturb eagles.. further |eagles. further |eagles. further
nesting habitat is in or near the planning area. action action action
INatural Areas [No effect, Not applicable 0 No effect, Not applicable 0O No effect, Not applicable O
There are no designated natural areas present in or needs needs needs
near the planning area. further further further
action action action

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019
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f
Prime and Unique Farmlands 0 effect due to no change in land use. O No effect, No conversion o farmland to 0 Na effect, No conversion of farmiand to 0O
x nonagricultural use is planned. nonagricultural use is planned. >
Prime/unique farmlands or farmiands of statewide/iocal needs needs needs
importance are present in the planning area. further further further
action action action
—
- ffect, Pianned practice(s) will not No effect, Planned practice(s) will not
iparian Area ay effect No effect, _ ; _
Ripari O conflict with the conservation values and O conflict with the censervation values and O
Riparian areas along/around streams are present in the needs [functions of the riparian area. needs |functions of the riparian area. needs
planning area. Source: aerial photos, personal further further further
observation. action action action
_—
No effect, No change from benchmark No effect, Planned practice(s) are typical No effect, Planned practice(s) are typical
I Scenic Bea .
e o conditions. a for the surrounding area and will blend O for the surrounding area and will blend O
Cropland needs [into the scenic quality of the genera needs |into the scenic quality of the general needs
further |landscape. further |iandscape. further
action action action
sWetlands May effect 0 No effect, Practices will avoid any 0 No e‘feclj Practices wil avond_ any 0O
adverse impacts to wellands in or near . adverse impacls to wetlands in or near
Wetlands are present in proximity to the planning area. needs [the planning area. needs |the planning area. needs
further further further
action action action
«Wild and Scenic Rivers No effect, Nol applicable 0 No effect, Not applicable n 'ﬁoeﬂ ‘ect, Notl applicable 0
No Federal or Stale designated Wild, Scenic, or needs needs needs
Recreational river segments or rivers listed in the further further further
Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI) are present in or action action action
near the planning area.
K. Other Agencies and Broad Public
9 No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2
Concerns
Easements, Permissions, Public Review, or Permits None Required None Required None Required
Required and Agencies Censulted.
Cumulative Eﬁects Narrative (T)escribe the cumulative {Potential of nutrient, pesticide, and/or sediment Nutrient, pesticide, and/cr sediment load tobe rNutriem. pesticide, and/or sediment load tobe
impacts considered, inciuding past, present and known {load to impact nearby waterbodies. reduced to nearby waterbodies. reduced lo nearby waterbodies.
future actions regardless of who performed the actions)
L. Mitigation None [None W\Ione
(Record actions to avoid, minimize, and compensate)
M. Prefi d
. Preferre
Alternative |Y Preferred altemative O O [
Selected alternative best meets clients objeclives while improving and conserving the resource base.
Supporting reason
N. Context (Record context of alternatives analysis) local l;oca| I local

The significance of an action must be analyzed in several contexts such as society as a whole (human, national), the affected region, the affected interests, and the locality.

0. To the best of my knowledge, the data shown on this form is accurate and complete:
In the case where a non-NRCS person (e.g. a TSP) assists with planning they are to sign the first signature block and then NRCS is to sign the second block to verify the information’s
accuracy.

Signature (T plicable) Date
’ Soil Conservationist 9 /27 / 20
Swatum (NRCS) Title Date

I pfeferred alternafive is not a federal action where NRCS has control or responsibility and this NRCS-CPA-52 is shared with someone other than the client then indicate to
whom this is bejfg provided.

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019 CPTT 2.27.2020
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not include situations in which NRCS is only providing technical assistance because NRCS cannot control what the cllenl ultlmately does wllh that assistance and sﬂua!lons where
NRCS is making a technical determination (such as Farm Bill HEL or wetland determinations) not associated with the planning process.

. Determination of Significance or Extraordinaryﬁrcumstances
To answer the questions below, consider the severity (intensity) of impacts in the contexts identified above. Impacts may be both beneficial and adverse. A significant effect may exist
even if the Federal agency believes that on balance the effect will be beneficial. Significance cannot be avoided by terming an action temporary or by breaking it down into small
{component parts.
{If you answer ANY of the below questions "yes"” then contact the State Environmental Liaison as there may be extraordinary circumstances and significance issues to
consider and a site specific NEPA analysis may be required.

Yes No

O o Is the preferred alternative expected to cause significant effects on public health or safety?

0 Is the preferred alternative expected to significantly affect unique characteristics of the geographic area such as proximity to historic or cultural resources, park
e lands, prime farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically critical areas?

O « Are the effects of the preferred alternative on the quality of the human environment likely to be highly controversial?

) « Does the preferred alternative have highly uncertain effects or invoive unique or unknown risks on the human environment?

O ¢ Does the preferred alternative establish a precedent for future actions with significant impacts or represent a decision in principle about a future consideration?

0 Is the preferred alternative known or reasonably expected to have potentially significant envircnment impacts to the quality of the human environment either

¢ individually or cumulatively over time?

Will the preferred alternative likely have a significant adverse effect on ANY of the special environmental concerns? Use the Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheets
Z to assist in this determination. This includes, but is not limited to, concerns such as cultural or historical resources, endangered and threatened species,
1] environmental justice, wetlands, floodplains, coastal zones, coral reefs, essential fish habitat, wild and scenic rivers, clean air, riparian areas, natural areas, and
invasive species.

| o Will the preferred alternative threaten a violation of Federal, State, or local law or requirements for the protection of the environment?
Q. NEPA Compliance ﬁnding (check one)
The preferred alternative: Action required
: G Documentin "R.1" below.
] 1) is not a federal action where the agency has control or responsibility. No additional analysis is required
0 2) 1s a federal action ALL of which is categorically excluded from further environmental analysis AND there are no Document in "R.2" below.
extraordinary circumstances as identified in Section "O". No additional analysis is required
3) 1s a federal action that has been sufficiently analyzed in an existing Agency state, regional, or national NEPA Document in “R.1" below.
document and there are no predicted significant erse environmental eff r extraordin ircum s No additional analysis is required.

Contact the State Environmental Liaison for
list of NEPA documents formally adopted
and available for tiering. Documentin "R.1"
befow.

No additional analysis is required

4) 1s a federal action that has been sufficiently analyzed in another Federal agency's NEPA document (EA or EIS) that
C laddresses the proposed NRCS action and its' effects and has been formally adopted by NRCS. NRCS is required to

prepare and publish its own Finding of No Significant Impact for an EA or Record of Decision for an EIS when adopting
another agency's EA or EIS document. (Note: This box is not applicable to FSA)

O 5) is a federal action that has NOT been sufficiently analyzed or may involve predicted significant adverse environmental |Contact the State Environmental Liaison.
effects or extraordinary circumstances and may require an EA or EIS. Further NEPA analysis required.
NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019 CPTT 2.27.2020
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IR. Rationale Supporting the Finding

|rR1
Findings Documentation

Environmental Quality Incentives Program, Natura' Resources Conservation Service, Environmental Assessment, December 2019

R.2
Applicable Categorical Exclusion(s)
(more than one may apply)

7 CFR Part 650 Compliance With NEPA , subpart 650.6
Categorical Exciusions states prior {o determining that a
iproposed action is categorically excluded under

paragraph (d) of this section, the proposed action must
meet six sideboard criteria. See NECH 610.116.

[ have considered the effects of the alternatives on the Resource Concerns, Economic and Social Considerations, Special Environmental Concerns, and Extraordinary
Circumstances as defined by Agency regulation and policy and based on that, made the finding indicated above.

S. Signature of Responsijble Federal Official:
District C tionist -
ﬂ ) ))'4/ strict Conservationis é 28‘8010

\J

JTOT

Signature Title Date

T e e AGIONAl HOtes L s

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019 CPTT 2.27.2020
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U.S. Department of Agriculture

NRCS-CPA-52

Natural Resources Conservation Service n219

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET

B. Conservation Plan ID # (as applicable):

Program Authority (optional): -

D. Client's Objective(s) (purpose):

To reduce input costs, retain or improve productivity, and conserve resource base for future

C. ldentification #

E. Need for Action:

Current management allows over application of fertilizer
and pesticides, leading to higher potential of field loss
and subsequent water quality degradation and
undesirable plant productivity.

IH. Alternatives

#. etc. as required

No Action

vifRMS [

Alternative 1

vifRMs [

Alternative 2

vifrms O

change.

Client vall continue existing operation without

CROPLAND: Cover Crop (340) Nutrient
|Management (590)

CROPLAND: Forage and Biomass Planting (512)

Nutrient Management (590) Tree/Shrub

Establishment (612) Tree/Shrub Site Preparation

(490)

Resource Concerns

In Section F below, analyze, record, and address concerns identified through the aesources Inventory process.
(See FOTG Section lli - Resource Planning Criteria for guidance).

F. Resource Concerns and Existing/
Benchmark Conditions

(Analyze and record the existing/benchmark
conditions for each identified concemn)

li. Effects of Alternatives

No Action

Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Amount, Status, Description

Amount, Status, Description

Amount, Status, Description

\ if does| ¥ if does| v If does,
NOT NOT NOT
(Document both short and long  |™e*PCl  (Document both short and long  |™®*tPCl  (Document both short and long | ™eetPC
term impacts) term impacts) term impacts)
SOIL: WIND AND WATER EROSION
Shaet & Rill Erosion - Crop Currently not a resource concern —  |"ith cover crops, Increased cover during 0 The establishment of forage and biomass J
however, resource degradation may L erosive periods will reduce soil plant species increases vegetative cover
Not a Resoufce Concern. Meets planning cnitena (waler | .o vath no action NOT [detachment. Soil disturbance to NOT |and reduces erosion potential. During the| NOT
erosion rale is less than or equal to T according to meet |incorporate fertilizer loosens the soil and | meet |establishment period, there may be a meet
Current NRCS water erosion technology) PC |buries surface residue which can PC |slight to moderate risk of erosion, PC
increase erosion. Other fertilizer depending on seedbed preparation, and
application methods do not contribute to seeding method. Soil disturbance to
erosion. incorporate fertilizer loosens the soil and
buries surface residue which can
increase erosion. Other fertilizer
application methods do not contribute to
erosion. With established trees or
shrubs, the vegetation and surface litter
reduces erosive water energy. During
site preparation, disturbed soils or
reduction in vegetative cover and surface
litter has potential for increases in
erosion in the short term, once trees are
established erosion wili decrease.
ind Erosion - Crop Currently not a resource concern O With cover crops, Increased cover during O The establishment of forage and biomass O
however, resource degradation may erosive periods will reduce soil plant species increases vegetative cover
Not a Resource Concern. CART assessment existing  |cc4r with no action detachment. Soil disturbance to and reduces erosion potential. During the
condilion is above threshold. incorporate fertilizer loosens the soil and establishment period, there may be a
buries surface residue which can slight to moderate risk of erosion,
increase erosion. Other fertilizer depending on seedbed preparation, and
application methods do not contribute to seeding method. Solil disturbance to
erosion. incorporate fertilizer loosens the soil and
buries surface residue which can
increase erosion. Other fertilizer
application methods do not contribute to
NOT NOT [erosion. With established trees or NOT
meet meet |shrubs, the vegetation and surface lilter meet
PC PC |reduces erosive wind energy. During ste | PC

preparation, disturbed sails or reduclion
in vegetative cover and surface litter has
potential for increases in erosion in the
short term; once trees are established
erosion will decrease.

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019
Page 1
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FOIL: CONCENTRATED EROSION

Iem,,,.m Gully Erosion - Crop Currently not a resource concern 0 With cover crops, Increased cover during O Soil disturbance to incorporate fertilizer 0O
- — —however, resource degradation may erosive periods will reduce concentrated loosens the soil and buries surface
Not a Resource Concern. Meets planning criteria (Client| 5ccr vith no action NOT |flow and associated soil detachment. Soil| NOT |residue which can increase erosion. NOT
input and/or Planner Observation: No ephemeral gullies meet |disturbance to incorporate fertilizer meet |Other fertilizer application methods do meet
observed) PC |loosens the soil and buries surface PC |not contribute to erosion. With PC
residue which can increase erosion. established trees or shrubs, the
Other fertilizer application methods do vegetation and surface litter reduces
not contribute to erosion. erosive water energy.
[Classic Gully Erosion Currently not a resource concern (] [NoEffect [] {With established trees or shrubs, the O
- — —{however, resource degradation may vegetation and surface litter reduces
Not a Resource Concern. Meets planning criteria (Client|oocir with no action NOT NOT |erosive water energy and the vegetation | NOT
input and/or Pianner Observation: No classic gullies meet meet |binds the soll making it resistant to water | meet
observed) PC PC |flow erosion. PC
Currently not a resource concern No Effect With established trees or shrubs, the
xcossive Bank Erosion - Crop, Forest, Range, Farmstead, 2 X
evelopad Land, Associated Ag Land or Other however, resource degradation may (] O vegglahon and surface litter reduces 5 (|
occur with no action NOT NOT |erosive water energy and the vegetation | NOT
Not a Resource Concern. Meels planning criteria (Client meet meet |binds the scil making it resistant to water | meet
input and/or Planner Observation: Banks are stable) PC PC |flow erosion. PC
SOIL: SOIL QUALITY LIMITATIONS
Compaction - Associated Ag Land, Crop, Farmstead, Forast, | CUTT@Ntly Not a resource concern TWilh cover crops, Increased biomass and The eslablishment of forage and biomass
Other Rural Land, Developed Land however, resource degradation may D roots improve aggregation, which gives D plant species will enhance biomass O
- — occur with no action NOT |belter resistance to compaction. NOT |production, root development, litter NOT
I'Not a Resource Concern. Meets planning criteria (Client meet meet |accumulation, and increase biological meet
input and/or Planner Observation: No observed PC PC  |activity decreasing compaction. PC
evidence of compaction, such as ponding, stunted plant Establishment of trees or shrubs can lead
Jorowth.ar'rdol growthilimilation.’) 1o increased root penetration and
increased organic matter helps restore
soil structure. During site preparation the
use of heavy equipment compacts soil in
the short term; once irees are established
compaction will decrease.
Organic matter depletion - Crop Continued resource degradation without With cover crops, more biomass []  [The establishment of forage and biomass [:]
NRCS assistance. Iproduced will iIncrease organic matter. plant species will enhance biomass
Does not meet plannnng crite ia {Current NRCS water NOT [With nutrient management, the proper NOT |production. root development. litter NOT
erosion technology: Soil Condition Index < 1.0 or Soil meet |management of pH and applying proper | meet |accumulation, and increase biological meet
Tillage Intensity Retio > 20) PC  |nutrients will maintain or enhance PC  |activity increasing organic matter. With PC
biomass production and organic matter. nutrient management, the proper
management of pH and applying proper
nulrients will maintain or enhance
biomass production and organic matter.
Establishment of trees or shrubs can lead
to increased root and shoot development,
decomposition increases soil organic
matter. During site preparation, disturbed
soils or reduction in vegetative cover and
surface litter decreases organic matter in
the short term: once trees are established
organic matter will increase.
Soil organism habitat loss or degradation - Crop Continued resource degradation without With cover crops, mere biomass D The establishment of forage and biomass ]
A - NRCS assistance. _oroduc‘ed wnll_ increase orgaqic matter plant species will enhance biomass
RT assessment exisling condition is below threshold. NOT |improving soil organism habitat. With NOT |production, root development, litter NOT
meet [nutrient management, the proper meet |accumulation, and increase biological meet
PC |management of pH and applying proper PC |activity increasing organic matter and PC

nutrients will maintain or enhance
biomass production, organic matter and
soil organism habitat.

improving soil organism habitat. With
nutrient management, the proper
management of pH and applying proper
nulrients will maintain or enhance
biomass preduction, organic matter and
soil organism habitat. Establishment of
trees or shrubs can |ead to increased
root and shoot development,
decomposition increases soil organic
matter and soil organism habitat, During
site preparation, disturbed soils or
reduction in vegetative cover and surface
litter decreases organic matter in the
short term; once trees are established
organic matter will increase

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019
Page 2

CPTT 2.27.2020




Aggregate instability - Crop Continuec ce degradation vathout L’. With cover crops, more biomass ' u The establishment of forage and biomass D
NRCS assistance. produced will increase organic mau. plant species will enhance biomass
CART assessment existing condition is below threshold. improving aggregate stabjlity. With production, root development, litter
nutrient managemenlt, the proper accumulation, and increase biological
management of pH and applying proper aclivity increasing organic matter and
nutrients will maintain or enhance aggregate stability. With nulrient
biomass produclion, organic matter and management, the proper management of
aggregate stability. . pH and applying proper nutrients will
maintain or enhance biomass production,
organic matter and aggregate stability. .
Establishment of trees or shrubs can lead
NOT NOT |to increased root and shoot development,| NOT
meet meet Jdecomposition increases soil organic meet
PC PC  |matter and aggregate stability. During PC
site preparation, disturbed soils or
reduction in vegetative cover and surface
litter decreases organic matter in the
short term; once trees are established
organic matter will increase.
WATER: FIELD SEDIMENT, NUTRIENT AND PATHOGEN LOSS
0 ported o groundwate op ontinued resource degradalion withoul @] With nutnent management using the right 0 The establishment of forage and biomass 0
= NRCS assistance. T amount, source, placement, and timing . plant species will provide better
CART assessment existing condition is below threshold, NOT |(4R) provides nutrients when plants need | NOT |vegetative cover reducing the potential NOT
meet |them most, decreasing nutrient loss. meet |for leaching losses. With nutrient meet
PC PC |management using the right amount, PC
source, placement, and timing (4R)
provides nutrients when plants need
them most, decreasing nutrient loss.
Con(:nued resource degradation wihoul | (7] [Cover crops reduce erosion and runoff | ) [The establishment of forage and biomass| )
NRCS assistance. and transpert of nutrients. With nutrient plant species will provide better
ART assessment existing condition s below threshold NOT |management using the right amount, NOT |vegelative cover reducing the potential | NOT
meet [source, placement, and timing (4R) meet |for runoff losses. With nutrient meet
PC |provides nutrients when plants need PC |management using the right amount, PC
them most, decreasing nutrient loss. source, placement, and timing (4R)
provides nutrients when plants need
them most, decreasing nutrient loss.
Sediment transported to surface water - Crop, Farmstead, Currently not a resource concern Cover crops will reduce erosion and The establishment of forage and biomass
eveloped Land, Water, Assoclated Ag Land or Other land | however, resource degradation may O transport of sediment O plant species will provide improved O
occur with no action NOT NOT |vegetative cover with a reduction of NOT
Not a Resource Concern. Meets planning criteria meet meet |runoff, erosion and sedimentation. During| meet
(Current NRCS water erosion technology: Water pC PC |site preparation, disturbed soils or PC
Erosion < T AND Current NRCS wind erosion reduction in vegetative cover and surface
technology: Wind Erosion <T AND Client input and/or litter has potential for increases in
Planner Observation: Upslope treatment and buffer erasion in the short term; once trees are
practices address concentrated flows, ephemeral established erosion will decrease.
gullies, and classic gullies to water bodies and Stream
water crossings are stable.)
WATER: FIELD PESTICIDE LOSS
Pesticides transported to ground waters Continued resource degradation withcut Wed :] The establishment of forage and biomass D
- — NRCS assistance. plant species will provide better
1t existing condition is below threshold. NOT NOT |vegetative cover and decrease the NOT
meet meet |potential for pesticide leaching. With site | meet
PC PC |preparation, thinning of trees may require| PC
increase pesticide use.
s transported to surface waters )| Continued resource degradation without 9] Cover crops reduce runoff and erosion O The establishment of forage and biomass O
NRCS assistance. and increases soil organic matter, plant species will provide better
CART assessment exsting condition is below threshold, NOT |biological activity, and pesticide uptake. | NOT |vegetative cover and decrease runoff, NOT
meet meet |erosion and pesticide loss. With site meet
PC PC |preparation, thinning of trees may require| PC

increase pesticide use.

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019
Page 3
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In Section "G" complete and attach Envir

ial Envi

£ 3

aws, Executive O.

onmental Procedures Guide Sheets for documentation as applicable. Items with a "'
consultation/coordination between the lead agency and another government agency. In these cases, effects may need to be determined in consultation with another
agency. Planning and practice implementation may proceed for practices not involved in consultation.

may require a federal permit or

G. gpeclal Environmental Concerns
(Document existing/ benchmark conditions)

J. Impacts to Special Environmental Concerns

topographic maps

No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2
Document all impacts Vit i Vit
(Attach Guide Sheets as applicable)| needs needs needs
further further further
action action action
«Clean Air Act No effect, Not applicable 0O No effect, Not applicable O No effect, Not applicable O
{Nc Nonattainment or Maintenance areas designated for needs needs needs
non-attainment of air quality standards AND there are further further further
no Class 1 areas nearby. Source: EPA website action action action
No effect, Client activities do not invelve No effect, No discharge or placement of No effect, No discharge or placement of
sClean Water Act/ Sec 404 Waters of the U,S.
the discharge of dredged or fill material a dredged or fill material into potential O dredged or fill material into potential u
Wetlands, lakes, streams, channels, or other water or other pollutants into potential Waters | needs [Waters of the US is planned or likely to | needs |Waters of the US is planned or likely to | needs
conveyances are potential Waters of the US presentin fof the US. further {occur from implemented practices. further foccur from implemented practices. further
the planning area. Source: aerial photos, USGS action aclion action

eClean Water Act / Sec 303 Impaired Waters

May effect, Without NRCS assistance,
sediment/nuirients/ pathogens/pesticides

0

May effect, Practices will reduce
degradation of 303(d) listed stream

0O

May effect, Practices will reduce
degradation of 303(d) listed stream

m

|impaired waterbodies under Section 303(d) of the CWA hransported to 303(d) listed surface needs [segment needs |segment. needs
located in proximity of the planning area. lwaters remains the same. further further further
action action action
eClean Vvater Act/ Sec ational Follutan effect, Not applicable 0 o effect, Not applicable O No effect, Not applicable O
Discharge Elimination
No point-source discharges occur in planning area needs needs needs
based on planner observation of field conditions. further further further
action action action
eCoastal Zone Manag N effect, Not applicable 0 No effect, Not applicable O No effect, Not appiicable O
|No Coastal Zone Management Areas are in or near the needs needs needs
planning area. further further further
action action action
Coral Reefs effect, Not applicable 0 o effect, Not applicadle O No effect, Not appiicable m
No coral reefs or associated water bodies (e.q. needs needs needs
lembayment areas) are present in or near the planning further further further
area. action action action
- —
eCultural Resources / Historic Properties |May effect 0 NF|) iﬁect. Ccl)n!s.t::tau(:n werSHPOffT'nbles Nol zﬁect. Ctl:on::glali:n wlr;SHPOffT'nt;es
will be completed and no adverse effec will be completed and no agverse effe
JThere may be cultural resources or historic properiies needs [to cultural resources or historic properties| needs |to cultural resources or historic properties| needs
present in the Area of Potentia! Effect. See further [is anticipated in the proposed APE. See | further |is anticpated in the proposed APE. See | further
documentation in case file. action |attached documentation. action (attached documentation, action
«Endangered and Threatened Species rMay effect 0O rday Affelcl.A:utdaLe Not Ltkely:io 0O r:y Aﬁe‘c!A;ul f;e Not Likely lto 0
versely Affect because practices are - versely Affect because practices are =
[Some T&E species and/or their habitats are present in needs |wholly beneficial. Critica! habitat will not | needs |wholly beneficial. Critical habitat will not | needs
proximity 1o the planning area further |be destroyed or adversely modified. further |be destroyed or adversely modified. further
action action action
{Environmental Justice TNo effect, Not applicable 0O N: effect. Ng dispro;:o'nior;‘ately hir?h z:d D N: effect, N9 disprog:olnio?‘alely h‘xhgh ﬁ:d 0
adverse environmental or human hea adverse environmental or human hea
Low income and Tribal members may be in proximity to needs |effect on a low-income population, needs |effect on a low-income population, needs
area further {minority population, or Indian Tribe will | further [minority population, or Indian Tribe will | further
action {occur. action |occur, action
eEssential Fish Habitat No effect, Not applicable. l:] No effect, Not applicable. 0 No effect, Not applicable. 0
No EFH is present in or downstream of the planning needs needs needs
area. further further further
action action action
Floodplain Management o effect, Not applicable 0 No effect, Not applicable 0O No effect, Not applicable D
No 100-year floodplain present in or near the pianning needs needs needs
area. Source: FEMA Maps. further further further
action action action
linvasive Species No e?fect. Client controls invasive :[ No effect. Not applicable D No effect, Not appiicable E
species adequately and prevents their
Cogongrass, Chinese Tallow Tree, Japanese Climbing [introduction and spread. needs needs needs
Fern, Kudzu, and Chinese/Japanese Privets are further further further
prevalent in proximity to planning area action action action
*Migralory Birds/Bald and Golden Eagle Protection INo effect, Continuation of benchmark No effect, No take of any migratory bird, No effect, No take of any migratory bird,
Act : - conditions has no potential to take [_] nest, or egg is expected to occur and/or a nest, or egg is expected to occur and/or UJ
Habitat for migratory birds is present in the planning migratory birds, nests, or eggs and will | needs |planned practices will not take or disturb | needs |planned practices will not take or disturb | needs
area. No bald or goiden eagle foraging, roosting, or not take or disturb eagles.. further |eagles. further |eagles. further
nesting habitat is in or near the planning area. action action action
INatural Areas No effect, Not applicatle :] No effect. Not applicable D No effect, Not applicable D
There are no designated natural areas present in or needs needs needs
near the planning area, further further further
action action action

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019
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§ are to be completed by the Responsible Fe

on is subject to NR contfola d

responsibility (eg actions financed, funded, assisted, conducted, regulated or approved by NRCS) These actoons do

not include situations in which NRCS is only providing technical assistance because NRCS cannot control what the client ultimately does with that assistance and situations where
NRCS is making a technical determination (such as Farm Bill HEL or wetland determinations) not associated with the planning process.

. Determination of Significance or Extraordinary Circumstances

Yes No
O
O o4
d
O @
O
(]
O o
(]

o Is the preferred alternative expected to cause significant effects on public health or safety?

To answer the questions below, consider the severity (intensity) of impacts in the contexts identified above. Impacts may be both beneficial and adverse. A significant effect may exist
even if the Federal agency believes that on balance the effect will be beneficial. Significance cannot be avoided by terming an action temporary or by breaking it down into small

component parts.
[if you answer ANY of the below questions "yes" then contact the State Environmental Liaison as there may be extraordinary circumstances and significance issues to
consider and a site specific NEPA analysis may be required.

, sthe preferred alternative expected to significantly affect unique characteristics of the geographic area such as proximity to historic or cultural resources, park

® lands, prime farmlands, wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically critical areas?

o Are the effects of the preferred alternative on the quality of the human environment likely to be highly controversial?

e Does the preferred alternative have highly uncertain effects or involve unique or unknown risks on the human environment?

o Does the preferred alternative establish a precedent for future actions with significant impacts or represent a decision in principle about a future consideration?

is the preferred alternative known or reasonably expected to have potentially significant environment impacts to the quality of the human environment either

® individually or cumulatively over time?

Will the preferred alternative likely have a significant adverse effect on ANY of the special environmental concerns? Use the Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheets
to assist in this determination. This includes, but is not limited to, concerns such as cultural or historical resources, endangered and threatened species,
® environmental justice, wetlands, floodplains, coastal zones, coral reefs, essential fish habitat, wild and scenic rivers, clean air, riparian areas, natural areas, and

invasive species.

« Wili the preferred alternative threaten a violation of Federal, State, or local law or requirements for the protection of the environment?

Q. NEPA Eompilance ?mdlng (check one)

The preferred alternative:

Action required

Document in "R.1" below.

effects or extraordinary circumstances and may require an EA or EIS.

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019
Page 7

d 1) is not a federal action where the agency has control or responsibility. No additional analysis is required
O 2) is a federal action ALL of which is categorically excluded from further environmental analysis AND there are no Document in "R.2" below.
extraordinary circumstances as identified in Section "O". No additional analysis is required
& 3) is a federal action that has been sufficiently analyzed in an existing Agency state, regional, or national NEPA Document in "R.1" below.
document and there are no predicted significant adverse environmental effects or extraordinary circumstances. No additional analysis is required.
4) is a federal action that has been sufficiently analyzed in another Federal agency's NEPA document (EA or EIS) that ‘Est:r:fa;légiitate Enr\:;ro;lr:men:lal L;ais:);dfor
M addresses the proposed NRCS action and its’ effects and has been formally adopted by NRCS. NRCS is required to and avaitable ?;utzfi N %oci:‘:moif‘ "R4"
= prepare and publish its own Finding of No Significant Impact for an EA or Record of Decision for an EIS when adopting I ng. ?
another agency's EA or EIS document. (Note: This box is not applicable to FSA) No a d.dmonal analysis Is required
O 5) is a federal action that has NOT been sufficiently analyzed or may involve predicted significant adverse environmental [Contact the State Environmental Liaison.

Further NEPA analysis required.

CPTT 2.27.2020




IR. Rationale Supporting the Finding

R.1 Environmental Quality incentives Program, Natural Resources Conservation Service. Environmental Assessment, December 2019

Findings Documentation

R.2
Applicable Categorical Exclusion(s)
(more than one may apply)

7 CFR Part 650 Compliance With NEPA , subpart 650.6
Categorical Exclusions states prior to determining that a
proposed action is categoricaliy excluded under
paragraph {d) of this section, the proposed action must
meet six sideboard criteria. See NECH 610.116.

S. Signature of Responsible Federal Official:

.C

| have considered the effects of the alternatives on the Resource Concerns, Economic and Social Considerations, Special Environmental Concerns, and Extraordinary
Circumstances as defined by Agency regulation and policy and based on that, made the finding indicated above.

S\ B0

((ANRDY

Signature

e B A e S 8 320 Sh Abd] e e s 25 72

Additional notes

Title Date

AR TIPSR T A1 AR T ——
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ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET

NRCS-CPA-52
412013

A. Client Name:

Program Authority (optional):

B. Conservation Plan ID # (as applicabie):

D. Client's Objective(s) (purpose):

Improve soil quality and health in row crop fields Improve
Decrease wind, sheet and reel erosion

soil nutnents with an organic alternative

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

E. Need for Action:
ilmprove soill nutrient levels. soil health and water quality.

H. Alternatives

No Action vifRMS [ ]

Alternative 1

vifRMS [ ]

Alternative 2 \ if RMS

Cropland is seasons when a cash crop could
not grow is more likely to be a victm to wind,
sheet or reel erosion Bare ground cover (
could deplete the soils without any type of
forage and will negatively affect the soils
characteristics Aslo, during this time frame

install practices to promote healthier soils
and water in cropland fields with Cover Crop

340)

Resource Concerns

I"In Section ""F"" below, analyze, record, and address concerns identified through the I-Qesources Inventory process.
(See FOTG Section Il - Resource Planning Criteria for guidance). "

F. Resource Concerns and Existing/

Il. Effects of Alternatives

Benchmark Conditions No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2
(Analyze and record the existing/benchmark ] . -
conditions for each identified concern) Amount, Status, Description Amount, Status, Description Amount, Status, Description
v if does’ \if does \ if does
NOT NOT NOT
(Document both short and 10ng | meey pc| (Document both short and 1ong | meer pel (Document both short and long | meer pe
term impacts) term impacts) term impacts)
SOIL: EROSION
Sheet, Rill & Wind Erosion - Crop Ji ] E D
l;:)!;: Resource Concern Erosion is less than T on ail NOT NOT NOT
meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Concentrated Flow - Ephemeral Gully Erosion - Crop _J ] I
Not a Resource Concern Ephemeral gullies are not NOT NOT NOT
occurning meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Concentrated Flow - Classic Gully Erosion- Crop ;,_ : |5}
Not a Resource Concern Classic gullies are not present NOT NOT NOT
meet mee! meet
PC PC PC
Excessive Bank Erosion - Crop '_ ] D
Not a Resource Concern. Streams. shorelines or water NOT NOT NOT
conveyance channels are not on or adjacent to cropland
field(s) meet meet meet
PC PC e
SOIL: SOIL QUALITY DECRADATION
Subsidence - Crop T ] i)
R
Not a Resource Concern Histosols are not present NOT NOT NOT
meet meel meet
PC PC PC
— o
iCompaction - Crop L J g
N R |
ot a Resource Concern Soill compaction 1s not a NOT NOT NOT
problem AND activities do not cause soil compaction
‘problems meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Organic matter depletion - Crop Bare grounds in cropland fields will L ) Cover crop will be planted during D il
Not a Resource Concern SCI s positive continue to be a victim of wind seasons that a cash crop (s not
sheet and reel erosion wisth nothing | NOT |growing reducing erosion A cover | NOT NOT
to hold soils in ptace during the meet |erop will also add natural nutrients meet meet
Seasqns a cron is NQt arowing PC 15 thev decay in the soils (oroanic PC PC
Concentration of salts or other chemicals - Crop D [} !
N0|l a Resource Concern Activities do not cause NOT NOT NOT
salinity/sodicity problems meet meel meet
PC PC 2L

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013
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I_Undesiratile plant productivity and health - Crop
S e
ans P ong meet meet meet
PC PC PC
Fxccss!vo plant pest pressure - Crop E] m D
Not a Resource Concern Pest damage to plants are
BELOW egonom»; ar‘1d environmental thresholds ANQ NOT NOT NOT
client identified criteria and piant pests. including noxious meet meet R
and invasive species are managed to meet client PC pC P
objectives.
[Wildfire hazard, bi lation - Crop D I: D
Not a Resource Concern. Wildfire hazard is not a NOT NOT NOT
concern meet meet meet
PC PC PC
ANIMALS: INADEQUATE HABITAT /FISH & WILDLIFE
ANIMALS: LIVESTOCK PRODUCTION LINITATION
ENERGY: INEFFICIENT ENERCY USE
Equipment and facilities - Crop S E — D
IIArOving equip iz 9y meet meet meet
usage. PG PC PC
[Farmingiranching practices and field op ~Crop = e —
Not a Resource Concern Client is not interested in NOT NOT NOT
improving farming practices and field operations to meet meet meet
reduce energy usage. PC PC PC

HUMAN: ECONOMIC & SOCIAL CONSIDERATIONS

iCapital

“[No increase in Capital requirements

sufficient capital fur farm operatiun and conservaton
implementation

Capital Requirements will increase short
term due to acquisition of specialized
equipment

Capital Requirements will increase short term
due to acquisition of specialized equipment

Labor

No increase in Labor

labor level average for farms in the area

increase: more intensive soil sampling

increase: more intensive soil sampling

Management Leve!

No increase in management

management level average for farms in the area

increase: must learn new technology and
maintenance

increase. must learn new technology and
maintenance

Profitability

Profitability will continue to be limited

Profitability limited due to excess fertihizer/pesticide use

Short term loss in profitability acquiring
equipment: however long term increase as
fess fertilizer will be purchased and yields
may increase

Short term foss in profitability acquiring
equipment: however long term increase as

yields may increase.

lless fertilizer/pesticides will be purchased and

Risk

With no action. risk level will remain

High risk for water contamination and subsequent heaith
effects on humans

Risk reduced as result of reduction in nutrient
runoffileaching potential

Risk reduced as result of reduction in
nutrientpesticide runoffileaching potential

Public Health and Safety

With no action, Negative effects for the client

Potential of offsite contamination by nutrients/pesticides

and/or community may resuit due to offsite
contamination by nutrients/pesticides

Effects will be positive on the client and
community No hazards have been identified.

Effects will be positive on the client and
community. No hazards have been identfied

NRCS-CPA-52,

April 2013
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lNatural Areas

o |

d

d

Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable Not app! cable Not appiicable
There are no designated natural areas presentin or near needs needs needs
the planning area further further further
l action action ion
Prime and Unique Farmlands |N° Effect M [No Effect 0 IN° Effect 0
Guide Sheet Facl Sheet No effect due to no change in land No conversion of farmland to No conversion of farmland to
Prime Farmland map units are present in the pianning  [US€ needs [nonagricultural use is planned needs Jnonagricultural use is planned needs
area further further further
action action action
Riparian Area
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable D Not applicable D Not applicable D
No riparian areas are present in or near the planning needs needs needs
area further further further
action action action

Scenic Beauty

Guide Sheet St

Fact Sheet

Annual Cropland

No Effect

No change from benchmark
conditions

&

needs
further
action

No Effect

Planned practice(s) are typical for
the surrounding area and will blend
into the scenic quality of the general
landscape

(]

needs
further
action

No Effect

Planned practice(s) are typical for
the surrounding area and will blend
into the scenic quality of the general
landscape

O

needs
further
action

sWetlands

Guide Sheet Fact Shee!

No Effect
No impact to wetlands is expected

O

No Effect
No effect on wetlands n or near the

0

No Effect
No effect on wetlands in or near the

a

Lthe planning area

No wetlands are present in or near the pianning area  |Without NRCS assistance needs |Planning area is expected because | nggqs fplanning area is expecled because | neeqs
Source further |Practices are only applied to active | ¢ ane fPractices are only applied to active | ¢ qher
z — action {cropland Additionally nutrients will | 4oin fSropiand Additionally, nutrients action
be applied in a manner that nearly Pesticides will be applied in a
eliminates run-off and leaching manner that nearly eiminates run-off
potential and leaching potential
eWild and Scenic Rivers D — D
Guide Sheet Fact Sheet Not applicable Not applicable = Not applicable
No Federal or State designated Wi!d, Scenic, or needs needs needs
Recreational nver segments or rivers listed n the further further further
Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI) are present in or near action action action

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013
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NR

is the RFO if the action is subject to

The following sections

to be completed by the Responsible Fed. . Official (RFO

control and responsibility (€.g., actions financed, funded, assisted, conducted, reguiated, or approved by ). These
actions do not include situations in which NRCS is only providing technical assistance because NRCS cannot control what the client ultimately does with that assistance and
situations where NRCS is making a technical determination (such as Farm Bill HEL or wetland determinations) not associated with the planning process.

Q. NEPA Compliance Finding (check one)
The preferred alternative:

Action required

. Document in "R.1" below
h 1sibility. v R :

il 1) 1s not a federal action where the agency has control or responsibility. No additional analysis is required

— 2) is afederal action ALL of which is categorically excluded from further environmental analysis AND there are [Document in “R.2" below.

aa no extraordinary circumstances as identified in Section "O". No additional analysis is required

E 3) s a federal action thal has been sufficiently analyzed in an existing Agency state, regional. or national NEPA {Document in "R, 1" below
document and there are no predicted significant adverse environmental effects or extraordinary circumstances. No additional analysis is required.
4) is a federal action that has been sufficiently analyzed in another Federal agency's NEPA document (EA or EIS) gz?s‘ca:r?fzelFsst(zlfeNEEn;X?or::‘S:\‘::ﬂs

| that addresses the proposed NRCS action and its’ effects and has been formally adopted by NRCS. NRCS is )

L] ; g = o formally adopted and available for
required to prepare and publish its own Finding of No Significant Impact for an EA or Record of Decision for an EIS tiering. Document in “R.1" below
when adopting another agency's EA or EIS document. (Note: This box is not applicable to FSA) No additional analysis is required

m S) is a federal action that has NOT been sufficiently analyzed or may involve predicted significant adverse Santactihe Slate Ervironmantal

: : Liaison. Further NEPA analysis
environmental effects or extraordinary circumstances and may require an EA or EIS. ralirad

Sty
|R. Rationale Supporting the Finding

Findings Documentation

R.1 Environmental Quality Incentives Program. Natura! Resources Conservation Service, Environmental Assessment, March 2016

IR.2
Applicable Categorical Exclusion(s)
(more than one may apply)

7 CFR Part 650 Compliance With NEPA , subpart 650.6
Categorical Exclusions states prior to determining that a
proposed action is categorically exciuded under
paragraph (d) of this section, the proposed action must
meet six sideboard criteria. See NECH 610.116

S. Signature of Regponsible Federal Official:

| have considered the effects of the alternatives on the Resource Concerns, Economic and Social Considerations, Special Environmental Concerns, and
Extraordinary Circumstances as defined by Agency regulation and policy and based on that made the finding indicated above.

NRCS-CPA-52, April 2013
Page 7
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U.S. Department of Agriculture

NRCS-CPA-52

Natural Resources Conservation Service

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET

11/2019

8. Conservation Plan ID # (as applicable):

Program Authority (oplional):-

D. Client's Objective(s) (purpose):

To reduce input costs, retain or improve productivily, and conserve resource base for future,

C. ldentification # (farm, tract, field #, etc. as required):

E. Need for Action:

Current management allows over application of fertilizer
and pesticides, leading to higher potential of field loss
and subsequent water quality degradation and

No Action

vifRMS [

Alternative 1

vifrRMS O

Alternative 2

vifrms O

Client will continue existing operation without

CROPLAND: Cover Crop (340) Nutrient

CROPLAND: Ferage and Biomass Planting (512)

(See FOTG Section Ill - Resource Planning Criteria for guidance).

undesirable plant productivity. change. JManagement (590) Nutrient Management (590) Tree/Shrub
|Establishment (612) Tree/Shrub Site Preparation
(490)
i Resource Concerns

: P — e
In Section F below, analyze, record, and address concerns identified through the Resources Inventory process.

F. Resource Concerns and Existing/
Benchmark Conditions

(Analyze and record the existing/benchmark
conditions for each identified concern)

|i. Effects of Alternatives

No Action

Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Amount, Status, Description

Amount, Status, Description

Amount, Status, Description

preparation, dislurbed soils or reduction
in vegetative cover and surface litter has
potential for increases in erosion in the
short term; once trees are established
erosion will decrease.

\ if does, Vif does J if does|
NOT NOT NOT
(Document both short and long  |™e®tPCy  (Document both short and long ~ [™e*tPC}  (Document both short and long | ™eet PC|
term impacts) term impacts) term impacis)
SOIL: WIND AND WATER EROSION
Isheet & Rill Erosion - Crop Currently not a resource concern O With cover crops, Increased cover during 0 The establishment of forage and biomass O
however, resource degradation may erosive periods will reduce soil plant species increases vegetalive cover
Not a Resource Concern. Meels planning critenia (water | oo,y with no action NOT |detachment. Soil disturbance to NOT |and reduces erosion potential. During the| NOT
erosion rate is less than or equal to T according to meet |incorporate fertilizer loosens the soil and | meet |establishment periad. there may be a meet
Current NRCS water erosion technology) PC |buries surface residue which can PC |slight to moderate risk of ercsion, PC
increase ereosion. Other fertilizer depending on Seedbed preparation, and
application methods do not contribute to seeding method. Soil disturbance to
erosion. incorporate fertilizer loosens the scil and
buries surface residue which can
increase erosion. Other fertilizer
application methods do not contribute te
erosion. With established trees or
shrubs, the vegetation and surface litter
reduces erosive water energy. Dunng
site preparation, disturbed soils or
reduction in vegetative cover and surface
litter has potential for increases in
erosion in the short term; once trees are
established erosion wili decrease.
Wind Erosion - Crop Currently not a resource concern O With cover crops, Increased cover during a The establishment of forage and biomass O
however, resource degradation may erosive periods will reduce soil plant species increases vegelative cover
Not a Resource Concern. CART assessment exisling | occyr with no action detachment. Soil disturbance to and reduces erosion potential. During the
condition is 2bove threshoid. incorporate fertilizer loosens the soil and establishment period, there may be a
buries surface residue which can slight to moderate risk of erosion,
increase erosion. Other fertilizer depending on seedbed preparation, and
application methods do not contribute to seeding method. Soil disturbance to
erosion. incorporate fertilizer loosens the soil and
buries surface residue which can
increase erosion. Other fertilizer
application methods do not contribute to
NOT NOT |erosion, With established trees or NOT
meet meel |shrubs, the vegetalion and surface litter meet
PC PC [reduces erosive wind energy. During site | PC

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019
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ISOIL: CONCENTRATED EROSION

Ephemeral Gully Erosion - Crop Currenty not a resource concern O With cover crops, Increased cover during El Soil disturbance to incorporate fertilizer O
- — i hOwever, resource degradation may erosive perieds will reduce concentrated loosens the soil and buries surface
Not a Resource Concern. Meets planning criteria (Client| oe.c.,c with no action NOT |flow and associated soil detachment. Soil| NOT |residue which can increase erosion. NOT
input and/or Planner Observation: No ephemeral gullies meet |disturbance to incorporate fertilizer meet {Other fertilizer application methods do meet
observed) PC |loosens the soil and buries surface PC  [not contribute to erosion. With PC
residue which can increase erosion. established trees or shrubs, the
Other fertilizer application methods do vegetation and surface litter reduces
not contribute to erosion. erosive water energy.
[cCiassic Gully Erosion Currently not a resource concern O No Effect D With established trees or shrubs, the =
however, resource degradation may vegetation and surface litter reduces
Not 3 Resource Concern. Meets planning criteria (Client|gcyr with no action NOT NOT [erosive water energy and the vegetation | NOT
input and/or Planner Observation: No classic gullies meet meet |binds the soil making it resistant to water | meet
observed) PC PC  |flow erosion. PC
Excessive Bank Eroslon - Crop, Forest, Range, Farmatead, Currently not a resource concern No Effect With es}abhshed trees qr shrubs, the
Daveloped Land, Assoclated Ag Land or Other however, resource degradation may O O veggtahon and surface litter reduces ) D
occur with no action NOT NOT |erosive water energy and the vegetation | NOT
Not a Resource Concern. Meets planning criteria (Client meet meet |binds the soil making it resistant to water | meet
input and/or Planner Observation: Banks are stable) PC PC |flow erosion. PC
SOIL: SOIL QUALITY LIMITATIONS
[Compaction - Assoclated Ag Land, Crop, Farmstead, Forest, | CUff€Ntly not a resource concern With cover crops, Increased biomass and The eslabijshmenl of forage and biomass
[Other Rural Land, Developed Land however, resource degradation may (] rools improve aggregation. which gives | | plant species will enhance biomass O
. — occur with no aclion NOT |betier resistance to compaction, NOT |preduction, root development, litter NOT
INot a Resource Concern. Meets planning criteria (Client meet meet [accumulation, and increase biotogical meet
input and/or Pianner Observation: No observed PC PC |activity decreasing compaction. pC
evidence of compaction, such as ponding. stunted plant Establishment of trees or shrubs can lead
growth, or root growth limitation. ) to increased root penetration and
increased organic matter helps restore
soil structure. During site preparation the
use of heavy equipment compacts soil in
the short term; once trees are established
compaction will decrease.
Continued resource degradation without With cover crops, more biomass D The establishment of forage and biomass | [7]
- - NRCS assistance. produced will increase organic matter. plant species will enhance biomass
Does not meet planning criteria (Current NRCS water NOT [With nutrient management, the proper NOT |production, root development, litter NOT
erosion technology: Soil Condition Index < 1.0 or Soil meet |management of pH and applying proper | meet |accumulation, and increase biological meet
Tillage Intensity Ratio > 20) PC  |nutrients will maintain or enhance PC |activity increasing organic matter, With PC
biomass production and organic matter, nutrient management, the proper
management of pH and applying proper
nutrients will maintain or enhance
biomass production and organic matter.
Establishment of trees or shrubs can lead
to increased root and shoot development,
decomposition increases soil organic
matter. During site preparation, disturbed
soils or reduction in vegetative cover and
surface litter decreases organic matter in
the short term; once trees are established
organic matter will increase.
Conlinued resource degradation without Wilh cover crops, more biomass [0 |The estabiishment of forage and biomass | —
3 5 NRCS assistance. produced will increase organic matter plant species will enhance biomass
CART assessment existing conaition is below threshold. NOT |improving scil organism habitat. With NOT |production, root development, litter NOT
meet |nutrient management, the proper mee! |accumulation, and increase biological meet
PC |management of pH and applying proper PC |activity increasing organic matter and PC

nutrients will maintain or enhance
biomass production, organic matter and
soil organism habitat.

improving soil organism habitat. With
nutrient management, the proper
management of pH and applying proper

Inutrients will maintain or enhance

biomass production, organic matter and
soil organism habitat. Establishment of
trees or shrubs can lead to increased
root and shoot development,
decomposition increases soil organic
matter and soil organism habitat. During
site preparation, disturbed soils or
reduction in vegetative cover and surface
litter decreases organic matter in the
short term; once trees are established
organic matter will increase.

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019
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Aggragata instability - Crop

CART assessment existing condition is beiow threshold.

Continuet rce degradation wthout
NRCS assivuince.

NOT
meet
PC

With cover crops, more blomass,
produced will increase organic me.
improving aggregate stability. With
nutrient management, the proper
management of pH and applying proper
nutrients will maintain or enhance
bromass production, organic matter and
aggregate stability. .

NOT
meet
PC

The establishment of forage and biomass
plant species will enhance biomass
production, root development, litter
accumulation, and increase biological
activity increasing organic matter and
aggregate stability. With nutrient
management, the proper management of
pH and applying proper nutrients will
maintain or enhance biomass production,
organic matter and aggregate stability. .
Establisnment of trees or shrubs can lead
to increased root and shoot development,
decompaosition increases soil organic
matter and aggregate stability. During
site preparation, disturbed soils or
reduction in vegetative cover and surface
litter decreases organic matter in the
short term; once trees are established
organic matter will increase.

NOT
meet
PC

ants p d to groundwate op

CART assessment existing condition is below threshold,

WATER: FIELD SEDIMENT, NUTRIENT AND PATHOGEN LOSS

(Continued resource degradation without
NRCS assistance.

NOT
meet
PC

With nutrient management using the right
amount, source, placement, and timing
(4R) provides nutrients when plants need
them most, decreasing nutrient loss.

NOT
meet
PC

The establishment of forage and biomass
plant species will provide better
vegetative cover reducing the potential
for leaching losses. With nutrient
management using the right amount,
source, placement, and timing (4R)
provides nutrients when plants need
them most, decreasing nutrient loss.

NOT
meet
PC

Nutrients transportod {6 surface waler - Crop Continued resource degradation wthgut
NRCS assistance.
ART assessment existing condition i1s below threshold.

NOT
meet
PC

Cover crops reduce erosion and runoff
and transport of nutrients. With nutrient
management using the right amount,
source, placement, and timing (4R)
provides nulrients when plants need
them most, decreasing nutrient loss.

NOT
meet

The establishment of forage and biomass
plant species will provide better
vegetative cover reducing the potentia!
for runoff losses. With nutrient
management using the right amount,
source, placement, and timing (4R)
provides nutrients when plants need
them most, decreasing nutrient loss.

meet
PC

Sedim P d to surf; water - Crop, Farmstead,
veloped Land, Water, Associated Ag Land or Other land

Currently not a resource concern
however, resource degradation may
occur with no action

Not a Resource Concern. Meets planning criteria
(Current NRCS water erosion technology: Water
Erosion < T AND Current NRCS wind erosion
technolagy: Wind Erosion <T AND Client input and/or
Planner Observation: Upslope treatment and buffer
{practices address concentrated flows, ephemeral
gullies, and ciassic gullies to water bodies and Stream
water crossings are stable.)

meet
PC

Cover crops will reduce erosion and
transport of sediment.

NOT
meet
PC

The establishment of forage and biomass
plant species will provide improved
vegetative cover with a reduction of
runoff, erosion and sedimentation. During
site preparation, disturbed soils or
reduction in vegetative cover and surface
litter has potential for increases in
erosion in the short term; once trees are
established erosion will decrease.

NOT
meet
PC

WATER: FIELD PESTICIDE LOSS

Pasticides transported to ground waters

CART assessment exising condition is below threshold.

Pesticides transported to surface waters

CART assessment existing condition is below threshold.

Continued resource degradation without
NRCS assistance.

No Effect

NOT
meet
PC

The establishment of forage and biomass
plant species wil! provide better
vegelative cover and decrease the
potential for pesticide ieaching. With site
preparation, thinning of trees may require
increase pesticide use.

NOT
meet
PC

Continued resource degradation without
NRCS assistance.

NOT
meet
PC

Cover crops reduce runoff and erosion
and increases soil organic matter,
biological activity, and pesticide uptake.

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019
Page 3
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meet
PC

The establishment of forage and biomass
plant species will provide better
vegetative cover and decrease runoff,
erosion and pesticide loss. With site
preparaticn, thinning of trees may require
increase pesticide use.
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Plant productivity and hoalth - Crop Currently! isource concern r:] Cover crops are selected and m; r_—] The establishment of forage and biomass [—]
- e however, resuurce degradation may to maintain optimal productivity ai plant species will enhance health and
[Nt a Resource Concern. Meets planning criteria (Yield | oceyr with no action NOT |nealth and can contribute to subsequent | NOT {vigor of desired plant communities. With | NOT
data and Crop.Health Inlcrmgltop: Crop ymld.ns greater meet |crop health and productivity. With meet |nutrient management, nutrients and soil | meet
or equal to 75% of the‘ reahs'm: Yle|d expecivat:'ons? found PC |nutrient management, nutrients and soil PC |amendments are optimized to enhance PC
in Land Grant University Guidelines or realistic yield amendments are optimized to enhance health and vigor of desired species.
Jtabtes: (lowest value should be used when indices health and vigor of desired species. Trees and shrubs are established and
differ). managed to maintain optimal productivity
and health.
Plant pest pressure - Crop Currently not a resource concern 3 No Effect 0 Trees and shrubs are established and 0
: however, resource degradation may managed to control undesired species.
Not a Resource Concern. Meets planning criteria (Client occur with no action NOT NOT NOT
input and/or planner observalion: Pest damage to plants meet mee! meet
are below economic, historic, pest model or PC pC PC
lenvironmental thresholds.)
HUMAN: ECONOMIC & SOCIAL CONSIDERATIONS
Land Use No effect No Eflect Some land may be taken out of production to
. establish trees and/or shrubs.
Current Land use is cropland
pitat No effect Slight increase to plant and terminate cover crops. |Slight increase to establish forage and biomass
— — . - Slight increase to apply nutrients, however, proper |plant species. Slight increase o apply nutrents,
limited capital without FA to implement conservation management may reduce fertilizer use. however, proper management may reduce
measures fertilizer use. Slight increase to establish trees
andlor shrubs. Siight increase to conduction site
preparation.
Labor No effect Slight increase to terminate cover crop and plant |No Effect
: , primary crop.
Existing labor adequate for operation
rManagemenl Levet No effect Slight increase to manage planting of primary crop [Slight increase lo manage proper application of
into cover crops. Slight increase to manage nutrients.
current management adequate proper applicalion of nutrients,
lPromabilny No effect Benefits of cover crops will increase profitability. |Slight increase due to properly applied nutrients
- Slight increase due to properly applied nutrients  [and increased production.
current operation is break even or no profit and increased production.
IRisk No effect No Effect No Effect
low risk
JPublic Heaith ana Safety No effect No Effect No Effect

no concerns

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019
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s, Executive.

" complete and attach Environmental Procedures Guide Sheets for documentation as applicable. Items with a "e" may require
consultation/coordination between the lead agency and another government agency. In these cases, effects may need to be determined in consultation with another
agency. Planning and practice Implementation may proceed for practices not involved in consultation.

G. Special Environmental Concerns
J(Document existing/ benchmark conditions)

J. Impacts to Special Environmental Concerns

No Action

Alternative 1

Alternative 2

Document all impacts Vit it Vit
(Attach Guide Sheets as applicable)| needs needs needs
further further further
action action action
»Clean Air Act Noe , Not applicable 0 No effect, Not applicable m| No effect, Not appﬂﬁle D
No Nonattainment or Maintenance areas designated for needs needs needs
non-attainment of air quality standards AND there are further further further
no Class 1 areas nearby. Source: EPA website action action action
oClean Water Act / Sec 404 Waters of the U.S. No effect, Client activities do not involve :] No effect, No discha-rge_ or p!acerqenl of 0O No effect, No d:schalrgef or placevqent of 0
the discharge of dredged or fill material dredged or fill material into potential dredged or fill material into potential
Wetlands, lakes, streams, channels, or other water or other pollutants into potential Waters | needs |Walers of the US is planned or likelyto | needs |Waters of the US is planned or iikelyto | needs
conveyances are potential Waters of the US presentin Jof the US. further Joccur from implemented practices. further occur from implemented practices. further
'lhe planning area. Source: aerial photos, USGS action action action
topographic maps i'
; May effect, Without NRCS assistance, May effect. Practices wall reduce May effect, Practices will reduce
eClean Water Act / Sec 303 Impaired Waters . x X S .
e sediment/nutrients/ pathogens/pesticides D degradation of 303(d} listed stream D degradation of 303(d) listed stream n
|'mpaired waterbodies under Section 303(d) of the CWA [transported to 303(d) listed surface needs [segment. needs |segment. needs
located in proximity of the planning area. walers remains the same. further further further
action action action
e(lean Yvater Ac! C ational Pollutan effect, Not applicable 0 No efiect, Not applicable :] No effect, Not applicable 0
Discharge Elimination <
No point-source discharges occur in planning area needs needs needs
based on planner observation of field conditions. further further further
action action action
-
+Coastal Zone Management No effect, Not applicable 0 No effect, Not applicable 0O No effect, Not appiicable 0
No Coastal Zone Management Areas are in or near the needs needs needs
planning area. further further further
action action action
Coral Reefs No effect, Not applicable i No effect, Not applicable D 0 effect, Not applicable :]
No coral reefs or associated water bodies (e.9. needs needs needs
lembayment areas) are present in or near the planning further further further
area. L action action acton
letar : May effect 3 No effect, Consultation with SHPO/Tribes No effect, Consultation with SHPO/Trbes
eCultural Resources / Historic Properties Y !
P —] will be completed and no adverse effect will be completed and no adverse effect 4
There may be cultural resources or historic properties needs |to cultural resources or historic properties| needs |to cultural resources or historic properties| needs
present in the Area of Potential Effect. See further |is anticipated in the proposed APE. See | further |is anticipated in the proposed APE. See | further
documentation in case file. action |attached documentation. action |altached documentation. action
sEndangered and Threatened Species May effect 0 May Affect, but are Not Likely to O May Affect. but are Not Likely u? M
Adversely Affect because practices are Adversely Affect because practices are b
Some T&E species and/or their habitats are present in needs |wholly beneficial. Critical habitat will not | needs |wholly beneficial. Critical habitat will not | needs
proximity to the planning area further |be destroyed or adversely modified. further |be destroyed or adversely modified. further
action aclion action
= 7 - "
IEnvironmental Justice No effect, Not applicable 0] No effect, No disproportionately high and O No effect, No disproportionately high and 0
= adverse environmental or human heaith adverse environmental or human health
Low income and Tribal members may be in proximily to needs |effect on a low-income population, needs |effect on a low-income population, needs
area further |minority population, or Indian Tribe wili further |minority population, or Indian Tribe will further
action [occur. action |occur. action
eEssential Fish Habitat No effect, Not applicable. N No effect, Not applicable. D No effect, Not applicable. 'j
No EFH is present in or downstream of the planning needs needs needs
area. further further further
action action action
r H
Floodplain Management No effect, Not applicable —  [Neeffect, Not applicabie 0 No effect, Not applicable 0
No 100-year floodplain present in or near the planning needs needs needs
area. Source: FEMA Maps. further further further
action action action
Invasive Species No effecl. Client contrals invasive — [No effect, Not applicable O No effect, Not applicable 0
species adequately and prevents their s
Cogongrass, Chinese Tallow Tree, Japanese Climbing lintroduction and spread. needs needs needs
Fern, Kudzu, and Chinese/Japanese Privets are further further further
prevalent in proximity to planning area action action action
No effect, Continuation of benchmark No effect, No take of any migratory bird, No effect, No take of any migratory bird, | |
Act conditions has no potential to take 1 nest, or egqg is expected to occur and/or O nest, or egg is expected to occur andfor O
Habitat for migratory birds is present in the planning migratory birds, nests, or eggs and will | needs [planned practices will not take or disturb | needs |planned practices will not take or disturb | needs
area. No bald or golden eagle foraging, roosting, or not take or disturb eagles.. further |eagles. further |eagles. further
nesting habitat is in or near the planning area. action action action
INatural Areas No effect, Not applicable D No effect, Not applicable D No effect, Not applicable -j
There are no designated natural areas present in or needs needs needs
near the planning area. further further further
action action action

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019
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o=

10 no change in land use.

No effect, No conversion of fd to

No effect, No conversion of farmland to

o |

Fﬂm and:Unique:Farmiands o nenagricultural use is planned. u nonagricultural use is planned. O
Prime/unique farmlands or farmlands of statewide/local needs needs needs
importance are present in the planning area. further further further
action action action

S ay effect No effect, Pianned practice(s) will not No effect, Planned practice(s) will not

IRlpanan o ’ O conflict with the conservalion values and QO conflict with the conservation values and ﬂ
Riparian areas along/around sireams are present in the needs |functions of the riparian area. needs |functions of the riparian area, needs
planning area. Source: aerial photos, personal further further further
observation. action action action

Scenic Beauty No effect, No change from benchmark [ ] No effect, Planned practice(s) are typical M No effect, Planned practice(s) are typical D

conditions. for the surrounding area and will blend — for the surrounding area and will blend

Cropland needs |into the scenic quality of the general needs |into the scenic quality of the general needs
further |landscape. further |landscape. further
action action action

eWetlands may effect 0 No effect, Practices will avoid any 0 No effect, Practices will avoid any 0

adverse impacts to wetlands in or near adverse impacts to wetlands in or near -

Wetlands are present in proximity to the planning area. needs |the planning area. needs |the planning area. needs
further further further
action action action

eWild and Scenic Rivers . effect, Not applicable & o effect, Not appiicable 0 No effect, Not applicable 0
No Federal or State designated Wild, Scenic, or needs needs needs
Recreational river segments or rivers listed in the further further further
{Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NR!) are present in or action action action

near the planning area.

K. Other Agencies and Broad Public
Concerns

No Action

Alternative 1

Alternative 2

asements, Permissions, Public Review, or Permits
Required and Agencies Consulted.

Necne Required

|None Required

None Required

[Comuative Effects Narrative (Describe the cumuialive
impacts considered, including past, present and known

load to impact nearby waterbodies.

Potential of nutrient, pesticide, and/or sediment

reduced to nearby waterbodies.

'Nutr.enl. pesticide, andior sediment load lobe

reduced to nearby waterbodies

Nutrient, pesticide, and/or sediment load tobe

|:uture actions regardless of who performed the actions)

L. Mitigation
(Record actions to avoid, minimize, and compensate)

one

T«m

None

M. Preferred
. Frererre
Alternative |YPreferred alternative O 0 [
Selected alternative best meels clients objeclives while improving and conserving the resource base.
Supporting reason
N. Context (Record context of alternatives analysis) I|oca| l|oca| [Iocal

The significance of an action must be analyzed in several contexts such as society as a whaole (human, national), the affected region, the affected interests, and the locality.

accuracy.

0. To the best of my knowledge, the data shown on this form is accurate and complete:
|In the case where a non-NRCS person (e.g. a TSP) assists with planning they are to sign the first signature block and then NRCS is to sign the second block to verify the information's

|

Signatur pplicable) Date
Soil Conservationist
; Yal3o
/ Signature (NRCS) Title Date
Iit prefgrred alternafive is not a federal action where NRCS has control or responsibility and this NRCS-CPA-52 is shared with someone other than the client then indicate to
vh this is beipy provided.

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019
Page 6
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: , Jns e completed by ¢ the Responsible | ,‘al'Ofﬂ cial (RFO) T
is the RF |f the acuon is subyect lo N_5§ control and responsmllnty (e.g., actions financed, funded, assisted, conducted, regulated, or approved by NRCS) These acuons do
not include situations in which NRCS is only providing technical assistance because NRCS cannot control what the client ultimately does with that assistance and situations where
NRCS is making a technical determination (such as Farm Bill HEL or wetland determinations) not associated with the planning process.

P. Determination of Significance or Ex!racwdfnary Circumstances

To answer the questions below, consider the severity (intensity) of impacts in the contexts identified above. Impacts may be both beneficial and adverse. A significant effect may exist
even if the Federal agency believes that on balance the effect will be beneficial. Significance cannot be avoided by terming an action temporary or by breaking it down into small
component parts.

|if you answer ANY of the below questions "yes"” then contact the State Environmental Liaison as there may be extraordinary circumstances and significance issues to
consider and a site specific NEPA analysis may be required.

Yes o

o Is the preferred alternative expected to cause significant effects on public health or safety?

& z

Is the preferred alternative expected to significantly affect unique characteristics of the geographic area such as proximity to historic or cultural resources, park
* lands. prime farmiands. wetlands, wild and scenic rivers, or ecologically critical areas?

©

o Are the effects of the preferred alternative on the quality of the human environment likely to be highly controversial?
e Does the preferred alternative have highly uncertain effects or involve unique or unknown risks on the human environment?

000 0 o
M8 E

« Does the preferred alternative establish a precedent for future actions with significant impacts or represent a decision in principle about a future consideration?

&

ls the preferred alternative known or reasonably expected to have potentially significant environment impacts to the quality of the human environment either
mdlvndually or cumulatively over time?

O
o8]

Will the preferred alternative likely have a significant adverse effect on ANY of the special environmental concerns? Use the Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheets
% to assist in this determination. This includes, but is not limited to, concerns such as culturai or historical resources, endangered and threatened species,
O environmental justice, wetiands, floodplains, coastal zones, coral reefs, essential fish habitat, wild and scenic rivers, clean air, riparian areas, natural areas, and
invasive species.

O o Will the preferred alternative threaten a violation of Federal, State, or local law or requirements for the protection of the environment?
Q. NEPA Compliance ?inding {check one)
The preferred alternative: Action required

Document in "R.1" below.

m + T
il 1) is not a federal action where the agency has control or responsibility. No additional analysis is required
0 2) is a federal action ALL of which is categorically excluded from further environmental analysis AND there are no Document in "R.2" below.
extraordinary circumstances as identified in Section “O". No additional analysis Is required
@ 3) is a federal action that has been sufficiently analyzed in an existing Agency state, regional, or national NEPA Document in "R.1" below.
document and there are no predicted significant adverse environmental effects or extraordinary circumstances. No additional analysis is required.

. . - " Contact the State Environmental Liaison for
4) is a federal action that h: ff tly analyzed in another Federal cy's NEPA d A 1S) th 5
) ‘ederal action that has been sufficiently yzed in another ral agency's locument (EA or EIS) that list of NEPA documents formally adopted

= addresses the proposed NRCS action and its' effects and has been formally adopted by NRCS. NRCS is required to and available for tieri Document in "R.1"
prepare and publish its own Finding of No Significant Impact for an EA or Record of Decision for an EIS when adopting below ng. u ’

another agency's EA or EIS document. (Note: This box is not applicable to FSA) No additional analysis is required

O 5) is a federal action that has NOT been sufficiently analyzed or may involve predicted significant adverse environmental |Contact the State Environmental Liaison.
effects or extraordinary circumstances and may require an EA or EIS. Further NEPA analysis required.
NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019 CPTT 2.27.2020
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IR. Rationale Supporting the ﬁndlng

IR Environnerital Quality incentives Program, Natural Resources Conservalion Service, Environmental Assessment, December 2019
Findings Documentation

R.2
Applicable Categorical Exclusion(s)
(more than one may apply)

7 CFR Part 650 Compliance With NEPA , subpart 650.6
Categorical Exclusions states prior to determining that a
proposed action is categorically excluded under
paragraph (d) of this section, the proposed action must
meet six sideboard criteria. See NECH 610,116.

I have considered the effects of the alternatives on the Resource Concerns, Economic and Social Considerations, Special Environmental Concerns, and Extraordinary
Circumstances as defined by Agency regulation and policy and based on that, made the finding indicated above.

S. Signature of Responsible Federal Official:

/Q‘ K : 9 )-Z(a.“' District Conservationist 4-94-20D

|4 Signature Title Date
' Additional notes ,

NRCS-CPA-52, November 2019 CPTT 2.27.2020
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