Resource Concerns Checklist

Client

Location

Land Units

 Land Uses |_icwp

— ™~ i

iRange Liforest | iFamstead L_iAssoc Ag Land L Designaled Protected Area

Developed Land E._EWatef ;;OtherRuraI Land

This check sheet is designed o assist planners and clienls
requiced. If a screening question is FALSE, the assessment must be completed to evaluate if there is a resource concern. I the Assessmeat

in identifying resource concerns during Lhe planning process. The planning oriteria outlined in Section IIl of the FOTG sets the minimum level of treatment,  1f a screening question is TRUE, this indicates no resoarce concerm exists and no assessment is
is TRUE. Planaing Criteria is met. !f the Assessment is FALSE, the Planning Criteria is not met and a Resoutce Concern exists.

i there is no screening question, go directly to assessment. If the Reseurce Concern is a Clint Identified Objective (in effect the client wishes to exceed planaing criteria). the concern will be required to be evaluated in the planning process.

Sereening A= g E1E F
2 £ Hx ngd Uni
Resource Concam L;:Zﬁ;; Component True not a concesn, False or no quastion §o % [? ?::ii?:‘:ﬂti:i False is 3 feSOLICS CONCEM | g g Fa) E‘ T:;:L ;;:nﬁ
to assessment o S|1ES8
- Crop” + Developed Land” Sheet & Rill Waler erosion rate € T 0 0
- Farmsteads*
- Associated Ag Land” Petmanent grolnd cover > 90% and ol
+ Designated Protected Area” Wind skope < 10% il \Wind erasion rate S T M T
+ Other Rural Land®
SOILEROSION- |, paciure*
Sheet, rill, & wind YR JR -
erosion  Forest” i - Soil surdace organic residue cover > 80% Site is stable and without visible signs of eresion HE (R0 (SR S
Sheet & Rill B . ERHA -soil site stability - sight 1o moderate of less - __
- Range” ) Meets State established criteria, O ter SR RSN IS
Wind Rangeland Planned Trend is positive
Ephemerai gullies Epiemeral gullies are not occuring Consenvation practices and managements are in place to prevent or control ephemeral gullies SR RERIRE: 0
+ Crop Classic qulies Clessic gulies are not present olo Classic gl!ﬂty managefnent is adequate to stop the progression of head cutting and widening and are offsite impacts are oo o 0
by vegetation and/or structures
SOIL ERCSION~ |- Forest” + Famsteads®
Goncentrated flow |+ Pasture” + Range*
erosion o Devel?ped Land” ! Cassic gubies Classio quilies are not present Cf.a§si.c gulfy manage_ment is adequate 10 stop the proaression of head cutting and widening and are offsite impacts are oOic O
- Associated Ag Land minimized by vegetation andior structures
» Besignated Protected Area”
» Qiher Rural tand"
« Crop” » Forest : i :
. . For sharelines and water conveyance channals; banks are stable or commensurate with nortmal geomarphological processes
+ Range” » Developed Land
SO EROBION- 1, < ociated Ag Land’ AND -
Excessive bank Desigrated Protected Aea” If bank erosion is present, it is beyond the client's contrc or commensurate with normal geomorphalogical processes L H
erosion from W " - Streams, shoreline ar channels afe noten or AND
" »Water - Qther Rural Land ) ! .
streams shorelines | Fameteads’ adjacent to site For streambanks; SYAP2 bank condition element score >=5
or water coaveyance
channels Bank erosion is beyond the dlient’s contrel or commensurate with normal geomorphokgical processes
- Pasture” AND . N Rl 0
PCS - striearshank { shareline erosion elemenl score > 4
- Crop
SOIL QUALITY | Forest Histisol sods zre not present
DEGRADATION - |- Associated Ag Land OR [} L {Subsidence is sdequately managed 1o meet chiert’s chjectives i 0
Subsidence - Designated Protected Area Histisols soils are not exnibiting subsidence
- Pasture
- Crop - Forest
- Associated Ag Land Tl 0l L . . o —le| = =
. Designated Protected Area Soil compaction is nt 2 problem i1 | L [Compaction is managed to meet Chent's production and management obijectives i oed i ]
SolL ouALITY |1 Gther Rural Land AN
DEGRADATION - . Pasture | [ |Pes - compaction element score = 4 REERR RS -
Comp Activities do not cause soil compaction - . X
preblems _ RHA - soil site stability - slight to moderate or less . - -
 Range 0 for Sloior o

Campaction is managed to meet Client's production and management objectives

Planner

Date
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Resource Concerns Checllist

This check sheet is designed to assist planrers and clisnts in

I there is no screening Guestion, go directly to assessment. ¥f the Rescusce Congern is a Client idenlified Obiective (in effect the client wishes to exceed glanning criteria), the concem will be required to be evalualed in the planaing process,

identifying resource concerns during the planaing process. The planning criteria oulined In Section B of the £07TG sets the minimum level of reatment.  If a screening question is TRUE, this indicates no resource concern exists and ro assessment is
required. If a screening question is FALSE, the assessment must be completed to evaluate if there Is a resource concern. If the Assessment is TRUE, Planning Crileria is met. ¥ the Assessment is FALSE, the Plarning Criteria is not met and a Resource Concern exists.

use of irrigation
water

The ifrigation system: components and management meet state specific efficiency criteria

8
Resource Con Land sz Cempanent ifr:e:oifi concern, False of no question go B [Assessment Level % ‘% g % Trectand Ung
REOUICE LancEm *Required g u ' a g T | F |True not a concern, False i @ tegource concerm T T g -2 { with concers
to assessment < 5
&l
+ Crop® D sci=0 O i
Permanent ground cover > 80% N I g _ - _
» Pasture L LI JOR L [ Ui
SOIL QUALITY [FCS - plant cover slement score 2 4 AND PCS - plant residug slement score 24}
DEGRADATION - i i ion § {RHA - soil site stability slight to mederate or fess AND RHA — biotic integrity attribute rating slight to moderate departure of
Organic matter Soil organic matter depletion is nota 9 | g &hg L
Teleion |+ Rage praiem 0| e sB =
epletion S Eap wd [
AND Rangeland Planred Trand positive
- . . Ground cover meets state criteria specific to scologlcal site
 Fosest Aciwm_es do not cause soil organic matier oo lor 7 o
depletion Soil organic maiter is managed to meet Client objeciives
SOIL QUALITY  §+Ciop
ATION -~ |+ P . . .
DEGRAD. . i astufe Activities do not cause salinity/sodicity — . . . - T —
Concentration of |- Range rablems |1 1Conservation praclices and managements are in place to mitigate on-site effects i
saits or other + Assuciated Ag Land P
chemicals » Farmsteads
Ponding or flooding not a problem
e Panding and Floodin AND RERE 5
- Forest 8 9 Lactivities do not cause pondingHlooding == =
EXCESSWATER - [- Farmsteads prablems
Ponding, flooding, |+ Pasture
seasonal high water |* Range Seasonal High Water Seasonal high water table does not cause a Excess water s managed o meet Client’s objectives - -
table, seeps, and | Developed Land Table poblern ] ]
drifted snow - Agsoeiated Ag Land
. Designaled Protected Area Seeps Excess water flom seeps dogs notcause a | ) — e —
» Other Rural Land piobiem — - -
Drifted Snow Dritted snow does not cause a problem ] "
= Crop
- Developad Land
« Forest Runoff and evapatranspiration Jevels are minimized to meet Client's management cbjectives i o
INSUFFICIENT | gssgcnat’ei.:;g L‘mud A Moisture management is not a problem
WATER — Ingffigient [ odnew motected Area AND
moistire - Range” Aclivities do not cause inefficient moisture RHA - hydrologic function atiributes siight to mederate of less = o
managemsnt management problems
PCS - compaction element score = 4
+ Pasture AND O
PCS - plant cover element score 24
INSUFFICIENT
WATER - Ineffici . - —
BRIGIENt { e PLU is not ircigated M i

Notes:
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Resource Concerns Checklist

This check sheel is designed to assist planners

and clients in identifying resource concerns during the planning process. The planning criteria outfined in Section 3 of the FOTG seis the minimum level of freatment,
required. If a screening question is FALSE, the assessment must be compleled 10 evaluate ifthese s 2 resource conceen, If the Assassment is TRUE, Planning Criteria is mat. ¥ the Assessment is FALSE, the Planning Criteria is not met and a Resource Concern exisls,

i there is no screesing question, go direotly to assessmieat. if he Resource Concern Is a Client Identified Objective (in effect the client wishes to exceed planning criierial, the concer will be required to be evaluated in the planaing process,

If a screening question is TRUE, this indicales no resoutce concer exists and no assessment is

Excess nutrients in
surface and ground

Conservation practices and managements are in place fo minimize groundwates snpacts

3
i ERN - )
R G end ise Component izzenrzti concem, False of no question go & | &1 jassessment Level M % % g E Tracti.and Unf
SOUIGE LONGein *Requited ompanent ' 4 g T | F {True notaconcem, False is a resource congen T FIEE -2 | with concera
to assessment . S|(&8
Lo Nutrient and amendment applications are based on soil or tissue tests and nulrient budgets for realistic yiekds
Excess putrignis in 187 |anD 3 ™ .
surtace wates Organic of inorganic nutrients ate aot applied Conservation practices and managements ar in placa to minimize surface water impacts
- Crop’ AND . K .
Excess autfients in oL is not grazed - :;lgené and amendment applications are based on soil or tissue tests and nutrient budgets for realistic vields I . -
grounduater Conservation practices and managements are in place to minimize groundvwater impacts
Excess nutdients in PCS - streambank / shoreline erosion element score 24
surface water AND J —
+ Pasture” PCS - livestock concentration areas element score = 4 gr U
Excess nutrients in AND
graundwater Nulrients are applied and based on a soil test, tissue tests of nuiient budget
s Nutrignts it appliad, are based on a soil fest, tissue tesis o nuidient budge!
Excess natrients in ] 7 ianp —
i‘,‘ —d L i . i L ) [
surlace waler Conservalion practices and managements are ia place to minimize surface waler impacis
+ Developed Land (Grganic or ingrganic nutrients are not applied
WATER QUALITY Exgess nutfients i ~ i:igems if applied, are based on a soll test, tissue tests or nutreni budget - -
DEGRADATION: groundwater b [ L

Nutrients f applied, are based on a soff lest, lissue tests or nutrient budget

transported to
surface and ground
waters

Al

Pesticides transpored to

aroundwater

Pest control chemicals are not applied

7]

Pesticides are stored, handled, disposed and managed to prevent runoff, spills, leaks and ieaching
AND
Consenvation practices and managements are in place o minimize groundwater impacts

walers - Other Rural Land Exﬁess ““':’e"ts n (Organic or inorganic auliients are act apphed 0 |anp R REN IS ¥
s s 5 N 5 N . =
* Associated Ag Land suriace wale AND Conservation practices and managements are in place to minimize surface water impacts
» Designated Protected Area PLU is not grazed
+ Waler o AN i Nutrients if applied, are based on a soi Lest, tissue tests of nuttient budget
« Forest Excess natrients in There are no confined lvestock areas 717 tanp
N roundwater h . ) L
Range grounas Censervation practices and managements ate i place 1o rinimize groundwater impacts
Consevation practices and managements are in place to minimize surface water impacts
Excess nutrents i Oiganic of inarganic nuirients are not applied| 11 1 3 AND . o . 7 . o
surface water AND Surface waters are protected from contamination due to runoff and leaching from storage sites, spill and oiher concentrated =
PLU is not grazed Sources
+ Farmsteads®
AND
There are 1o confined fvestock areas Conservation praciices and managements are in place to minimize groundwales impacts
£xcess nutrients in AND SRR =
groundviater Groundwater is protectzd from contamination due to runoff and feaching from storage sites. spill and ather concentrated =1- = b
seurces
Pesticides liznsported fo | ] ] Peslicides are stored, handled, disposed and managed to prevent cunoff, spills, leaks and leaching o ~ _
WATER QUALITY surface water Pest control chemicals are not applied AND ] [ i
SEGRADATION: Conservation practices and managements aie in place to minimize surface water impacts
Pesticides

Notes:
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Resource Concerns Checklist

This check sheetis designed to assist planners and chients in identifying tesouice concerms during the planning process. The planning criteria outlined in Section Il of the FOTG sels the minimum level of treatment. i a screening question is TRUE, this indicates no resource concesn exists and no assessment is

required. If a screening question is FALSE, the assessment must be completed to evaluate i there is 8 resource concem. If the Assessment i

s TRUE, Planning Criteria is met. If the Assessment is FALSE, the Planning Criteria is not met and a Resoutce Concein exisis.

If there is no streening question, go directly to assessment. I the Resource Concern is & Client Identified Cbjective {in effect the client wishes o exceed planning criteria), the concern will be required to be evaluated n the planning process.

. g o o= O
Land Use Screening ) 71 $assessment Level 2 E1 8 2 ltractland Uni
Resource Concern §, N Component Tiue not a concem, False or no guestion go R s BT 3 )
Required o assesament F{True not a concem, False is a resource concem T x g e £ | with concem
= =]
Pathogens and chemicals
+Crop® » Fammsteads” from manure, bio-solids, .
o | { r . . . . . L
ggg:ig;ﬁ;ﬁy * Forest or compost applications P;E;:]u;:s‘fzis;eﬁrzge;: ;;n \he land 3 |Organic matedials are zpplied, stored, andlor handled to mitigate regative impacts to surface water sources
. o~ | Developed Lend ansported to sudace | B
ROE8S PANDIENS |, pesociated AgLland water
and chemicals from
e |- Other Rural Land Pathogens and chemicals
manure, bio-selids .
- Designated Protected Area from manure, bio-solids, X
or cempost - Water ; Potential sources of pathogens or = . . ) L . ™
applications of compast applications harmaceuticals are not applied on the land | [Groanic materials ate applied. stored, andfor hancled to mitigale negative impacls to groundwater sourses i
» Pasture” » Range transported to P ¥ pp
TS groundwater
1) i its in surf P — 5 .
DEGRADATION — i:f::swe Salls 1M SUNACE texcess sall i not a problem 17 Isalt concentrations are managed to mitigate off-site transport to surface waters
Excessive salts in [+ Al E ive salts i :cfi\?ities do not contribute to excess salt
surface and graund RCEESIG SIS I b ™ . . -
e aroundwatsr problem i} |Sait concentrations are managed {6 mitigate off-cite transport 1o groundwater
Petroleum, h metals. - .
WATER QUALITY and olher:palij:ﬁs 5. | activites do not present the potential for ..«
DEGRADATION - wansported o surisce contamination by petrolewm, heavy metals | [Petroleum, heavy metals or other patential pollutants are stored and handled 1o avoid runoff to surface water
Petroleum, heavy water and other pallutants
metals and other | All
pollutants ::gf;!:[:]' 2::[:;::313[3' hctivities do not present the potentiat for
"3?5_"""""’ o ¥ contamination by petraleum, heavymetals | L] § 1} [Petroleum, heavy metals or other potential pollutants are stored and handled to avoid feaching to groundwater
recelving waters ransgoried lo and other poliutants
groundwater
“Cropt Upsiope treatment and buffer practives address concentrated fiows to water bodies

» Developed Land”
* Farmsteads”

Permanent ground cover > 30%
and slope < 10%

AND
SVAP2 - bank condiion 2 5

» Gther Rural Land 2:“0 i qult " ':.NG fock and vehict . '
- Associated Ag Land lassic gullies are not presen iveslock and vehicle water crossings are stable
N AND AND
~ Designated Protected Area N . .
W Streams or shorefine are not on or adjacent Water erosion rate =7
WATER QUALITY " 7 et 1o site AND
- Pasture” )
DEGR:ASATIGN - Wird efosion rate S 7
Excessive sediment
in surface waters Upslope treatment and buffer practices address concentrated flows 1o waler bodies
AND
» Forest® There are no untreated sources of erosion O [Heavy use areas are stable C
ANG AND
Streams of shoreline are noton or adjacent SVAP2 - bank condition 2 §
o site RHA - hydrofogic function atiribute - sfight to moderate or less
+ Range” AND
SWAP2 - bank condition 25
Water courses on o adjacent to the site ate E‘S:é P2 tiparian area gualy element score 2 3
WATER QUALITY nat designated by a State Agency asa . . .
DEGRADATION — emperature impatment SVAP2 - riparian afea quantity quality element score = §
« Al AND
Elevated water OR SYAR? -
temperature Waler cowrse temperalire is not a client ORA - canapy cover element score =8
congern - . . .
Exisiing conservation practices are in place 1o address water temperature
Oles:

Page 4

-February 2010




Resource Concerns Checklist

{f there is no screening question, ge directly o assessment.

This check sheet is designed to assist planners and clients in identifying resource conc

s during the planaing process. The planning criteria outlined in Section Il of the FOTG sets the minimum level of reatment.
required. If a screening question is FALSE, the assessment must be completed to evaluate if there is a resource concern. IF the Assessment is TRUE, Planning Criteria is met. If the Assessment is TALSE, the Platning Criteria is not met and a Resource Congern exisls,

f the Resource Concetn is 3 Client Identified Objective (in effect the chent wishes lo exceed planning esiterial, the concern will be required to be evaluated in the planning piocess.

If a screening question is TRUE, this indicates no resoutce concern exists and no assessment is

- Developed Land
- esignated Protected Area
- Agsociated Ag Land

Piant production and health is not a client
COncern

Plants afe adapted lo the sile, meet production goais and do not negatively impact ather resources
AND
Plant damage from wind erosion is below Crap Damage Tolerance levels

8
. [P
e = = W .
Resource Co Land Use armpnent ?:Cuee:i?imncem Fatse o 6 auesfon 7 |Assessment Level [Pl & & £ 3 {Trectiand Unitf
jul . h . .
esource Lancer “Required 50 a | 7§ F [Tiue nota concesn, False is a resource concemn T|F 2§ L.} withconcern
1y =5
0 assessment & 2
54
T
- Farmsteads

L5 and desired ecological functions

CR
Vegetation meet similanty index of 80 or greater for desired plant communily and has a positive trend

Cobas Suarall v
DEGRADED PLANT X:islalion meet simitarily index of range condition scare of 60 ar greater for desired plant community and has a posilive B a
COMDITION - [+ Range® o8 il HE
Undesirable plant T . N .
productivity 2ad RHA ~ bigtic integrity attribute rating - slight to moderate departure or less
health
PCS - 30 of above -
- Pastute” AND L L
Plants are adagted to the site, meat preduction goals and do nel negatively impact cther resources
. e Forest species are adapted to site
\ Forest Eif;;;:{rluductm and health is not a client i lann 7
Camgositien and stand density meets the Client's objestives and production geals
» Forest
» Designated Protected Area . - .
. Plant communit he intended | = - . - - . . . fa -
. Associated Ag Land “ es supgont @ Intence and i Plant communities contain adequate diversity, composition ang structure to support desired ecslogical functions i i
+ Water use and desiced ecalogicat functions
DEGRADED PLANT |, Pasture
CONDITION =
Inadequate siuctuce Plant communiies contain adequate diversity, compasition and structure to support desired ecolegical functions
and composition OR
Plant communiti i d ) . . L - I
»Range* ant commuriies supportthe intended fand RHA — biolic integrity attribute rating slight to moderate departure or less L .

- Crop « Forest”
» Farmsteads  Range”
+ Beveloped Land

Plant preductivity is not limited from pest

Pest damage to plants are below economic or environmental thresholds or client-identified criteria
AND

CONCITION- Wildfire
hazard, excessive
biomass
accumulation

+ Al

Wikdfire hazard is not a concern

Fuel loads and fugt ladders are managed fo provide defensible space and meet client objectives

DEGRADED PLANT [. Acsociated Ag Land pressuse ) ) ) ) ) o et B
CO!}ID!T(GN - b Designated Protected Area Piant pests, including noxious and invasive species are managed to meet client objectives
Excessive plant pest]. water - Other Rural Land
pressure
- . PES - insect and disease pressure element score 2 4
« Pasture” P:::; pi'eoductmty is not fmited from pest Fre Sl Eul IS: o
pressui PCS - site adaptation element score 2 4

DEGRADED PLANT

Notes:
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Resonrce Concerns Checklist

This check sheet s desigued o assist pianners and clients in identifying resource concems during the planning process. The planning criteria oullined in Section Il of the FOTG sels the mirimum level of treatment, If a screening question is TRUE, this indicates ne resource concern exists and no assessment is
required. If @ screening question is FALSE, the 1t must De ¢ leted to evaluate if there is a resource concern, I the Assessment is TRUE, Planning Criteria is met. If the Assessment is FALSE, the Planning Criteria is not met and a Resource Conceen exisis.
Ifthere is no screering question, ga directly to assessment, I the Resource Concetn is a Client identified Objective {in efect the chent wishes lo exceed planning criteria), the concerm will be required to be evaluated in the planning process.
Screenin g =
R Conce Lan Lise Component Tt nc‘g concern, False or no question go O | B |Assessment Level e § % 5 g JTrecttacd Uni
S5CUICE Loncer: "Required o v ndt ! q 9 T | F |Tre notaconcem, False is a resource Concerm T|Fix 5 -2 § with concern
fo assessment sS85
=
WHS! rating = 8.5
Quantity, qualty of foed is AND (when surface stream present) [SVAP2 — fish habitat complexity element score 2 7 AND SVAP2 - aguatic invertebrate
inadequate 1o maet B habitat element score 2 7] - _ _
trequicements of idenlified |Mianaging for wildife is not a chent objective. : |oR LioLs i
fish, wildlife or Conservation practices and management are in place that meet of exceed species or quild-specific habitat model thresholds
inveriebrate species OR
Food is avallable in quality and extent to sugpod habitat requirements for the species of interest
y . WHSI rating 2 0.5
‘anntat\,: qualty of water AND {when surizce stream present} SYAPZ - aquatic inveriebrate habitat element score = 7
is inadequate to meet i | = lor _ . _
requ\rgn?e'nts ofidenilied {Managiug for widie s not a cliert objective. § L | .1 Conservation practices and management are in place that meet or exceed species of quitd-specific habitat madel tvesholds
fish, wildliie or Ok
invedebrate species Water is avaifable in quality and extent to support habitat requirements for the species of interest
INADEQUATE
HABITAT FOR FiSH
awpweotrg. | A Cuantly, qually of WiSi cating 2 0.5
Habitat degradation coverls.h:e?!er " AND (whea surface stream present) [SVAP2 — bariiers to movement element score = 7 AND SYAPZ ~ fish habitat
N complexity elemant score & 7 AND SVAPZ - aguatic inverizbrate habitat element scote 2 71
inadequale to meat . " L — i it [
X - Managing for wildlife is not a client objective. i {OR i i
requirements of identified . . . . . . .
dsh, witdlite o Conservation practices and management are in place that meet or exceed species of guild-specific habitat model thresholds
. § OR
invertebrate species Cover is of available quality and extent to support habitat requirements for the species of interest
WHS{ rating = 4.5
Habitat continuity andlor AND (when surface stream present) [SVAP2 ~ barriess to movement element score = 7 AND SVAPZ - aquatic invertebrate
space is inadequate fo habitat element score = 7]
meet requirements of Managing for wildlife is not a client objective. OR i
identified fish, wildlife or Conservation practices and management are in place that meet o exceed spacies or guild-specific habitat model threshoids
invertetrate species OR
The connectivity of habitat components are adequaie to support stable pogulations of targeted species
LIVESTOCK
PRODUCTON . s . . . =l —
LIMITATICH - Inadeg c Al Land is not grazed. Livestock forage, foughage and supplemental nutritional requirements addressed. ] L i L
feed and forage .
LIVESTOCK
FRODUCTION . B . . . o
LIMITATION - Inadeq Al Land is ot grazed. Adtificial or natural shalters meet animat heakth needs and client objectives.
livestock shelter
LIVESTOCK
PRODUCTION 5 N s L 5 —
LIMITATION ~ Inadeq All Eand is not grazed. Water of acceptable quality and quantity adequately distributed to meet ammat needs. i
fivestock water
Notes:
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Resource Concerns Checklist

This check sheetis designed to assist planners and clients in identifying resource concerms duning the planning process. The planning critenia outlined in Section Il of the FOTG sels the rinimum level of reatment. 1 & screening question is TRUE, this indicates no resource concern exists and no assessment is
required, H a screening guestion is FALSE, the must be completed to evaluate i there is a resousce concern. If Ihe Assessment is TRUE, Planning Criteria is met. If the Assessment is FALSE, the Planning Criteria is ot met and 2 Resource Concern exists,
I thete is no screening question, go directly o assessment. If the Resourcs Concern is a Client Identified Objective {in effect the client wishes to exceed planning criteria), the concern will be required to be evaluated in the planning process.
Screening g =te$
Land Use . [ {assessment Level M |28 512 £ fTractland Unk
Resoutce Concern | ! Component True not a concesn, False or no question go . S 8157 .
Required T | F [Teue not aconcern. False is 3 resource concerm T|F|®=5 -2 | with concem
10 assessment 5 S|188
INEFFICIENT . . 5 - y -
o . L. . AUSD |
ENERGY USE = » Client s ot interested in improving ~ 0;}8 A approved energy audit beea implemented that address equipment and facilities to meet client objeclives o | = - -
qu;fcr;;;::nd equipient and facitfies easrgy eficieacy On-farm cenewable energy anc/or energy conserving practices have been implemented to meet cliznt objectives
INEFFICIENT
Y - L . L . i i i ¢ jects
Fi:é:ﬁgiral:i:ing . Al Chent is not interested in improving energy al e g SSDA appioved energy audit been imglemented that address field operations to meet client objectives - -
. ) in d i e . . . . _ = =
peractices and field dse fn farm and anch fekd operations Gn-farm renewable energy and/or energy conserving practices Rave been implemented to meet client objectives
operations
Activities are not present that contribute to
L Cro agricultural source FM or PM precursor
. Pasfure emissions sich as Prescribed Bura, Travel
ARQUALEY | o ways unpaved of untrgated with binding
IMPACTS - X mes, agents, Engings (combustion source),
Emissions of : Tilage, Pesticide appications, Ferilzaton | — . ) —
. - Qther Rural Lan . . z et object; o
Particutate Matter - | gssf;::iaig;a:m | manuce/ commercial, CAFCHmanute L 244 and PM Precursor emissions are managed to meet client abjectives [ i
PM- and PM . 4 management)
+ Designated Protecied Areas
Precursors AND
+ Developed Land . . .
. Farmsieads Episodes or complaints of emissions of PM
{dust, smake, exhaust, etc.), or chemical drift
have not occurred
AR QUALETY Activities are not present that produce GHGs
IMPACTS - emigsions such as Ferilization,
L CAFGm t, Engs | - ‘ — —
Emissions of | Al ranure managemen ngmes T | 7 |Greenhouse gas emissions are managed to meat client objectives L [
Greenhouse Gases - {combustion source), Tillage
GHGs AND N
(GHGs are not regulated in this planning area
Operations are not present that produce
AR QUALITY 0zOne PRECHSOr emissions such as:
IMPACTS - oy Engines {combustion source), Pesticide 1 |ozene ot - it + client abiect Rt
Emissions of Gzone applicaton, Butning, CAFOImanue i |Ozone precursor emissions are managed to meet client objectives Lt U
Precursors management, Fertilization (manure
‘commercial)
Aclivities are not present that contribute to
odor nuisance air quality conditions such as:
Pesticide applications, CAFC f manure
AIR QUALITY * Crop management, Composting is conducted
mpacts. | e ARD 04 4 to meet lient objecty 3 o
Ohjectionable odors + Farmsieads Qdor sources afe not regulated in this ors are mangged 1o Mmest chent objectves = - =
« Other Rural Laad planning area
AND
Episedes or complaints of ador nuisance
have not occurred

Notes:
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Fdentified Resource Concerns

Cther Rural Lang

Client: Localion
Lancg Units
:lﬂmu’ued I:I(}pu‘oﬂa\ -No{ Applicable
Ealer Y {yos) of N {no} for aach applicable and usa to shaw presance of absance of Concern,
3
2 g =
@ . .. g 3 F 3 -
O I - & s s | &8 =
. 2 et =
=< 2 &
R4
8
Resource Concern

S0lL. EROSICON - Sheet & rill etogion

ISOIL EROSION - Wind erosion

ISO!L EROSION - Co trated fow erosion, eph t gullies

SOl EROSION - Cencontrated flow erosion, classic gullies

S0IL EROSION- Excessive bank erosien from slreams shorelines of waler sonveyanca chennels

SOIL QUALITY DEGRADATION - Subsidence

SOIL QUALITY DEGRADATION - Compaclion

SO QUALITY DEGRADATION - Qrganic matler daplslion

SOl QUALITY DEGRADATION — Concentration of salls or other chemieals

EXCESS 'WATER - Ponding and floeding

EXCESS WATER ~Saasona high water lable

EXCESS WATER -Seeps

EXCESS WATER -Drifled snow

INSUFFICIENT 'WATER — Inafficient moisture ]

INSUFFICIENT 'WATER — Inafficient use of irrigation waler

WATER GUALITY DEGRADATION: Excess nulrienls in surface and ground walers

WATER QUALITY DEGRADATION: Pesticides Wansperted to surface and ground walers

PAATER QUALITY DEGRADATION - Excess palhogens and chemicals from tanure, bio-selids of compost applications

FNATER QUALITY DEGRADATION — Excossive salts in sutface and ground walers

'WATER QUALITY DEGRADATION ~ Petroteurs, heavy metals and ofher pell teansported to 1eceiving walers

WA TER QUALITY DEGRADATION — Excessive sediment in surface walers

WATER QUALITY DEGRADATION - Elevaled waler lemperature

DEGRADED PLANT CONDITION - Undesirable planl productivity and health

DEGRADED FLANT CONDITION - nad shuclute and compasilion

DEGRADED PLANT CONDITION - Excessivg planl pest prassute

DEGRADED PLANT CONDITION- Wildfira hazard, sxcessive bicmass accumulalion

INADEQUATE HABITAT FOR F1SH AND WILDLIFE - Habital degradation-Focd

IINADEOUME HABITAT FOR FISH AND 'WILDLIFE -~ Habitat degradalion-Waler

1INADEQUME HABITAT FOR FISH AND WILGLIFE - Habilat degradalion-Cover/Shelter

IINADEQUNE HABITAT FOR FISH AND 'WILDUIFE - Hobilat degradation- Conlinuity/Space

LIVESTOCK PRODUCTION LIMITATION — fnadeq fed and lborage

LIVESTOCK FRODUGTION LIMITATION ~ Inadeq livestock sheller

LIVESFOCK PRODUCTION LIMITATION ~ Inadeq livestock waler

IMEFFICIENT ENERGY USE - Equipment and facllities

INEFEICIENT ENERGY USE ~ Farmingfranching praclices and field operations

AIR QUALITY BAPAGTS - Emissions of Particulate Matter - PM - and PM Pregursors

AR QUALITY IMPACTS - Emissions of Gresnhouse Gasas - GHGs

AIR QUALITY IMPACTS - Enissions of Ozene Precursars

AIR QUALITY IMPACTS - Objectionabla odors

Planner:

Date:

February 2016




