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In accordance with Federal civil rights law and U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) civil rights 
regulations and policies, the USDA, its Agencies, offices, and employees, and institutions participating 
in or administering USDA programs are prohibited from discriminating based on race, color, national 
origin, religion, sex, disability, age, marital status, family/parental status, income derived from a public 
assistance program, political beliefs, or reprisal or retaliation for prior civil rights activity, in any 
program or activity conducted or funded by USDA (not all bases apply to all programs). Remedies and 
complaint filing deadlines vary by program or incident. 

Persons with disabilities who require alternative means of communication for program information 
(e.g., Braille, large print, audiotape, American Sign Language, etc.) should contact the State or local 
Agency that administers the program or contact USDA through the Telecommunications Relay Service 
at 711 (voice and TTY). Additionally, program information may be made available in languages other 
than English. 

To file a program discrimination complaint, complete the USDA Program Discrimination Complaint 
Form, AD-3027, found online at How to File a Program Discrimination Complaint and at any USDA 
office or write a letter addressed to USDA and provide in the letter all of the information requested in 
the form. To request a copy of the complaint form, call (866) 632-9992. Submit your completed form 
or letter to USDA by: (1) mail: U.S. Department of Agriculture, Office of the Assistant Secretary for Civil 
Rights, 1400 Independence Avenue, SW, Mail Stop 9410, Washington, D.C. 20250-9410; (2) fax: (202) 
690-7442; or (3) email: program.intake@usda.gov. 

USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer, and lender. 

https://www.usda.gov/oascr/how-to-file-a-program-discrimination-complaint
mailto:program.intake@usda.gov
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Abbreviations 
CFR – Code of Federal Regulations (https://www.ecfr.gov/)  

NECH – National Environmental Compliance Handbook 

NHPA – National Historic Preservation Act 

NWPH – National Watershed Program Handbook  

NWPM – National Watershed Program Manual  

P.L. – Public Law 

USC – United States Code (US Code on House.gov) 
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Summary  
The Lower Platte North Natural Resources District (LPNNRD) has requested NRCS assistance for 
watershed planning of the Skull Creek Watershed under the Watershed Protection and Flood 
Prevention Action of 1954 (Public Law 83-566), herein referred to as the “project”. The project 
drainage area is 108,789 acres and is in Butler and Saunders Counties, Nebraska. There are four 
communities located directly within the project area: Abie, Bruno, Linwood, and Octavia. Each of these 
communities are frequently impacted by flooding and sedimentation when high flow events cause 
overtopping of creeks and streams throughout the drainage basin. The project area has a long history 
of surface irrigation crop production but minimal adoption of land treatment practices (cover crops, 
terraces, grassed waterways, etc.). 
 
The southern portion of the project area is comprised of rolling hills with erodible soils that are subject 
to immense degradation during storm events with high velocity flows. On the northern end of the 
watershed, the Platte River floodplain comprises the lowest elevations of the project and is 
experiencing sediment build-up, ponding, and water quality impairments. 
 
The primary proposed P.L. 83-566 authorized purpose is watershed protection. Secondary project 
purposes are flood prevention and agricultural water management. This project is needed to reduce 
damages to agricultural land and rural communities from flooding, erosion, sedimentation, and 
irrigation water availability.    
 
Any federal actions undertaken under P.L. 83-566 are required to provide no less than 20% of the 
benefits to agriculture and rural communities through flood mitigation, conservation of agricultural 
water resources, groundwater recharge, and improved water quality. Due to the size of the local 
communities and major land uses across the project area, nearly 100% of the benefits from any federal 
actions undertaken with this project would be provided to either rural communities or agricultural 
lands.    
 
Potential alternatives that could solve the problems within the project area include both structural and 
non-structural solutions. Structural alternatives (grade control structures, ponds, and bank 
stabilization) would increase detention and/or conveyance of floodwater during large storm events. 
Non-structural alternatives (terraces, buffer strips, establishment of riparian areas, and other land 
treatment practices) could prevent further degradation of the streams and improve groundwater 
recharge. 
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Applicable Agency Authority and Authorized Purposes 
The table below provides documentation that the project is eligible for federal assistance and will meet 
statutory requirements. 

Describe the potential project watershed area; how does the area meet the requirements outlined in 
NRCS’s National Watershed Program Manual (See 506.50 NWPM Glossary - TTT. Watershed). 
Response: This project area watershed has a size of 108,789 acres. The watershed consists of six HUC 
12 units that are wholly confined within the boundaries of HUC 10 1020020103.   
Will the project area exceed 250,000 acres in size? 1,2  ☐YES   ☒NO 
If over 250,000 acres will it be divided into sub-watersheds in one plan? ☐YES   ☒NO 
Potential Project Area Size:                              acres 
Will any single structure provide more than 12,500 acre-feet of floodwater 
detention capacity, or have a 25,000 acre-feet of total capacity? ☐YES3   ☒NO 

How many recreational developments will be included in the project area? 0 
• One development in a project area less than 75,000 acres ☐YES   ☒NO 
• Two developments in a project area between 75,000 and 150,000 acres ☐YES   ☒NO 
• Three developments in a project area greater than 150,000 acres ☐YES   ☒NO 

Which authorized purposes will the project address? (Indicate only one purpose as primary): 
 Primary Other 

• Flood prevention ☐ ☒ 
• Watershed Protection ☒ ☐ 
• Public Recreation ☐ ☐ 
• Public Fish and Wildlife ☐ ☐ 
• Agricultural Water Management ☐ ☒ 
• Municipal or Industrial Water Supply ☐ ☐ 
• Water Quality Management ☐ ☐ 

Will the project produce substantial benefits to the general public, to 
communities, and to groups of landowners? ☒YES   ☐NO3 

Can the project be installed by individual or collective landowners under 
alternative cost-sharing assistance? ☐YES3   ☒NO 

Will the project have strong local citizen and sponsor support through 
agreements to obtain land rights, permits, contribute the local cost of 
construction, and carry out operation and maintenance. 

☒YES   ☐NO3 

Will the project take place in a Special Designated Area?  (if yes, check applicable 
area below.) ☐YES ☒NO 

Appalachia ☐ 
Delaware River 
Basin ☐ 

Susquehanna 
River Basin ☐ 

Tennessee 
Valley ☐   

1- For specific appropriations, the 250,000 acres is waived except for watershed projects with the flood prevention purpose. 
2- Watersheds exceeding 250,000 acres can be broken up into smaller sub-watersheds. 
3- The project will not meet the statutory requirements.    
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Potential for 20% Agricultural (Rural) Benefits  
The Skull Creek project will have the authorized purpose of Watershed Protection. All the communities 
located within the watershed are designated as rural communities, as they all fall under 50,000 
residents. Additionally, land use within the project area is 96% agriculturally based. Nearly 100% of the 
benefits from a would be provided to either rural communities or agricultural lands. The watershed 
project will have agricultural benefits that may include reduced channel incision, reduced overbank 
deposition of sediment, and reduced gully erosion. Rural benefits include improved water quality from 
reduced sedimentation and reduced damage to public infrastructure such as bridge abutments and 
roads.    

Project Overview 

Proposed Project Name Skull Creek Watershed 

State Nebraska 

County/Parish Butler and Saunder Counties 

Congressional District NE – 1 and NE – 2  

USGS Hydrologic Unit Code 
(HUC) and Watershed Name 

 
Watershed Name HUC 12 Number Size 

Headwaters Bone 
Creek 

102002010304 20,832 acres 

Outlet Bone Creek 102002010305 15,114 acres 

City of Abie 102002010307 19,610 acres 

Headwaters Skull 
Creek 

102002010308 22,637 acres 

Outlet Skull Creek 102002010309 20,042 acres 

102002010311 102002010311 10,551 acres 

Watershed 
Drainage Area    

 Total: 108,789 
acres      

 

General Coordinates of the 
Watershed 

Lat: 41.321639 Long: -96.965816 

Potential Project Area - Size 108,789 acres. 
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Map of Skull Creek Watershed, Butler and Saunders Counties, Nebraska 
The six HUC 12 sub-watersheds that compose the Skull Creek watershed are delineated by purple lines. 

Project Setting 
There are four communities located directly within the project area: Abie (population 59), Bruno 
(population 109), Linwood (population 117), and Octavia (population 159). Approximately 96% of the 
project’s land use type is crop land or pasture; with the remaining 4% composed of towns, railroad 
right of ways, local roads and highways, and recreational facilities. 
 
Butler and Saunders Counties have a continental climate, featuring four distinct seasons, including 
warm to hot summers and cold winters. High temperatures in July average 87°F while the low 
temperatures in January average 13°F. The growing season is 186 days, with 28°F being the lowest 
daily temperature allowed. This area of the state generally receives 29.3 inches of precipitation 
annually.  

Geologically the project area is primarily comprised of Carlile Shale from the Upper Cretaceous Period 
that can be anywhere from 0-270 feet deep. The main components of the formation are shale, 
limestone, and sandstone. The upper layer is a darker soil that could contain concretions and thin 
bedded siltstone. The lower layers are lighter soils that contain very thin bedded shaly limestones. 
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Resource Information 
Soils 
Excessive flows from large storm events within the project are causing incisions within the banks of 
Skull and Bone Creeks, upland erosion associated with crop fields and access roads, sedimentation 
causing build-ups downstream, and poor water quality. Without further action, streambank, field, and 
access road degradation will continue leading to sediment build-up downstream and decreases in 
water quality. 

Water 
Water quantity throughout the project area is a concern because of the variations in groundwater 
table depth. In the Platte River Valley, water quantity is not a concern for domestic water, but there 
are limited sources for irrigation water.  There are areas where the water table is very high, yet the 
aquifer is very thin, requiring multiple wells to run a small irrigation pivot. Areas above the Platte Bluffs 
have extremely limited groundwater supplies with several areas lacking sufficient groundwater for 
domestic supplies (Bruno Rural Water District).  Irrigated row crop land above the Bluff is less than 5%, 
and the fields draw water from an extremely limited confined aquifer.  
 
Additionally, floodplain connectivity has been disconnected due to stream channel degradation and 
incising. Water quality has also decreased due to increased sedimentation from erosion. Degradation 
of the stream and sediment build-ups downstream have led to a decrease in aquatic and riparian 
habitats along the creeks. If no further action is taken, degradation of the streams across the project 
will continue to impair water quality and negatively impact local aquatic and riparian ecosystems. 
Air 
There are no National Ambient Air Quality Standard violations in the watershed, and all counties in the 
watershed are currently meeting all national ambient air quality standards (EPA 2026). No alternatives 
will harm air quality or violate the Clean Air Act. 

Plants 
Riparian areas are being impacted by the degradation of streams. Vegetation within the creeks may 
also be negatively impacted if water quality impairments continue. Additionally, agricultural crops 
could be adversely impacted if water availability is scarce. If no actions are taken, riparian habitats, 
vegetation within the stream channels, and agricultural crops will continue to be negatively impacted. 

Animals 
Major wildlife species in this area include white-tailed deer (Odocoileus virginianus), coyote (Canis 
latrans), raccoon (Procyon lotor), opossum (Dedelphidae), mourning dove (Zenaida macroura), and 
meadowlark (Sturnella neglecta). Fish species include smallmouth bass (Micropterus dolomieu), bluegill 
(Lepomis macrochirus), channel catfish (Ictalurus punctatus), largemouth bass (Micropterus salmoides), 
and black bullhead (Ameiurus melas).  
 
Species that rely on both the channel and riparian transition zones for shelter, food, etc. are being 
negatively impacted due to degradation of the streams, headcutting, and sedimentation build-ups. If 
no further actions are taken, animals throughout the project area will continue to be negatively 
impacted due to degradation of local riparian and aquatic habitats. 

https://nepassisttool.epa.gov/nepassist/nepamap.aspx
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Energy 
There are no energy resource concerns identified in the project area. 

Human 
Demographics: According to 2024 ACS Census estimates, Butler County has a total population of 8,439 
people comprised of 90.7% white, 0.2% African American, 1.0% American Indian/Alaska Native, 3.7% 
other races or ethnicities, and 4.4% multiracial. The County contains 3,524 households. The median 
household income is $79,268 and 9.5% of the population lives below the poverty line. 21.3% of the 
population is age 65 or older while 23.9% are below 18. 

Transportation: Transportation routes within the project include Nebraska State Highways 92 and 
many county roads. 

Recreation: Recreation opportunities within and around the area include the Platte River, Skull Creek 
#1 Wildlife Management Area, Skull Creek #2 Wildlife Management Area, Whitetail Wildlife 
Management Area, Homestead Lake Recreation Area, and local city parks. 

Resources of Special Concern 
Clean Water Act 
The Platte River is listed as 303(d) impaired waters under the Clean Water act in the project area. 
Recreation in the river is impaired due to E. coli, and public drinking supply is impaired due to arsenic. 
A TMDL for E. Coli was approved in 2007 (NDEE 2023). The Water Quality Management Plan for the 
Lower Platte River Corridor (Lower Platte River Corridor Alliance 2019) identifies the Headwaters of 
Bone Creek HUC12 and Headwaters of Skull Creek HUC12 as priority areas for the implementation of 
best management practices. The Headwaters of Skull Creek HUC12 and Village of Abie (between Skull 
Headwaters and Bone Headwaters) watershed are among the highest for Nitrate and Phosphorous 
loadings in the Lower Platte.   

Clean Air Act 
There are no air quality concerns in the watershed. There are some farms and corporations that are 
monitored by EPA for minor particulate emissions (EPA 2026).   Dust Regulations. Nebraska Title 129, 
Chapter 15 Section 003 fugitive dust regulations shall apply to all excavation and construction 
activities. 

Coastal Zone Management 
The project area is in a landlocked state with no marine or coastal areas within 500 miles. There are no 
coastal zone management areas within the project area.   
Coral Reefs 
The project area is in a landlocked state with no marine or coastal areas within 500 miles. There are no 
coral reefs within the project area.   
Cultural Resources 
A review of the state cultural resources information system has identified twenty-seven archeological 
sites recorded within the watershed. At least four properties listed on or eligible for listing on the 
National Register of Historic Properties are located within the watershed boundaries. Portions of the 
California National Historic Trail and the Mormon Pioneer National Historic Trail cross the project area 
as well. Field investigations to identify historic properties that may be affected by project construction, 

https://dwee.nebraska.gov/forms/publications-grants-forms/23-012
https://nepassisttool.epa.gov/nepassist/nepamap.aspx
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and consultation with the Nebraska State Historic Preservation Office, Federally Recognized Tribes, and 
the National Park Service will be required during the planning phase.  

Endangered and Threatened Species 
There are six federally threatened, endangered or proposed species (United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service, 2026) and two state listed threatened or endangered species (Nebraska Game and Parks 
Commission, 2026) are reported in the project area. This list is preliminary and was obtained using the 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service’s Information for Planning and Consultation and the Nebraska Game and 
Parks Commission’s Conservation and Environmental Review Tool for informational purposes only. 
 

• Flowering plants:  
o Western prairie fringed orchid (Platanthera praeclara), Status: Threatened. Project 

location is outside critical habitat. 
• Birds:  

o Piping Plover (Charadrius melodus). Status: Threatened. Project location is outside 
critical habitat. 

• Fish:  
o Pallid Sturgeon (Scaphirhynchus albus). Status: Endangered. No critical habitat has been 

designated. 
o Lake Sturgeon (Acipenser fulvescens). Status: State Threatened.  
o Sturgeon Chub (Macrhybopsis gelida). Status: State Endangered.  

• Insects:  
o Monarch Butterfly (Danaus plexippus). Status: Proposed Threatened. Project location is 

outside critical habitat. 
o Suckley's Cuckoo Bumble Bee (Bombus suckleyi). Status: Proposed Endangered. No 

critical habitat has been designated. 
o Western Regal Fritillary (Argynnis idalia occidentalis). Status: Proposed Threatened. No 

critical habitat has been designated. 
• Reptiles: 

o Western Massasauga (Sistrurus tergeminus). Status: State threatened. 

Essential Fish Habitat 
There is no essential fish habitat within or near the project area (NOAA 2026).   

Floodplain Management 
Based on available Flood Insurance Rate Maps within the project area, there will be potential impacts 
to areas designated by FEMA as Zone A and AE. 

Invasive Species 
The Butler County Weed Superintendent notes that Musk Thistle, Plumeless Thistle, Canada Thistle, 
Leafy Spurge, Knapweed (spotted and diffuse), Purple Loosestrife, Saltcedar, Phragmites, Knotweed 
(Japanese and Giant), and Sericea Lespedeza are known noxious weeds within the project area. Any 
ground disturbing work within the project area will need to take action to prevent the introduction and 
spread of invasive species.     

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/
https://cert.outdoornebraska.gov/
https://www.habitat.noaa.gov/apps/efhmapper/
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Migratory Birds/Bald & Golden Eagle Protection Act 
Bald eagles are known to be present within the proposed project area. The IPaC report (USFWS 2026) 
notes 18 migratory species in the watershed. Ten of those species breed within the project area.   
Natural Areas 
Homestead Lake is a recreation area maintained by the Lower Platte North NRD.  It is also managed as 
a wildlife management area for fish and upland game species.   

Prime and Unique Farmlands 
The watershed includes 58,414 acres of prime farmland, 3,958 acres of prime farmland if drained, and 
11,415 acres of farmland of statewide significance. 

Riparian Area 
Erosion of streams and other drainage channels is degrading riparian habitat.  Additionally, riparian 
habitat has been removed to provide more land for agriculture.   

Scenic Beauty 
The landscape is agricultural and consists of cultivated crop fields, pastures, farms, and small towns.   

Wetlands 
According to the National Wetlands Inventory (USFWS 2026a), wetlands comprise approximately 2% of 
the watershed and include 23 acres of lake, 416 acres of freshwater pond, 438 acres of freshwater 
emergent wetland, 235 acres of freshwater forested/shrubland, and 1,168 acres of riverine wetland.  
The wetlands provide significant wildlife value, flood reduction, and aesthetic value which is enjoyed 
with a public trail.  The proposed project plan encompasses the watershed above these wetlands and 
directly affects runoff quantity, quality, and timing. 

Wild and Scenic Rivers 
There are no Wild and Scenic Rivers or rivers listed on the Nationwide Rivers Inventory within the 
watershed or downstream from the watershed (USFWS 2026b; NPS 2026).   

Proposed Project Purpose and Need Statement   
The purpose of this project is to reduce flooding, reduce erosion, stabilize channel downcutting, 
prevent channel widening, and improve irrigation water supplies in the Skull Creek Watershed.  The 
project is needed because the southern portion of the project area is comprised of rolling hills with 
erodible soils that are subject to immense degradation during storm events with high velocity flows, 
and on the northern end of the watershed, the Platte River floodplain is experiencing sediment build-
up, ponding, and water quality impairments. The four communities located directly within the project 
area are frequently impacted by flooding and sedimentation when high flow events cause overtopping 
of creeks and streams throughout the drainage basin.  Additionally, there is a need to develop a more 
reliable supply of irrigation water for agriculture. 
 
The proposed project would address the authorized PL 83-566 purposes of watershed protection and 
flood prevention.  The primary authorized purpose would be watershed protection. Secondary project 
purpose is flood prevention.   

https://fwsprimary.wim.usgs.gov/wetlands/apps/wetlands-mapper/
https://rivers.gov/nebraska
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/2b84b8786f5a4dea83c28debbe018be9
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Resource Concerns 
This section describes the resource concerns that may potentially be impacted by implementation of 
the proposed project. Positive effects of the proposed project can include opportunities for 
improvement or protection of existing resources.  For the preliminary investigation findings report; 
resources are identified within, and adjacent to, the proposed project area. The summary also includes 
any regional or national impacts that may occur from project implementation. 

Potential Effects of Proposed Alternatives on SWAPA + E + H Resources and Resources of Special 
Concern Key:    + = Positive Impact          - = Negative Impact        0 = No Impact  

 Alternative 1-No 
Action 
Alternative 

Alternative 2 – - 
Land Treatment, 
Flood Proofing 
and Zoning 

Alternative 3 – 
Grade 
Stabilization 
Structures (410) 

Alternative 4 – 
Limitless (Pie-in-
the-Sky) 

Soil  + 0 + 

Water  + + + 

Air  0 0 + 

Plants  + + + 

Animals  + + + 

Energy  + 0 + 

Human  + + + 

Resources of Special Concern 

Clean Air Act  0 0 + 

Clean Water 
Act/Waters of the 
U.S. 

 
+ + + 

Coastal Zone 
Management 

 0 0 0 

Coral Reefs  0 0 0 

Cultural 
Resources/Historic 
Properties 

 
0 0 0 

Endangered & 
Threatened 
Species 

 
0 0 0 
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 Alternative 1-No 
Action 
Alternative 

Alternative 2 – - 
Land Treatment, 
Flood Proofing 
and Zoning 

Alternative 3 – 
Grade 
Stabilization 
Structures (410) 

Alternative 4 – 
Limitless (Pie-in-
the-Sky) 

Environmental 
Justice 

 0 0 0 

Essential Fish 
Habitat 

 0 0 0 

Floodplain 
Management 

 + + + 

Invasive Species  0 0 0 

Migratory 
Birds/Bald and 
Golden Eagle 
Protection Act 

 

0 0 0 

Natural Areas  + 0 + 

Opportunities  
Watershed protection is the primary opportunity, and purpose, within the project area, with flood 
prevention (flood damage reduction), and improving irrigation water reliability being secondary 
opportunities. With regard to Skull Creek Watershed, a study by Olsson Associates in the 1980s 
identified several potential flood reduction dam sites with only one dam being constructed north of 
Bruno, NE, in 2000 (with state funding). Landowners from the Skull/Bone Creek local watershed group, 
have identified flood damage areas and have provided information on some potential structure sites. 
There are also opportunities for grade stabilization structures at road bridge locations as Skull Creek 
and its tributaries continue to erode which has resulted in deep channels causing erosion and sediment 
damage to roads, bridges and adjacent lands. There is an opportunity for Watershed Protection 
through the establishment of land treatment (BMPs) practices throughout the watershed.  The Bone 
Creek Watershed had an NRCS (then called the Soil Conservation Service) watershed plan (completed 
in 1981) that studied five floodwater reduction dam sites, however all were eventually dropped due to 
economic, environmental and social concerns. What emerged were watershed treatment cost share 
funds (75%) available to landowners for establishing conservation practices on their land. It was noted 
that approximately $1.3 million of P.L. 83-566 funds were earmarked in the watershed for various 
conservation practices which included terraces, grassed waterways or tile outlets, diversions, critical 
area plantings, grade stabilization and erosion control structures. The opportunity exists for 
reevaluating the original five sites, new flood reduction dam sites, grade stabilization structures, and 
watershed protection projects throughout the project area.  
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A meeting was held in Abie on February 27th, 2024, to obtain feedback from the public and local 
stakeholders on the issues and potential solutions for the project area. Concerns included public safety 
from water overtopping roads and bridges and degradation of stream due to incising and water quality 
impairments. A list of individuals who attended this meeting will be provided upon request. 

On March 25th, 2024, NRCS completed a site investigation conducted to analyze benchmark conditions 
and identify potential project sites within the boundaries of the project area. Multiple signs of 
degradation were observed within the project area. Examples of degradation included channel 
widening, deepening from lack of bank vegetation and highly erodible soils, sedimentation build-ups, 
and water turbidity. See the map below for the location of each of the sites visited by the PIFR team 
during the site investigation. Additional information on the site locations can be found in Appendix E. 

State, Tribal, Federal Stakeholder Engagement    
As stated above, a multidisciplinary NRCS team joined the sponsor on a site investigation that allowed 
for feedback on the watershed’s benchmark conditions, examples of devastation, and possible 
solutions to address the resource concerns. Prior to the site investigation, a kick-off meeting was 
conducted at the NRD to obtain feedback from the public and local stakeholders on resource concerns 
and solutions for the project area. Additional Federal stakeholders are listed below under the 
“Potential Cooperating Agencies” section, along with their contribution and contact information.  
 
The Nebraska State Historic Preservation Office was also notified of the PIFR. Under Section 106 of the 
National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (54 U.S.C. § 306108) NRCS must consult with the Nebraska 
State Historic Preservation Office and federally recognized Indian Tribes that may have ancestral ties to 
the study area on federal undertakings that have the potential to affect historic properties. PIFR 
notification letters were sent to the Tribes and State Historic Preservation Office listed in the Potential 
Stakeholders table in the previous section requesting information regarding cultural and natural 
resource concerns within the study area on September 14, 2023. The list of Tribes that were contacted 
was determined by referring to Royce’s Schedule of Indian Land Cessions, county histories, state 
histories, and the Housing and Urban Development Tribal Directory Assessment Tool.  

Potential Alternatives     
Alternatives are actions proposed to meet some underlying need or to achieve a desired future 
condition and must correlate with the project’s Purpose and Need (Title 190 - NECH 610.67). Each 
viable potential alternative may consist of a combination of structural and/or nonstructural measures, 
land treatment practices or locally preferred strategies. Reasonable potential alternatives may also 
include actions that are not covered by NRCS program authority. 

Alternative 
Facilitating Factors  
(Possible Positive Impacts and 
Effects) 

Obstructing Factors 
(Possible Adverse Impacts and 
Effects) 

Alternative 1- No Action 

Taking no federal action results 
in continued flooding and 

No additional Land 
Rights/Easements would be 
needed. 

Flooding will continue and 
potentially increase with 
climate change.  
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Alternative 
Facilitating Factors  
(Possible Positive Impacts and 
Effects) 

Obstructing Factors 
(Possible Adverse Impacts and 
Effects) 

erosion across this watershed, 
which poses safety risks and 
economic damages to 
numerous rural residents and 
local agricultural farm ground. 

Total Cost= $0 

No mechanical disturbances to 
soil, water, or habitat. Channel degradation and 

channel widening will continue. 

Alternative 2- Land Treatment, 
Flood Proofing and Easements 

Non-Structural Alternative 

Flood proofing, easements, land 
treatment practices, riparian 
buffers; irrigation water 
management. 

Total Cost = $6,000,000 - 
$20,000,000 

Utilizes publicly accepted 
Conservation Practices. 

All measures will be 
implemented to meet NRCS 
technical standards. 
 
Easements would remove the 
potential for new structures 
within the floodplain and 
breach inundation zone below 
existing dam structures.   

Landowners cannot be 
compelled to implement land 
treatment or floodproofing 
measures and damage could 
continue.   

Flood proofing may be 
unpopular with local 
landowners or have economic 
impacts on homeowners. 

Alternative 3 – Grade 
Stabilization Structures (410); 
Ponds (378); Dam (402)  

Structural Alternative 

A series of 10 to 15 Grade 
Stabilization Dams and Weirs; 
ponds; and bank stabilization 
measures 

Total Cost = $15,000,000 

Studies have been completed 
to identify locations for 
potential Grade Stabilization 
structures. 

All measures will be 
implemented to meet NRCS 
technical standards. 

Producers could potentially use 
the impounded water to water 
crops or livestock. 

Dams and weirs would require 
appropriate land rights and 
permits. 

Some potential sites may lack 
adequate land treatment 
upstream. 

Alternative 4 Limitless (Pie-in-
the-Sky) 

If money was no objective, all 
rules, regulations, and 
permitting were approved 
(action could outside of NRCS 
program authority) 
 

Implementation of all the (40+) 
site locations identified in 

This alternative would meet all 
purpose and needs. 

All measures will be 
implemented to meet NRCS 
technical standards. 

Dams and weirs would require 
land rights and permits. 

Some potential sites may lack 
adequate land treatment 
upstream. 

The project would take larger 
amounts of farmland out of 
production. 
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Alternative 
Facilitating Factors  
(Possible Positive Impacts and 
Effects) 

Obstructing Factors 
(Possible Adverse Impacts and 
Effects) 

existing studies and any 
additional sites proposed in a 
new WFPO plan for watershed 
protection, flood damage 
reduction, and agricultural 
water management: Grade 
Stabilization Structures, Bank 
Stabilization measures, levees, 
implementation of land 
treatment management 
practices above all structures; 
irrigation system (surface and 
subsurface). 

Total Cost = $50,000,000+ 

Costs would be a burden on the 
Sponsor. 

 
While all the potential alternatives listed may not be carried forward for full analysis, this table should 
document that there are one or more reasonable alternatives that may be analyzed during the full 
planning process. 

Environmental Document  
None of the previous studies associated with this project area have been evaluated under NEPA. The 
Environmental Evaluation (CPA-52) indicates that the watershed has not been sufficiently analyzed or 
may potentially involve significant adverse environmental effects or extraordinary circumstances. Per 
the results of this PIFR document and associated CPA-52, an Environmental Assessment or 
Environmental Impact Statement will be required. It is likely that an Environmental Assessment will be 
the appropriate level of analysis to evaluate the environmental effects of the proposed action. See 
Appendix D for a copy of the CPA-52.  

Sponsors  
The sponsoring local organization for this project have been identified as the Lower Platte North 
Natural Resources District. 

 
Sponsor(s) will: 

• Assist in the locally led planning effort. 
• Obtain needed land rights including the use of power of eminent domain, if necessary. 
• Provide local cost-share funds to provide the required portion of total project costs. 
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• Provide funds for continuing operation and maintenance actions. 
• Obtain required permits and approvals at sponsor cost: 
• Provide leadership to help ensure adequate conservation land treatment measures are 

maintained on at least 50% of the watershed area above retention reservoirs. 

Potential Cooperating Agencies   
Agency Contact Information Type of Involvement 
USACE – Omaha District USACE – Omaha District 

Planning Branch 
8901 South 154th Street 
Omaha, NE 68138 
Jeremy Grauf 
Jeremy.grauf@usace.army.mil 
(402) 896-0896 

Regulatory [X] 

Informed [ ] 

Prepare permits or letters of 
permission document [X] 
Provide input [  ] 

US Fish and Wildlife Services NE Ecological Service Field 
Office 
9325 South Alda Road 
Wood River, NE 68883 
Mark Porath 
mark_porath@fws.gov 
308-382-6468 

Regulatory [X] 
Informed [  ] 
Prepare permits or letters of 
permission document [  ] 
Provide input [X] 
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Potential Stakeholders 
Stakeholder Role Resources Contribution 

Lower Platte 
North NRD 

Sponsoring Local 
Organization (SLO) 

Cost-share funds, 
eminent domain 
authority, public liaison 

Acquiring any permits 
and easements; 
managing 
scoping/public 
meetings, and mailing 
list; and O&M 
responsibility. 

USDA-NRCS 

Lead agency for 
plan, 
financial/technica
l assistance and 
reviews 

Funding, Technical 
Reviews 

Reviews for project 
location, inventory 
needs, 
Plan-EA supplement 

Butler County Roads 
Department 

Local Stakeholder 
to be Involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Project Input and 
Review 

Army Corps of 
Engineers 

Cooperating 
Agency; CWA 
Section 404 Permit 

Technical Reviews, 
Wetlands- Waters of the 
U.S.  

Permitting, technical 
review 

USFWS Endangered 
Species Act review 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Watershed Input and 
Review 

Butler & Saunders 
Counties 

Stakeholders to be 
Involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Project Input and 
Review 

Skull & Bone Creek 
Watershed Work 
Group 

Project Work 
Group to be 
Involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise Project Input 

State Historical 
Preservation Office 

National Historic 
Preservation Act 
Section 106 review 

Review of project APE Permit for project APE 

Department of Water, 
Energy, and 
Environment 

Permits Review for permit Review for permit 

Nebraska Department 
of Transportation Partner Review of Plan - ED Review of Plan - ED 

Nebraska Game & 
Parks Commission 

State Agency to be 
involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Watershed Input and 
Review 

Apache Tribe of 
Oklahoma 

Tribal Government 
to be involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Watershed Input and 
Review 

Cheyenne and 
Arapaho Tribes of 
Oklahoma 

Tribal Government 
to be involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Watershed Input and 
Review 

Cheyenne River Sioux 
Tribe 

Tribal Government 
to be involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Watershed Input and 
Review 

Crow Creek Sioux Tribal Government Institutional Knowledge Watershed Input and 
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Tribe of the Crow 
Creek Reservation 

to be involved and Expertise Review 

Iowa Tribe of Kansas 
and Nebraska 

Tribal Government 
to be involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Watershed Input and 
Review 

Lower Brule Sioux 
Tribe of the Lower 
Brule Reservation, 
South Dakota 

Tribal Government 
to be involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Watershed Input and 
Review 

Mandan, Hidatsa, and 
Arikara Nation 

Tribal Government 
to be involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Watershed Input and 
Review 

Northern Arapaho 
Tribe 

Tribal Government 
to be involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Watershed Input and 
Review 

Oglala Sioux Tribe Tribal Government 
to be involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Watershed Input and 
Review 

Omaha Tribe of 
Nebraska 

Tribal Government 
to be involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Watershed Input and 
Review 

Pawnee Nation of 
Oklahoma 

Tribal Government 
to be involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Watershed Input and 
Review 

Ponca Tribe of 
Nebraska 

Tribal Government 
to be involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Watershed Input and 
Review 

Rosebud Sioux Tribe Tribal Government 
to be involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Watershed Input and 
Review 

Santee Sioux Nation of 
Nebraska 

Tribal Government 
to be involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Watershed Input and 
Review 

Standing Rock Sioux 
Tribe of North and 
South Dakota 

Tribal Government 
to be involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Watershed Input and 
Review 

Yankton Sioux Tribe Tribal Government 
to be involved 

Institutional Knowledge 
and Expertise 

Watershed Input and 
Review 

Principal Sponsors – Primary 
Stakeholders who will make 
financial commitments to the 
project.   

Regulatory – Entities involved 
in regulatory aspects of the 
project’s implementation. 

Keep Informed – Stakeholders 
who should be kept informed 
of the projects progress. 
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Notifications 
If a preliminary investigation findings report is undertaken, the STC must notify in writing the Governors 
concerned, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, the National Oceanic Atmospheric Administration National Marine 
Fisheries Service, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, and all other Federal agencies concerned with a decision to 
initiate any survey or field investigation involving water resources development work and furnish them with 
appropriate information regarding the scope, nature, status, and results of such survey or investigation 
(Executive Order 10584 Section 3). 

 Method and Date Notified 
Governor Letter - 8-24-2023  
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Letter - 8-24-2023  
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Letter - 8-24-2023  

 

Estimated Project Implementation Timeline 
Planning Start 2027 
Planning End 2029 
Design Start 2029 
Design End 2032 
Construction Start 2032 
Construction End 2037 

 

Glossary 
Rural – All territories of a State that are not within the outer boundary of any city or town that has a 
population of 50,000 or more according to the latest decennial census of the United States (U.S. 
Census Bureau 2026). [Source Title 390 – NWPM Part 506.50 Glossary, MMM] 

 

Appendix  
• Sponsor Letter of Request 
• Sponsor Declaration Forms and Accompanying information 
• Preliminary Environmental Evaluation (CPA 52) 
• Additional Maps  
• Plan of Work 
• IPaC Report 
• CERT report 
• Site Investigation Log and Map 

 

https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/geography/guidance/geo-areas/urban-rural/2010-urban-rural.html
https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/geography/guidance/geo-areas/urban-rural/2010-urban-rural.html
















Natural Resources Conservation Service 07/2025

√ if RMS √ if RMS √ if RMS

A. Client Name:  Lower Platte North NRD

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

NRCS-CPA-52 

NOT 
meet 
PC

NOT 
meet 
PC

Ephemeral gully erosion

Ponding and flooding

NOT 
meet 
PC

Gullies observed in some field 
during site investigation.

NOT 
meet 
PC

U.S. Department of Agriculture

WATER

NOT 
meet 
PC

This alternative would reduce flood 
damages to the community  and 
lower the peak discharge from 
storm events. Construction of any 
of these alternatives would have 
the capability to re-direct or store 
high flowing water during these 

No effect

Local competition for limited 
resources is continual, with more 
of a demand during drier years. 
The lack of supply has negatively 
affected the productivity and yield 

This alternative would reduce flood 
damages to the community  and 
lower the peak discharge from 
storm events. Construction of any 
of these alternatives would have 
the capability to re-direct or store 
high flowing water during these 

NOT 
meet 
PC

This alternative would reduce 
stream and channel erosion 
downstream however the upstream 
would continue to be degraded.

Inefficient irrigation water use

NOT 
meet 
PC

This alternative would reduce flood 
damages to the community  and 
lower the peak discharge from 
storm events. Construction of any 
of these alternatives would have 
the capability to re-direct or store 
high flowing water during these 

This alternative would reduce flood 
damages to the community

NOT 
meet 
PC

This alternative would reduce flood 
damages to the community  and 
lower the peak discharge from 
storm events. Construction of any 
of these alternatives would have 
the capability to re-direct or store 
high flowing water during these 

NOT 
meet 
PC

This alternative would reduce flood 
damages to the community

NOT 
meet 
PC

Petroleum, heavy metals, and other 
pollutants transported to surface 
water
surface run-off leads to flooding, 
erosion, and sedimentation 
across the watershed

surface run-off leads to flooding, 
erosion, and sedimentation 
across the watershed

Public Law 83-566

Alternative 3

This alternative would reduce 
ephemeral gully erosion formation 
downstream and the upstream 
ephemeral gully formation would be 
protected 

This alternative would reduce field 
and downstream erosion, and 
downstream sedimentation. 
However, upland ephemeral gully 
formation would countinue at 
current rate

NOT 
meet 
PC

NOT 
meet 
PC

Gullies observed in some field 
during site investigation.

This alternative would reduce 
stream and channel erosion 
downstream however the upstream 
would continue to be degraded.

NOT 
meet 
PC

This alternative would reduce 
classic gully erosion downstream 
and protect new gully formation.

NOT 
meet 
PC

NOT 
meet 
PC

This alternative would reduce field 
and downstream erosion, and 
downstream sedimentation.

This alternative would reduce field 
and downstream erosion, and 
downstream sedimentation.

This alternative would reduce field 
and downstream erosion, and 
downstream sedimentation.

 Non-Structural Alternative. Land Treatment 
with conservation practices,building flood 
proofing and easements.

Structural Alternative:  Flood Water 
Reduction Structures, Grade Stabilization 
Structures; a series of 10-15 flood water 
reduction dams and or a combination of 15 
flood reduction grade stabilization 
structures and bank stabilization measures

Limitless (Pie-in-the-Sky) If money was no 
objective, all rules, regulations, and 
permitting were approved  (may be action 
outside of NRCS program authority) 
Implementation of all of the (40+) prior sited 
and any additional sites proposed in a new 

√ if 
does 
NOT 
meet 
PC

Amount, Status, Description
(Document both short and long 

term impacts)

Amount, Status, Description
(Document both short and long 

term impacts)

No Action Alternative 1 Alternative 2

Reduce erosion, stream channelization, and flooding in the Skull Creek 
watershed

    Program Authority (optional):

Alternative 2

B. Conservation Plan ID # (as applicable):  

HUC 1020020103

Resource Concerns

Bank erosion from streams, 
shorelines or water conveyance 

Amount, Status, Description
(Document both short and long 

term impacts)

I.   Effects of Alternatives

In Section "F" below, analyze, record, and address concerns identified through the Resources Inventory process (see FOTG Section 3 - Resource 
Concerns List and Planning Criteria for guidance). To integrate CART-Assessment Results into this worksheet, navigate to the  "CART-Results" tab or 
press the designated button ("View CART-Results tab"). Follow the instructions in that page to complete the process.

NOT 
meet 
PC

NOT 
meet 
PC

√ if 
does 
NOT 
meet 
PC

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION WORKSHEET 

F.  Resource Concerns and 
Existing/ Benchmark 
Conditions
(Analyze and record the 
existing/benchmark conditions for 
each identified concern)

E.  Need for Action: 
The project is needed because 
the southern portion of the project 
area is comprised of rolling hills 
with erodible soils that are 
subject to immense degradation 
during storm events with high 
velocity flows, and on the 

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

√ if 
does 
NOT 
meet 
PC

Alternative 1
H.  Alternatives

Excessive flows from large storm 
events within the watershed are 
causing incisions along the banks 
of Skull Creek, upland erosion 
associated with crop fields and 

NOT 
meet 
PC

NOT 
meet 
PC

NOT 
meet 
PC

This alternative would reduce field 
and downstream erosion, and 
downstream sedimentation. 
However, upland ephemeral gully 
formation would countinue at 
current rate

Classic gully erosion

No effect

This alternative would reduce field 
and downstream erosion, and 
downstream sedimentation. 
However, upland gully formation 
would countinue at current rate

This alternative would reduce field 
and downstream erosion, and 
downstream sedimentation. 
However, upland gully formation 
would countinue at current rate

SOIL

NOT 
meet 
PC

This alternative would reduce 
stream and channel erosion 
downstream however the upstream 
would continue to be degraded.

May increase effective use of 
irrigation water. 
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NOT 
meet 
PC

Limited water and erosion are 
negatively impacting the yield 
and production of row crops. If no 

ti   t k  f  ill 

N/A

NOT 
meet 
PC

F.  Resource Concerns and 
Existing/ Benchmark 
Conditions
(Analyze and record the 
existing/benchmark conditions for 
each identified concern)

NOT 
meet 
PC

√ if 
does 
NOT 
meet 
PC

With the implementation of these
alternatives, the threat of soil 
degradation and alterations would 
dwindle, and agricultural crops and 
local vegetative communities would 

NOT 
meet 
PC

NOT 
meet 
PC

● Land Use

Limited surface water supplies 
are impacing local wildlife and 
may alter the watershed’s 

t

NOT 
meet 
PC

● Management Level

Limited surface water supplies 
are impacing local wildlife and 
may alter the watershed’s 

t

Water shortages limit feed supply 
that wildlife and livestock require 
for survival. If no further actions 
are taken  ranchers may need to 

NOT 
meet 
PC

Reduced erosion and 
sedimentation will allow for 
establishment and enhancement of 
habitat. Habitat will be created 
through the establishment of new 

Reduced threat of physical harm and 
economic damages from flooding

NOT 
meet 
PC

NOT 
meet 
PC

N/A

NOT 
meet 
PC

No resource concern identified

Amount, Status, Description
(Document both short and long 

term impacts)

AIR

Amount, Status, Description
(Document both short and long 

term impacts)

NOT 
meet 
PC

NOT 
meet 
PC

Terrestrial habitat for wildlife and 
invertebrates

Reduced erosion and 
sedimentation will allow for 
establishment and enhancement of 
habitat. Habitat will be created 
through the establishment of new 

Reduced erosion and 
sedimentation will allow for 
establishment and enhancement of 
habitat. Habitat will be created 
through the establishment of new 

NOT 
meet 
PC

Reduced erosion and 
sedimentation will allow for 
establishment and enhancement of 
habitat. Habitat will be created 
through the establishment of new 

Feed and forage imbalance

NOT 
meet 
PC

With the implementation of these
alternatives, the threat of soil 
degradation and alterations would 
dwindle, and agricultural crops and 
local vegetative communities would 

Reduced erosion and sedimentation 
will allow for establishment and 
enhancement of habitat. Habitat will 
be created through the 
establishment of new perennial 

NOT 
meet 
PC

Plant structure and composition 

Erosion is degrading riparian 
vegetation necessary to support 
and stabilize the creek banks

Aquatic habitat for fish and other 
organisms

Reduced erosion and 
sedimentation will allow for 
establishment and enhancement of 
habitat. Habitat will be created 
through the establishment of new 

NOT 
meet 
PC

Reduced erosion and sedimentation 
will allow for establishment and 
enhancement of habitat. Habitat will 
be created through the 
establishment of new perennial 

With the implementation of these
alternatives, the threat of soil 
degradation and alterations would 
dwindle, and agricultural crops and 
local vegetative communities would 

● Profitability

● Risk

● Other

Reduced threat of physical harm and 
economic damages from flooding

NOT 
meet 
PC

● Public Health & Safety

● Capital

● Labor

NOT 
meet 
PC

NOT 
meet 
PC

With the implementation of these
alternatives, the threat of soil 
degradation and alterations would 
dwindle, and agricultural crops and 
local vegetative communities would 

Alternative 1

NOT 
meet 
PC

PLANTS
Plant productivity and health

NOT 
meet 
PC

With the implementation of these
alternatives, the threat of soil 
degradation and alterations would 
dwindle, and agricultural crops and 
local vegetative communities would 

With the implementation of these
alternatives, the threat of soil 
degradation and alterations would 
dwindle, and agricultural crops and 
local vegetative communities would 

NOT 
meet 
PC

NOT 
meet 
PC

NOT 
meet 
PC

NOT 
meet 
PC

Reduced erosion and 
sedimentation will allow for 
establishment and enhancement of 
habitat. Habitat will be created 
through the establishment of new 

Reduced erosion and sedimentation 
will allow for establishment and 
enhancement of habitat. Habitat will 
be created through the 
establishment of new perennial 

ANIMALS

I.   Effects of Alternatives (continued)

√ if 
does 
NOT 
meet 
PC

√ if 
does 
NOT 
meet 
PC

Amount, Status, Description
(Document both short and long 

term impacts)

Alternative 2No Action

N/A

NOT 
meet 
PC

Reduced threat of physical harm and 
economic damages from flooding

Human Economic and Social Considerations (select the applicable considerations and identify them below)

NOT 
meet 
PC

NOT 
meet 
PC

NOT 
meet 
PC

NOT 
meet 
PC

No resource concern identified
ENERGY
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Surveys and further consultation 
with SHPO would be required

Dust Regulations. Nebraska Title 
129, Chapter 15 Section 003 
fugitive dust regulations shall apply 
to all excavation and construction 
activities. 

Document all impacts
(Attach Guide Sheets as applicable)

May Affect
Surveys and further consultation 
with SHPO would be required

Construction of this alternative may 
require the project Sponsor to 
obtain a Clean Water Act Section 
404 Permit.

Construction of this alternative may 
require the project Sponsor to 
obtain a Clean Water Act Section 
404 Permit.

●Clean Water Act / Waters of the 
U.S.

Guide Sheet

May Affect

●Essential Fish Habitat

Guide Sheet

May Affect
Surveys and further consultation 
with SHPO would be required

May Affect
Refer to the attached guide sheet. 
Refer to Landowner Agreement to 
Implement Conservation Measures.

Coral Reefs

●Cultural Resources / Historic 
Properties

●Endangered and Threatened 
Species

Guide Sheet

Not Applicable

No Effect

May Affect

No Effect

Refer to the attached guide sheet. 
Refer to Landowner Agreement to 
Implement Conservation Measures.

May Affect

Special Environmental Concerns: Environmental Laws, Executive Orders, Policies, etc.

May Affect

Alternative 3Alternative 2

●Clean Air Act

√ if needs 
further 
action

Not Applicable

●Coastal Zone Management

In Section "G" complete and attach Environmental Procedures Guide Sheets for documentation as applicable.  Items with a "●" may 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 practices not involved in consultation.
G.  Special Environmental 
Concerns
(Document existing/ 
benchmark conditions)

Alternative 1

May Affect

Guide Sheet

√ if needs 
further 
action

J.   Impacts to Special Environmental Concerns

No Effect

May Affect

√ if needs 
further 
action

No Effect

Future analysis required to 
determine if permitting required.

May Affect

Refer to the attached guide sheet.

Future analysis required to 
determine if permitting required.

Future analysis required to 
determine if permitting required.

No actions planned that will 
adversely affect. 

Natural Areas No Effect No Effect
No actions planned that will 
adversely affect. 

Best management practices will be 
implemented to minimize the risk of 
introducing invasive species.

Wetlands may be present within 
areas where construction is 
proposed. Project would prevent 
flooding  improve water quality  and 

Prime and Unique Farmlands

No Effect

Guide Sheet

●Migratory Birds/Bald and 
Golden Eagle Protection Act 

May Affect
Wetlands may be present within 
areas where construction is 
proposed. Project would prevent 
flooding  improve water quality  and No Effect

●Wetlands

Guide Sheet

Guide Sheet

No Effect

Local and minor impacts. Similar 
infrastructure is common throughout 
the Watershed. No viewshed 
impacts  

Localized and minor negative 
impacts during construction. 
Potential for positive overall effects 

Guide Sheet

Guide Sheet Localized and minor negative 
impacts during construction. 
Potential for positive overall effects 

Scenic Beauty

May Affect

●Wild and Scenic Rivers

Local and minor impacts. Similar 
infrastructure is common throughout 
the Watershed. No viewshed 
impacts  

No Effect

May Affect
Wetlands may be present within 
areas where construction is 
proposed. Project would prevent 
flooding  improve water quality  and 

Not applicable.Not applicable.Not applicable.

May Affect

No Effect
Guide Sheet

Proposed alternative may 
permanently convert prime 
farmland to non-agricultural 
purpose  

No actions planned that will 
adversely affect.

No Effect
Proposed alternative may 
permanently convert prime 
farmland to non-agricultural 
purpose  

Local and minor impacts. Similar 
infrastructure is common throughout 
the Watershed. No viewshed 
impacts  

Localized and minor negative 
impacts during construction. 
Potential for positive overall effects 

Guide Sheet

Riparian Area

Invasive Species

No actions planned that will 
adversely affect. 

Best management practices will be 
implemented to minimize the risk of 
introducing invasive species.

No Effect

Floodplain Management

Guide Sheet

May Affect

May Affect

May Affect, NLAA 
Refer to the attached guide sheet.

May Affect

May Affect May Affect May Affect

No EffectNo Effect

No Effect

May Affect, NLAA 

May Affect

Refer to the attached guide sheet. 
Refer to Landowner Agreement to 
Implement Conservation Measures.

Best management practices will be 
implemented to minimize the risk of 
introducing invasive species.

May Affect, NLAA 

May Affect

Refer to the attached guide sheet.

May Affect

No Effect

Construction of this alternative may 
require the project Sponsor to 
obtain a Clean Water Act Section 
404 Permit.

May Affect
Dust Regulations. Nebraska Title 
129, Chapter 15 Section 003 
fugitive dust regulations shall apply 
to all excavation and construction 
activities. 

May Affect
Dust Regulations. Nebraska Title 
129, Chapter 15 Section 003 
fugitive dust regulations shall apply 
to all excavation and construction 
activities. 

Document all impacts
(Attach Guide Sheets as applicable)

Document all impacts
(Attach Guide Sheets as applicable)

Guide Sheet

Guide Sheet

No Effect
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No
●
●

●
●

●

●

●

●

6) 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?

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

Impacts to wetlands, historic properties, and 
endangered and threatened species will be 
mitigated through consultation.  

Land rights and/or easements needed to 
build proposed action. Clean Water Act 404 
permit, Endangered Species Act 
Consultation, and National Historic 

2) 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?

Yes

Date

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

NRCS is the RFO 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.   

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

P.  Determination of Significance or Extraordinary 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.

K.2 Cumulative Effects Narrative 
(Describe the cumulative impacts 
considered, including past, 
present and known future actions 
regardless of who performed the 
actions)

To be determined through the development 
of a watershed plan

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

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

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

Signature (NRCS Certified Planner) Title

The following sections are to be completed by the Responsible Federal Official (RFO)

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.

DateTitle Signature (Other)

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.

   -Neighborhood, community

Supporting 
reason

M. Preferred 
Alternative

To be determined through the development 
of a watershed plan

To be determined through the development 
of a watershed plan

To be determined through the development 
of a watershed plan

An NRCS Certified Planner employee (Level 3 or above), must sign the second signature line to confirm and validate that the best available information was used to 
accurately complete the environmental evaluation. Any planner (not an NRCS Certified Planner employee (Level 3 or above)) who contributed or was actively engaged 

in the completion of this EE will sign and date the first signature line. When the preferred alternative is not a federal action where NRCS has control or responsibility, 
NRCS will sign only as the certified planner and provide a copy of this form to the lead agency responsible for documenting compliance with NEPA according to their 

own regulations and procedures.

O.  Planner Signature - To the best of my knowledge, the data shown on this form is accurate and complete:

N.  Context (Record context of alternatives analysis)                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. 

√ preferred 
alternative

Impacts to wetlands, historic properties, and 
endangered and threatened species will be 
mitigated through consultation.  

Impacts to wetlands, historic properties, 
and endangered and threatened species 
will be mitigated through consultation.  

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

To be determined through the development 
of a watershed plan

Land rights and/or easements needed to 
build proposed action. Clean Water Act 404 
permit, Endangered Species Act 
Consultation, and National Historic 

Land rights and/or easements needed to 
build proposed action. Clean Water Act 404 
permit, Endangered Species Act 
Consultation, and National Historic 

Alternative 2 Alternative 3Alternative 1

To be determined through the development 
of a watershed plan

K.1 Easements, Permissions, 
Public Review, or Permits 
Required and Agencies 
Consulted.

K.  Other Agencies and 
Broad Public Concerns

   -Sub-watershed (ex. 12-digit HUC, or smaller)

   -Stream reach
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R.1

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.

Additional Notes
Signature Title Date

3)  is a federal action that has been sufficiently analyzed in an existing Agency state, 
regional, or national NEPA document and there are no predicted significant adverse 
environmental effects or extraordinary circumstances.

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) 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 
Compliance Liaison for list of NEPA 
documents formally adopted and 
available for tiering.  Document in 
"R.1" below. No additional analysis is 
required

2)  is a federal action ALL of which is categorically excluded from further environmental 
analysis AND there are no extraordinary circumstances as identified in Section "P".

Document in "R.2" below.
No additional analysis is required

Findings Documentation
Further NEPA analysis is necessary to document effects.

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

Q.   NEPA Compliance Finding (check one)

None

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

S.  Signature of Responsible Federal Official:

R.  Rationale Supporting the Finding

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.

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.

Action requiredThe preferred alternative:

Contact the State Environmental 
Compliance Liaison. Further NEPA 
analysis required. Explain in Notes 
Section.
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CULTURAL RESOURCES/HISTORIC PROPERTIES Client / Plan Information:

Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheet - NECH 610.25 Lower Platte North NRD
Alternative 1 0
Alternative 2 Public Law 83-566
Other HUC 1020020103

To complete this Guide Sheet planners must have successfully taken Cultural Resources Modules 1-8

Step 1

No

Yes

Step 2

Yes No

Step 3

Proceed to Step 2
NOTE:  If the project is on Tribal Lands and no Ground Disturbing Activities are planned, consult with the CRS or State Archaeologist to 
review applicable Tribal agreements and determine consultation needs before proceeding with addition CR evaluation.

Check all that apply to this Guide Sheet review:

This Guide Sheet sets the Evaluation Procedures reflected in the Nebraska Prototype Programmatic Agreement enacted April 8, 2025 that establishes State Level 
Agreements (SLAs) with SHPOs or Tribal consultation protocols or operating procedures pertinent to Nebraska protocols that reflect the terms of the current 
National Programmatic Agreement among NRCS, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, and the National Conference of SHPOs. 

Select (Filter) All Planned Practices or Activities on the Undertaking Determination Lists to define the project potential effects to Cultural Resources.  
(If the planned practice or activity is not listed, contact the Area Office, CRS or State Archaeologist for additional assistance)  

Upon review, is the Action(s) or Planned Practice(s) identified as a "Ground Disturbing Activity or Practice"  with the potential to cause effects to 
cultural resources/historic properties OR is the project located on Tribal Lands?

Document No Effect on the EE and proceed with planning.  
Document the supporting rationale for the No Effect determination on the EE or in the guide sheet Determination Notes.
Projects or activities with no ground disturbance and outside Tribal Lands do not require this guide sheet to be attached to the EE.

FSA is the lead federal agency.  NRCS is providing FSA with technical planning assistance related to CRP or ECP.  
Select all applicable Benchmark Conditions below and document a preliminary determination of May Effect on the EE.
Include any findings from Step 2 inventory and submit to FSA for evaluation and final RFO review.

•  Review the Inventory Items listed below to determine if any known cultural or historic resources are within or in close proximity to the APE.
•  Complete a Cultural Resources Check of Conservation Practice APE polygon(s) - Run the Cultural Resources Evaluation Tool (CRET)

NOTE:  Create/Identify APE polygons for only conservation practices identified as a Ground Disturbing Activity - "Y" Status
Refer to FOTG Section II guidance on the creation of Conservation Practice APE Polygons and High Probability Area Determinations

Inventory Items 
Intersects with a known cultural resource site (SHPO Statewide Inventory / CR Check)? (Note:  This step will be finalized in Step 4)

Within or in close proximity to a site on the National Register of Historic Places?  

Is there client knowledge of existing artifacts, historic structures, or cultural features? 

Is there a potential historic resource identified from review of maps or land record?
(LIDAR, topographic or aerial map, county atlas, or plat book) 

If any responses above are unknown, work with your CRS to be sure these inventories have been checked
•  Select / define the project status based on the funding source / lead federal agency / or technical assistance request

NRCS is providing general technical assistance regarding conservation practice feasibility only and not controlling the action.  
Notify the landowner of any potential affects from Step 2 inventory and provide recommendations for consideration.  
Document a May Effect determination on the EE, document the rational and proceed with planning. 

Planned practices are considered ground disturbing with unknown potential affect.  Additional cultural resource review is recommended.  
FSA will determine extent and document impacts to Cultural Resources / Historic Properties.

Project location occurs within known Tribal reservation boundaries with unknown potential affect.  Additional cultural resource review and 
Tribal consultation is recommended. FSA will determine extent and document impacts to Cultural Resources / Historic Properties.

NRCS is the Lead Federal Agency and the project or action is carried out with NRCS financial assistance?  OR 
NRCS is providing technical assistance and conservation practice certification associated with another partner agency?  OR
NRCS is providing technical assistance that includes conservation practice design?
Consider all inventory items from Step 2 and Proceed to Step 3 

•  Review the individual Conservation Practice Evaluation Criteria to determine if a Pedestrian Survey is needed
(NOTE:  All Ground Disturbing Practices that intersect a known cultural resource site will require a Pedestrian Survey)
•  Complete the required in-field Pedestrian Surveys utilizing inventory collected from Step 2
•  Document the in-field pedestrian survey utilizing the NE CR Transect Map in Field Maps
• Proceed to Step 4    
(Refer to the Cultural Resources Survey Protocol document located in Section II - FOTG for guidance on completing Pedestrian  Surveys)  

NRCS-CPA-52, July 2025
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Step 4

Step 5

Step 6

No

Yes

Determination Notes

1.  Complete a Consent for Consultation Form 

•  Run or re-run the CR Tool Check if necessary based on pedestrian surveys and the final ground disturbing practice footprint(s)
Create/Identify APE polygons for only conservation practices identified as a Ground Disturbing Activity - "Y" Status. 
•  Update the CR Status Layer based on the selected criteria below.   

  If CR Check Results Output is Orange 
Results:   Planned practice Evaluation Criteria Does Not require a Second Level Review AND pedestrian survey was not required per Step 3 OR
the applicable Pedestrian Survey is negative for cultural resources ("A Negative Results Field Survey")
1.  Ensure applicable Negative Results Field Surveys are documented in NE CR Transect in Field Maps
2.  Update the CR Status APE to Green and proceed with planning  
3.  Document "No Effect" on the EE and document the supporting rationale in the notes section below
Results:   Planned practice Evaluation Criteria Does Not require a Second Level Review BUT 
Pedestrian Survey is positive for cultural resources ("A Positive Results Field Survey")
1. Complete a Consent for Consultation Form 
2.  Ensure the Positive Results Field Survey is documented in NE CR Transect in Field Maps
3. Update the CR Status APE to RED to notify CR staff that a Second Level Review is needed
4.  Proceed to Step 5
Results:  Planned practice(s) have Evaluation Criteria defined as requiring a Second Level Review.  

If "Yes," and all necessary historic preservation activities of identification, evaluation, and treatment have been completed.  Attach or 
record in the determination notes below the CRS or State Archaeologist report of finding, rationale, and information sources used and 
proceed with planning.

2.  Complete/finalize the Pedestrian Survey of the APE
3.  Update the CR Status APE to RED to notify CR staff that a Second Level Review is needed.
4.  Proceed to Step 5

  If CR Check Results Output is Red - indicating an overlap with a known CR site or Tribal Lands
1.  Ensure the practice list, initial in-field Pedestrian Survey and APE are well defined.
2.  Complete a Consent for Consultation Form
3.  Hold (leave as Red Status) until CR staff can complete the Second Level Review
4.  Proceed to Step 5
Projects of this nature may require extended evaluation timelines and this status should be relayed to the client early in the planning process.  

Project has been cancelled or postponed indefinitely. Update the CR Status APE to GREY 

•  CRS or State Archaeologist will complete Step 5 - The second level review of any known or potential cultural resources 
Consultation with appropriate and interested parties will be completed and documented as necessary.  

NRCS has determined No Historic Properties Affected.  No further cultural resources review is necessary.  Attach or record in the determination 
notes below the CRS or State Archaeologist report of finding, rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

CRS or State Archaeologist has identified potential affects.  Do NOT proceed with finalizing project design or project implementation.
Proceed to Step 6

•  CRS or State Archaeologist will work with the conservation planner POC to evaluate avoidance opportunities.
•  Can the proposed activity or practice be modified to avoid effects on the known cultural resources?

If "No" refer to State CRS for further consultation and recommendations to the State Conservationist.  
Hold, extended evaluation timelines can be expected.  Do NOT proceed with finalizing project design or project implementation.

Field investigations are necessary and will be completed during the planning phase after proposed actions have been identified
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STEP 1.  

● Section 1- Federally listed endangered or threatened species/habitats  
● Section 2- Federally proposed species/habitats  
● Section 3- Federal candidate species/habitats
● Section 4- State/Tribal species/habitats

STEP 1.  

"May affect” meaning that the action might affect endangered and threatened species or their habitat in 
some way, or may have an adverse effect to desingated Critical Habitat, go to Step 2. 

What is the effect (i.e. beneficial/adverse, short-term/long-term, etc.) of the action(s) on endangered or 
threatened species or their designated habitat?

For each planned conservation practice, designate "No effect," May affect but "NLAA," or "May 
adversely affect,"  from the below definitions relative to each federal endangered or threatened 
species/critical habitats.
Use programmatic consultation Evaluation Parameters and Species Matrix for determinations.  

"No effect," additional evaluation is not needed.  Document on NE-E&T SEC Evaluation Determination 
Report and proceed with planning.

May affect but "NLAA” (Not Likely to Adversely Affect).  NLAA should only be used as directed by a 
Nebraska programmatic consultation (e.g. Species Matrix).  Document on NE-E&T SEC Evaluation 
Determination Report AND type in any required Conservation Measures (CM) into the Landowner 
Agreement to Implement Conservation Measures form, then go to Step 2.  Without using a programmatic 
consultation this determination may require a site specific consultation with the USFWS.  

SECTION 1:  Federally listed endangered or threatened species/habitats

NE-E&T SEC Evaluation Determination Report.Document determinations on 

If “Yes,” document the species or area of designated Critical Habitat and relevant benchmark 
data on NRCS-CPA-52, then proceed to the applicable section(s) listed below: 

Found in the Nebraska Environmental Compliance Tool:  Nebraska Environmental Compliance ToolUse Current Range Maps to further review APE:

Follow the Nebraska NRCS Endangered and Threatened Species Programmatic Agreement Process located in the 
Nebraska FOTG Section 2 - Natural and Cultural Resources - Endangered and Threatened Species -   
NE-E&T SEC Evaluation.

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, rationale, and 
information sources used and proceed with planning.

Are protected species and their habitat or designated Critical Habitat present in the area of potential effect?   
Note: protected species include federally listed, proposed, and candidate species, as well as state and tribal 
species protected by law or regulation.  In addition, if a species' listing or status changes before 
implementation, you must complete this review again.

ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES                     
NECH 610.26

Client/Plan Information:
Lower Platte North NRD

Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheet

Utilize any Nebraska statewide specific programmatic consultations to assist in making your effects 
determination.  A formally recognized programmatic consultation can direct you when a project may 
have no effect, may affect, or what mitigating actions (conservation measures) may be taken so that 
effects are acceptable and the project may proceed without further consultation.

Check all that apply to this 
Guide Sheet review:

Public Law 83-566
HUC 1020020103

Alternative 1
OtherAlternative 2

No

Yes
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If “Yes,”  and your answer in Step 1 was "NLAA" according to the programmatic consultation 
and there are any required conservation measures indicated by the Species Matrix, then the 
action will only be implemented according to the terms of the consultation (Landowner 
Agreement To Implement Conservation Measures form).   
If a NRCS programmatic consultation was not used then inform the client that the NRCS must 
consult on listed species with USFWS and only upon landowners' written consent (Landowner 
Consent For Consultation/Conferencing form).  Contact the State Wildlife Biologist to proceed 
with informal consultation.  The action will only be implemented according to the terms of the 
consultation (Landowner Agreement To Implement Conservation Measures form).  When 
consultation is complete, reference or attach the consultation documents to form NE-CPA-52 
and proceed with planning.

If “Yes,”  and your answer in Step 1 was," May affect," inform the client that the NRCS must 
consult on listed species with USFWS and only upon landowners' written consent (Landowner 
Consent For Consultation/Conferencing form).  Contact the State Wildlife Biologist to proceed 
with consultation.  The action will only be implemented according to the terms of the consultation 
(Landowner Agreement To Implement Conservation Measures form).  When consultation is 
complete, reference or attach the consultation documents to form NE-CPA-52 and 
proceed with planning.

Notes for Federally listed endangered or threatened species/habitats: (findings/rationale)
Proposed action has not been finalized and consultation must be completed. 

SECTION 1:  Federally listed endangered or threatened species/habitats (continued)

STEP 2.  
Is NRCS providing financial assistance or otherwise controlling the action(s)?

If "No," and your answer in Step 1 was, "NLAA" and there is no possibility of any short-term 
or long-term adverse effects then continue with planning but ensure the client is aware 
endangered and threatened species or Critical Habitat exists and conservation practices must be 
applied in a manner that avoids adverse effects.  The planning action only continues according to 
any applicable conservation measures (Landowner Agreement To Implement Conservation 
Measures form).  Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

If "No," and your answer in Step 1 was, "May affect," then inform the client of NRCS's policy 
concerning endangered and threatened species and the need to use alternative conservation 
treatments to avoid adverse effects on these species or their habitat.  Further, NRCS assistance 
will be provided only if one of the conservation alternatives is selected that avoids adverse 
effects or the client obtains a "take" permit from the FWS/NMFS.  Refer the client to FWS/NMFS 
to address the client’s responsibilities under Sections 9 & 10 of the ESA, for Federally listed 
species. Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, rationale, 
and information sources used.  If assistance is continued, document how the alternative 
conservation treatments avoid adverse effects and proceed with planning.

No

No

Yes

Yes
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STEP 1.  

Proposed action has not been finalized and consultation must be completed. 

If "No," and the effects are purely benign or beneficial, continue with planning but ensure the 
client is aware proposed species or their habitat exists and conservation practices must be 
applied in a manner as to avoid adverse effects. Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes 
section below, the finding, rationale, and information sources used and proceed with 
planning.
If "No," and there is a possibility of short-term or long-term adverse effects then inform the 
client of NRCS's policy concerning proposed species and the need to use alternative 
conservation treatments to avoid adverse effects on these species or their habitat.  Further, 
NRCS assistance will be provided only if one of the conservation alternatives is selected that 
avoids adverse effects, and to the extent practicable, provide long-term benefits to species and 
habitat.  Should the client or landowner refuse to apply the recommended alternative 
conservation treatment, NRCS will inform the client and landowner of the NRCS policy and shall 
not provide assistance for the action or portion of the action affecting the proposed species.

If “Yes,” and your answer was "NLAA" according to a programmatic consultation and 
there are any required conservation measures indicated by the Species Matrix, then the action 
will only be implemented according to the terms of the consultation (Landowner Agreement To 
Implement Conservation Measures form).  If a NRCS programmatic consultation was not used 
then inform the client that the NRCS must conference on listed species with USFWS and only 
upon landowners' written consent (Landowner Consent For Consultation/Conferencing form).  
Contact the State Wildlife Biologist to proceed with conferencing.  The action will only be 
implemented according to the terms of the conference to the extent practicable (Landowner 
Agreement To Implement Conservation Measures form).  When conference is complete, 
reference or attach the consultation documents to form NE-CPA-52 and proceed with 
planning.
If “Yes,” and the action cannot be modified to avoid the effect, inform client that the NRCS 
must conference and only upon landowners' written consent (Landowner Consent For 
Consultation/Conferencing form).  Contact the State Wildlife Biologist to proceed with 
conferencing.  Further NRCS assistance can only be provided only if the client agrees to 
implement the conference recommendations to the extent practicable ( Landowner Agreement 
To Implement Conservation Measures form) .  When the conference is complete, attach the 
conference documents to NRCS-CPA-52, or reference them in the notes section below, 
and proceed with planning.

Notes for Federally proposed species/habitats: (findings/rationale)

SECTION 2:  Federally proposed species/habitats

What is the effect (i.e. beneficial/adverse, short-term/long-term, etc.) of the action(s) on proposed species or 
their habitat?

If “No effect," additional evaluation is not needed concerning proposed species or 
proposed critical habitat.  Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the 
finding, rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

If "May affect,” meaning that the action might affect endangered and threatened species 
or proposed critical habitat in any way, go to Step 2. 

STEP 2.  
Is NRCS providing financial assistance or otherwise controlling the action? Review effects as directed by a 
Nebraska specific guidance or contact the State Wildlife Biologist to make the effects determination.

No effect

May effect

No

No

Yes

Yes
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STEP 1.  

"No effect," additional evaluation is not needed.  Document on NE-E&T SEC Evaluation Determination 
Report and proceed with planning.

May affect but "NLAA” (Not Likely to Adversely Affect).  NLAA should only be used as directed by a 
Nebraska programmatic consultation (e.g. Species Matrix).  Document on NE-E&T SEC Evaluation 
Determination Report AND type in any required Conservation Measures (CM) into the Landowner 
Agreement to Implement Conservation Measures form, then go to Step 2.  Without using a programmatic 
consultation this determination may require a site specific consultation with the NGPC.  

"May affect” meaning that the action might affect endangered and threatened species or their habitat in 
some way, go to Step 2. 

Use programmatic consultation Evaluation Parameters and Species Matrix for determinations.

What is the effect (i.e. beneficial/adverse, short-term/long-term, etc.) of the proposed action or alternative on 
state/tribal species or their habitat?

For each planned conservation practice, designate "No effect," May affect but "NLAA," or "May 
adversely affect," from the below definitions relative to each state endangered or threatened species.

Use programmatic consultation Evaluation Parameters and Species Matrix for determinations.
Document determinations on NE-E&T SEC Evaluation Determination Report.

Notes for Federal candidate species/habitats: (findings/rationale)
Effects cannot be determined at this time. 

SECTION 4:  State/Tribal species/habitats
Any of the state species of concern that are also listed federally as endangered, threatened, or 
proposed are addressed in the sections above.  Review effects as directed by a Nebraska specific 
programmatic consultation or contact the State Wildlife Biologist to make the effects determination.

SECTION 3:  Federal candidate species/habitats
STEP 1.  
What is the effect (i.e. beneficial/adverse, short-term/long-term, etc.) of the action(s) on candidate species or 
their habitat?

If “No adverse effect," additional evaluation is not needed concerning proposed 
species or proposed critical habitat.  Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes 
section below, the finding, rationale, and information sources used and 
proceed with planning.

If “May adversely affect," recommend alternative treatments that avoid or 
minimize the adverse effects and, to the extent practicable, provide long-term 
benefit to the species. Document the effects of the selected alternative on the 
NRCS-CPA-52 and proceed with planning.

No adverse effect

May adversely effect

NRCS-CPA-52, July 2025
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If "No," and your answer in Step 2 was, "NLAA" and there is no possibility of any short-term 
or long-term adverse effects then continue with planning but ensure the client is aware of the 
effects.  The planning action only continues according to any applicable conservation measures 
(Landowner Agreement To Implement Conservation Measures form).  Document on the NRCS-
CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, rationale, and information sources used and 
proceed with planning.

If "No," and your answer in Step 2 was, "May affect," then inform the client of NRCS's policy 
concerning endangered and threatened species and the need to use alternative conservation 
treatments to avoid adverse effects on these species or their habitat.  Further, NRCS assistance 
will be provided only if one of the conservation alternatives is selected that avoids adverse 
effects or the client obtains a "take" permit from the NGPC.  Refer the client to NGPC to address 
the client’s responsibilities under the Nebraska Nongame and Endangered Species Conservation 
Act (NESCA), for state listed species. Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section 
below, the finding, rationale, and information sources used.  If assistance is continued, 
document how the alternative conservation treatments avoid adverse effects and proceed 
with planning.

If “Yes,”  and your answer in Step 2 was "NLAA" according to the programmatic consultation 
and there are any required conservation measures indicated by the Species Matrix, then the 
action will only be implemented according to the terms of the consultation (Landowner 
Agreement To Implement Conservation Measures form).   
If a NRCS programmatic consultation was not used then inform the client that the NRCS must 
consult on listed species with NGPC and only upon landowners' written consent (Landowner 
Consent For Consultation/Conferencing form).  Contact the State Wildlife Biologist to proceed 
with informal consultation.  The action will only be implemented according to the terms of the 
consultation (Landowner Agreement To Implement Conservation Measures form).  When 
consultation is complete, reference or attach the consultation documents to form NE-CPA-52 
and proceed with planning.

If “Yes,”  and your answer in Step 2 was," May affect," inform the client that the NRCS must 
consult on listed species with NGPC and only upon landowners' written consent (Landowner 
Consent For Consultation/Conferencing form).  Contact the State Wildlife Biologist to proceed 
with consultation.  The action will only be implemented according to the terms of the consultation 
(Landowner Agreement To Implement Conservation Measures form).  When consultation is 
complete, reference or attach the consultation documents to form NE-CPA-52 and 
proceed with planning.

Notes for State/Tribal species/habitats: (findings/rationale)

STEP 2.  
Is NRCS providing financial assistance or otherwise controlling the action?

SECTION 4:  State/Tribal species/habitats (continued)

No

Yes

Yes

No

NRCS-CPA-52, July 2025



STEP 1.  

STEP 2.  

If “Yes,”  modify the proposed action or alternative and repeat Step 1.

Public Law 83-566

Client/Plan Information:

HUC 1020020103

Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheet

CLEAN AIR ACT
NECH 610.21

Check all that apply to this 
Guide Sheet review:

Lower Platte North NRD

If “Yes,”  go to Step 2. 

NOTE:  STEPS 1 and 2 help determine whether construction permitting is needed for the planned action 
or activity.  STEP 3 helps determine whether the opportunity for emissions reduction credits exist.  STEP 
4 helps determine whether any other permitting, record keeping, reporting, monitoring, or testing 
requirements are applicable.  Each of these steps should be updated with more specific language as 
needed, since air quality permitting and regulatory requirements are different for each state.  In each 
step, if more information is needed or there is a question as to whether there are air quality requirements 
that need to be met, the planner or client should contact the appropriate air quality regulatory agency with 
permitting jurisdiction for the site to determine what air quality regulatory requirement must be met prior 
to implementing the planned action or activity.

Is the action(s) expected to increase the emission rate of any regulated air pollutant?  
NOTE:  The definition of a “regulated air pollutant” differs depending on the air quality regulations in 
effect for a given site.  For a federal definition of “regulated air pollutant,” please refer to the 
40 CFR 70.2.  Other definitions for “regulated air pollutant” found in state or local air quality regulations 
may be different.  States should tailor this question to the State air quality regulations and definitions 
since those will include any Federal requirements.

If "No," it is likely that no permitting or authorization is necessary to implement the 
proposed action or alternative.  Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section 
below, the finding, rationale, and information sources used and advise the client to 
contact the appropriate air quality regulatory agency with permitting jurisdiction for the site 
to either verify that no permitting or authorization is necessary or to determine what 
requirements must be met prior to implementing the planned action or activity. Go to step 
3.

Can the action(s) be modified to eliminate or reduce the increase in emission rate of the regulated air 
pollutants?  
NOTE:  This Step is to prompt the planner to review the planned action or activity to see if there is an 
opportunity to either eliminate the emission rate increase (possibly remove a permitting requirement) or 
reduce the emission rate increase (possibly move to less stringent permitting).

If "No," it is likely that permitting or authorization from the appropriate air quality regulatory 
agency will be required prior to implementing the planned action or activity.  Document on 
the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, rationale, and information 
sources used and advise the client to contact the appropriate air quality regulatory agency 
with permitting jurisdiction for the site to either verify that no permitting or authorization is 
necessary or to determine what requirements must be met prior to implementing the 
proposed action or alternative.  Go to Step 3.

Alternative 1
OtherAlternative 2

No

No

Yes

Yes
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STEP 3.  

STEP 4.  

CLEAN AIR ACT (continued)

Is the action(s) expected to result in a decrease in the emission rate of any criteria air pollutant for which 
the area in which the site is located in an EPA designated nonattainment area for that criteria air 
pollutant? 
NOTE:  For an explanation of criteria air pollutants and nonattainment areas, refer to Section 610.21 of 
the NECH.  Further information regarding nonattainment areas can also be found on the U.S. EPA 

   
If "No," go to Step 4.

If “Yes,”  the opportunity for obtaining nonattainment pollutant emission credits may exist.  
Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, rationale, and 
information sources used and  advise the client of that potential opportunity.  If the client 
is interested in registering nonattainment pollutant emission credits, advise him/her to 
contact the appropriate air quality regulatory agency with permitting jurisdiction for the site 
to determine if and how credits can be documented and/or registered for potential sale.  Go 
to Step 4.

Notes:
Dust Regulations. Nebraska Title 129, Chapter 15 Section 003 fugitive dust regulations shall apply to all 
excavation and construction activities. 

If “Yes,”  additional permits, authorizations, or controls may be needed before 
implementing the proposed action or alternative.  Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or 
notes section below, the finding, rationale, and information sources used and advise 
the client to contact the appropriate air quality regulatory agency with permitting jurisdiction 
for the site to determine what requirements must be met prior to implementing the 
proposed action or alternative.    

Is the action(s) subject to any other federal (e.g.., New Source Performance Standards, National 
Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants, etc.), State, or local air quality regulation (including 
odor, fugitive dust, or outdoor burning)?  
NOTE:  Refer to Section 610.21 of the NECH for a further discussion of air quality regulations.

If "No,"  document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

No

No

Yes

Yes
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STEP 1.  

STEP 2.  

STEP 3.  

CLEAN WATER ACT/WATERS of the U.S.
NECH 610.22

Client/Plan Information:
Lower Platte North NRD

Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheet

Complete ALL THREE sections of this guide sheet to address Federal as well as State-
administered regulatory requirements of the Clean Water Act (CWA).
The client is responsible for obtaining permits and complying with the Clean Water Act and state requirements.  
However, NRCS planners should work with the client for early coordination with the Corps of 
Engineers (Corps) and state regulatory personnel so that if there may be any mitigation or installations 
measures required those are included in the planning portion of the project and documented on the NE-
CPA-52.  Examples include permits related to Section 404 (Corps of Engineers) and Sections 401, 402, and 
303 (Nebraska Department of Environment and Energy).  

Check all that apply to this 
Guide Sheet review:

Public Law 83-566
HUC 1020020103

SECTION I
Federally Administered Regulatory Program - Section 404 of the CWA

The final plans (i.e. mitigation, restoration) should not be contrary to what other agencies may require through 
review/permitting processes.  NRCS can not provide planning assistance for alternatives that would be 
contrary to any other laws, regulations or executive orders, etc.  Changes made during the planning 
process that may impact the applicability of the permit or exemption, such as amount or location of fill or 
discharges of pollutants, should be coordinated with the appropriate issuing agency.  It is preferred that the 
landowner should make the initial contact.

Will the action(s) involve or likely result in the discharge or placement of dredged or fill material or other 
pollutants into areas that could be considered to be waters of the United States (Including, but not limited to 
wetlands and other waters such as lakes, streams, channels, and other water conveyances, including some 
small ditches)?  More detailed information regarding waters of the United States and Federal permitting 
programs under CWA is found in the NECH 610.22.

If “Yes,”  go to Step 2. 

Is the action(s) an activity exempt from section 404 regulations (40 CFR Part 232)?
Note: the exemption should be verified with the local U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) district.

If “No,”  go to Step 3. 

If "Yes," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, rationale, 
and information sources used to verify the exemption applies and proceed with Section II 
below. 

Can the action(s) be modified to avoid the discharge of dredged or fill material or other pollutants into waters of 
the United States?

If “No,”  go to Step 4. 

Blue lines or similar designations on USGS and/or other maps.
Features on maps labeled as stream, lake, river, creek, gulch, arroyo, etc.

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, rationale, 
and information sources used and proceed with Section II below.

Indicators of 
“Other Waters”:

Open water, dry lake/pond beds, or mud flats on photos.
Drainage patterns that are evident on available inventory tools or in the field.

If "Yes," modify the action to avoid discharge.  Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes 
section below, the finding, rationale, and information sources used and proceed with 
Section II below.

Alternative 1
OtherAlternative 2

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes
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STEP 4.  

STEP 1

STEP 2

If “Yes,” go to Step 3.  

To ensure compliance with Corps requirements contact:

Wehrspann Field Office 8901 South 154th Street, Omaha NE 68138-3621
(402) 896-0896 NE404Reg@usace.army.mil
If “Yes,” document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, rationale, 
and information sources used and complete Section II below.  The final plan should not be 
contrary to the provisions of the permit authorization or exemption.  Changes made during the 
planning process that may impact the applicability of the permit, such as amount or location of 
fills or discharges of pollutants should be coordinated with the Corps. Complete Section II 
below.

CLEAN WATER ACT/WATERS of the U.S. (continued)

Has the client obtained a section 404 permit (individual, regional, or nationwide) or a determination of an 
exemption from the appropriate Corps office?

If "No," determine if the client has applied for a permit.  If a permit has not been applied for, the 
client will need to do so. If a permit has been applied for, document this, and continue the 
planning process in consultation with the client and the regulatory agencies.  The permit 
authorization should be reflected in the final plan and documentation.  Continue planning, but a 
permit is required prior to implementation.  Complete Section II below.

If “No,” document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, rationale, 
and information sources used and proceed to Step 2.

If “Yes,” insure consistency with any existing water quality or associated watershed action plans 
that have been established by the State for that stream segment.  Even if TMDLs have not been 
established by the State for that stream segment, ensure that the action will not contribute to 
further degradation of that stream segment.  Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes 
section below, the finding, rationale, and information sources used. Proceed to Step 2.

Will the proposed action or alternative likely result in point-source discharges from developments, construction 
sites, or other areas of soil disturbance, or sewer discharges [e.g. projects involving stormwater ponds or point-
source pollution, including concentrated animal feeding operations (CAFOs) for which comprehensive nutrient 
management plans (CNMPs) are being developed]?  Section 402 of the CWA requires a permit for these 
activities through the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program which the States 
administer.

If “No,” document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, rationale, 
and information sources used and proceed with planning.

Notes:
Permitting needs will be evaluated during watershed planning and finalized during the design phase.  

SECTION II
State Administered Regulatory Programs, Sections 303(d) and 402 of CWA

Is the proposed action or alternative located in proximity to waters listed by the State as “impaired” under 
Section 303(d) of the CWA?

No

No

No

Yes

Yes

Yes
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STEP 3

STEP 1

402-471-2875
PO Box 98922,  Lincoln NE  68509-8922

CLEAN WATER ACT/WATERS of the U.S. (continued)

SECTION III
Title 117 Nebraska Surface Water Quality Standards

In some instances where the Corps does not take jurisdiction, such as with isolated wetlands, Title 117 of 
Nebraska's Surface Water Quality Standards may apply.  The Nebraska Department of Environment and 
Energy (NDEE) administers this regulation.  These standards apply to all "Waters of the State", including 
isolated and adjacent wetlands, creeks, lakes, rivers, etc.  If the Corps issues a individual permit or nationwide 
permit then NDEE would already be involved with reviewing the project.

Does the proposed activity potentially impact any "waters of the state", either directly or indirectly that were not 
associated with Corps authorization or permitting?

If “No,” document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, rationale, 
and information sources used and proceed with planning.

If  “Yes,” document the finding, and inform the client that they need to contact NDEE for 
recommendations, oversight and/or permitting. Continue planning, but NDEE concurrance is 
required prior to implementation (attach or document response in "Notes" below).

Has the client obtained a NPDES permit or a determination of an exemption from the appropriate EPA or State-
regulatory office?

If “No,” determine if the client has applied for any necessary permits. If a permit has not been 
applied for, the client will need to do so.  If they have applied, document this and continue the 
planning process in consultation with the client and the regulatory agency.  Continue the planning 
process in consultation with the client and the regulatory agencies. The permit authorization 
should be reflected in the final plan and documentation.  Continue planning, but a permit is 
required prior to implementation.  Complete Section III below.

If “Yes," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, rationale, 
and information sources used and proceed with planning.  The final NRCS conservation 
plan should not be contrary to the provisions of the permit authorization or exemption.  Changes 
made during the planning process that may impact the applicability of the permit should be 
coordinated with the appropriate State regulatory agency.  Complete Section III below.

Notes:
Permit will be required before implementation.

Notes:
Unknown. Will be determined during watershed planning. 

To ensure compliance with NDEE's standards contact:
Nebraska Department of Environment and Energy (402) 471-2186 / (877) 253-2603
245 Fallbrook Blvd Suite 100, Lincoln NE 68521 / PO Box 98922 Lincoln, NE 68509

Water Quality Division -- Planning Unit
ndee.401certification@nebraska.gov

No

Yes

No

Yes
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STEP 1.  

STEP 2.  

Client/Plan Information:

HUC 1020020103

Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheet

ESSENTIAL FISH HABITAT
NECH 610.28

Check all that apply to this 
Guide Sheet review:

Lower Platte North NRD

Public Law 83-566

Is NRCS providing assistance that would result in the funding, authorization, or undertaking of the 
action(s)? [MSA Section 305(b)]

Is the action(s) in an area designated as Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) or in an area where effects 
could indirectly or cumulatively affect EFH?  
NOTE:  Additional information regarding EFH Descriptions and Identification can be found on NMFS's 
website.

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

Will the action(s) result in short-term or long-term disruptions or alterations that may result in an 
"adverse effect" to EFH? [16 U.S.C. 1855(b)(2); Magnuson Stevens Act (MSA) Section 305(b)(2)]

If "No," consultation with NMFS and further evaluation is not needed concerning EFH 
unless otherwise specified by the State Biologist.  Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or 
notes section below, the finding, rationale, and information sources used and 
proceed with planning.

If “Yes,” go to Step 2. 

Can the action(s) be modified to avoid the potential adverse effect?

If “Yes,”  modify the action or activity and repeat Step 2.

Notes:

STEP 3.  

STEP 4.  

If “Yes,” inform the client that the NRCS District Conservationist or NRCS State 
Biologist must consult with NMFS before further action or activity can proceed 
[MSA, Section 305(b)(2)].  
Note:  For specific information regarding consultation for EFH, see NMFS "Essential Fish 
Habitat Consultation Guidance," April 2004, available online.

If "No," an alternative conservation system that avoids the adverse effect must be 
identified as the proposed action or NRCS must discontinue assistance.  If 
assistance is terminated, indicate the circumstances in the Remarks section of the NRCS-
CPA-52 or contact the NRCS State Office for assistance.  (Title 190, General Manual, 
Part 410, Subpart A, Section 410.3)

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used.  Go to Step 4.

If “Yes,” go to Step 3. 

Alternative 1
OtherAlternative 2

No

No

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No
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STEP 1.  

STEP 2.  

If "No," advise the client of conservation practices or other measures that will bring the 
land into accordance with water quality plans and incorporate these into the conservation 
plan.  Go to Step 4.

STEP 4.  

If “Yes,” document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and go to Step 4.

If “No,” document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

Public Law 83-566

Client/Plan Information:

HUC 1020020103

Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheet

FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT
NECH 610.29

Check all that apply to this 
Guide Sheet review:

Lower Platte North NRD

Over the short or long term, will the proposed action or alternative likely result in an increased flood 
hazard, incompatible development, or other adverse effect to the existing natural and beneficial values of 
the floodplain or lands adjacent or downstream?

Is the planning area in the floodplain an agricultural area that has been used to produce food, fiber, feed, 
forage or oilseed for at least 3 of the last 5 years before the request for assistance?

If “Yes,” document the agricultural use history and go to Step 3.

Is the floodplain’s agricultural production in accordance with official state or designated area water quality 
plans?

If "No," go to Step 4.

If "Unknown," review the HUD/FEMA flood insurance maps and other available data 
such as soils information relating to flood frequency.  If still "Unknown", contact the 
appropriate field or hydraulic engineer.  Repeat Step 1.

STEP 3.  

NOTE:  This Guide Sheet is intended for evaluation of "non-project" technical and financial 
assistance only (individual projects).  For "project" assistance criteria (those assisting local 
sponsoring organizations), consult Title 190, General Manual, Part 410, Subpart B, Section 

If “Yes,”  go to Step 2. 

Is the project area in or near a 100-year floodplain?

If "No,"  document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and go to Step 4.

If “Yes,” modify the action if possible to avoid adverse effects.  Inform landuser of the 
hazards of locating actions in the floodplain and discuss alternative methods of achieving 
the objective and/or alternative locations outside the 100-year floodplain.  If the action can 
be modified, describe the modification on the NRCS-CPA-52 and repeat 4.  If the 
action cannot be modified to eliminate adverse effects, go to Step 5.

Alternative 1
OtherAlternative 2

No

No

No

Yes

Yes

Unknown

Yes

No

Yes
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Will assistance continue to be provided?

If "No," provide written notification of the decision to terminate assistance to the client and 
the local conservation district, if one exists.   Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes 
section below, the finding, rationale, and information sources used and proceed 
with planning.

STEP 5.  
Is one or more of the alternative methods or locations practical?

STEP 6.  

FLOODPLAIN MANAGEMENT (continued)

If “Yes,” and the client agrees to implement the alternative methods or locations outside 
the floodplain, document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

If “Yes,” and the client DOES NOT AGREE to implement the alternative methods or 
locations, advise the client that NRCS may not continue to provide technical and/or 
financial assistance where there are practicable alternatives.  Document on the NRCS-
CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, rationale, and information sources used 
and go to  Step 6.

If "No," the District Conservationist will carefully evaluate and document the potential 
extent of the adverse effects and any increased flood risk before making a determination of 
whether to continue providing assistance.  Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes 
section below, the finding, rationale, and information sources used and go to Step 6.

Notes:
Project may require a LOMR or CLOMR. 

If “Yes,” the district conservationist should design or modify the proposed action or 
alternative to minimize the adverse effects to the extent possible.  Circulate a written 
public notice locally explaining why the action is proposed to be located in the 100-year 
floodplain.  Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

No

No

Yes

Yes

Yes
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STEP 1.  

STEP 2.  
Conduct an inventory of the invasive species and identify areas at risk for future invasions (Title 190, 
General Manual, Part 414, Subpart D, Section 414.30).    Delineate these areas on the conservation plan 
map and document management considerations in the plan or assistance notes.  Have all appropriate 
tools, techniques, management strategies, and risks for invasive species prevention, control, and 
management been considered in the planning process?

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheet

INVASIVE SPECIES
NECH 610.30

Check all that apply to this 
Guide Sheet review:

Lower Platte North NRD

Public Law 83-566

Client/Plan Information:

HUC 1020020103

If “Yes,”  document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

If "No," modify the action and repeat Step 3.   If the client is unwilling to modify the 
proposed action, NRCS must discontinue assistance.  Document the circumstances on 
the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, and in the case file.  

STEP 3.  
Is the action(s) consistent with the Executive Order 13112, the national invasive species management 
plan, and any applicable State or local invasive species management plan?  

If “Yes,” describe strategies, techniques, and reasons on NRCS-CPA-52 and go to Step 
3.

If "No," you must consider and include all appropriate factors relating to the existing and 
potential invasive species for the planning area and repeat Step 2.

If “Yes,”  go to Step 2. 

Notes:

NOTE:  Executive Order 13112  states that “a Federal agency shall not authorize, fund, or carry out 
actions that it believes are likely to cause or promote the introduction and spread of invasive species in 
the U.S. or elsewhere."  Remember that invasive species can include plants, fish, animals, insects, etc. 

Is the action(s) in an area where invasive species are known to occur or where risk of an invasion exists?  
NOTE: Executive Order 13112 (1999) directs Federal agencies to "prevent the introduction of invasive 
species, provide for their control, and to minimize the economic, ecological, and human health impacts 
that invasive species cause."

Alternative 1
OtherAlternative 2

No

No

No

Yes

Yes

Yes
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STEP 1.  

STEP 2.  

Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheet

MIGRATORY BIRDS,  BALD AND GOLDEN 
EAGLE PROTECTION ACT,  NECH 610.31

Client/Plan Information:
Lower Platte North NRD

NOTE:  This guide sheet includes evaluation guidance for compliance with the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act, Executive Order 13186 (2001), and the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act.  Both 
sections must be completed if eagles are identified within the area of potential effect.

Check all that apply to this 
Guide Sheet review:

Public Law 83-566
HUC 1020020103

In the lower 48 states, all wild birds except introduced species (House Sparrow, Rock Pigeon, European 
Starling, Eurasian Collared-dove) and resident game birds managed by State Wildlife Agencies are 
protected under the MBTA. 

If “Yes,”  go to Step 2. 

Could the action(s) result in a take (intentionally or unintentionally) to any migratory bird, occupied nest 
or egg?  The term "take" means to pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect, or attempt 
to pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect (50 CFR Section 10.12).  

SECTION I:  MIGRATORY BIRD TREATY ACT & E.O 13186

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning. Go to Section 
II.

If “Yes,” document mitigation measures on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section 
below, and in the plan.  Go to Step 3.

STEP 3.  

If “Yes,” document the effects, including the reasons, on the NRCS-CPA-52, or 
notes section below.  Inform the client that they must obtain all required permits 
before the action is implemented.

Is it the purpose of the action(s) to intentionally "take" a migratory bird or any part, nest or egg (such as, 
but not limited to: controlling depredation by a migratory bird, or removal of occupied nests of nuisance 
migratory birds)? 
 NOTE:  Migratory game birds taken under state and Federal hunting regulations are exempt. 

If "No," go to Step 4.

Have adverse effects on migratory birds been mitigated (avoided, reduced, or minimized) to the 
maximum practicable extent?

If "No," modify the action and repeat Step 1.  

Alternative 1
OtherAlternative 2

No

No

No

Yes

Yes

Yes
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STEP 1.  

STEP 2.  

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and go to Section II. 

If “Yes,”  additional principles, standards and practices shall be developed in coordination 
with USFWS to further lessen the amount of unintentional take (E.O. 13186(3)(e)(9)). 
Repeat Step 1. Document the effects, including the reasons, on the NRCS-CPA-52, 
or notes section below.

Will unintentional take of migratory birds result in a measurable negative effect on a migratory bird 
species' population?

MIGRATORY BIRDS TREATY ACT /  BALD AND GOLDEN EAGLE PROTECTION ACT (continued)

STEP 4.  

Notes:
We will consult with USFWS and NGPC to identify measures to minimize or avoid any potential taking of 
migratory birds. 

If “Yes,” modify the alternative and repeat Step 1.  If the client is unwilling to modify the 
action then NRCS may need to discontinue assistance.  Contact the NRCS State 
environmental specialist or wildlife biologist for assistance.  Document the effects, 
including the reasons, on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below.

SECTION II:  BALD & GOLDEN EAGLE PROTECTION ACT

Will the action(s) result in the take, possession, sale, purchase, barter, or offer to sell, purchase, or 
barter, export or import "of any bald or golden eagle, alive or dead, including any part, nest, or egg, 
unless allowed by permit”? (The term "take" is defined as "pursue, shoot, shoot at, poison, wound, kill, 
capture, trap, collect, molest or disturb" a bald or golden eagle.  The term "disturb" under this act means 
to agitate or bother a bald or golden eagle to a degree that causes, or is likely to cause, based on the 
best scientific information available, injury to an eagle; a decrease in its productivity by substantially 
interfering with normal breeding, feeding, or sheltering behavior; or nest abandonment by substantially 
interfering with normal breeding, feeding, or sheltering behavior.)

Notes:
We will consult with USFWS and NGPC to identify measures to minimize or avoid any potential taking of 
eagles.

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

If “Yes,” go to Step 2. 

If "No," document the finding, including the reasons, on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes 
section below.  Contact the NRCS State Biologist or appropriate NRCS official about 
working with the client and USFWS to permit the action or finding another alternative 
action to avoid adverse effects prior to providing final designs or implementing the 
proposed action or alternative.  No permit authorizes the sale, purchase, barter, trade, 
importation, or exportation of eagles, or their parts or feathers.  The regulations governing 
eagle permits can be found in 50 CFR Part 22.

Can the action(s) be modified to avoid the adverse effect?  Refer to the National Bald Eagle 
Management Guidelines for measures that can be taken to avoid disturbing nesting bald eagles and 
their young

No

Yes

Yes

Yes

No

No
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STEP 1.  

STEP 2.  

If “Yes,”  go to Step 3.

Notes:
Natural areas will be avoided during project implementation. 

Will the action(s) affect the natural area?

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

STEP 3.  

If "No," Inform the client about the effects of the proposed action or alternatives on the 
identified natural areas.  You must also encourage the client to consult with concerned 
parties to arrive at a mutually satisfactory alternative [GM 190, Part 410.23(c)4].  
Document the effects of the action and any communications with the client on the 
NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, and proceed with planning.

If “Yes,” document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

Are the effects consistent with maintaining, protecting, and preserving the integrity of the natural 
characteristics?

Alternative 2 Other HUC 1020020103

NATURAL AREAS
NECH 610.32

Client/Plan Information:
Lower Platte North NRD

Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheet

If "No, "document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

If “Yes,”  go to Step 2. 

Check all that apply to this 
Guide Sheet review:

Alternative 1 Public Law 83-566

Natural Areas are defined as land and water units where natural conditions are maintained.  They may be 
areas designated on Federal government, non-federal government, or on private land.  Designation may 
be provided under Federal regulations, by foundations or conservation organizations, or by private 
landowners that specify it as such (GM 190. Part 410.23).

Are there any designated natural areas present in or near the planning area?

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes
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STEP 1.  

STEP 2.  

If “Yes,”  go to Step 3.

Public Law 83-566

Client/Plan Information:

HUC 1020020103

Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheet

PRIME AND UNIQUE FARMLANDS
NECH 610.33

Check all that apply to this 
Guide Sheet review:

Lower Platte North NRD

Notes:
Final impacts to prime farmlands will be determined during watershed planning. 

STEP 3.  
Can the action(s) be modified to avoid adverse effects or conversion?

Using the criteria found in the FPPA Rule (7 CFR Part 658.5), does the action(s) convert farmland to a 
nonagricultural use?  NOTE:  Conversion does not include construction of on-farm structures necessary 
for farm operations.  Also, form AD-1006 entitled "Farmland Conversion Impact Rating" and form NRCS-
CPA-106 entitled "Farmland Conversion Impact Rating for Corridor Type Projects" are used to document 
effects of proposed projects that may convert farmland.  If you are uncertain about the effects on prime 
and unique farmlands in your planning area, consult the State Soil Scientist.

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

Are prime or unique farmlands or farmlands of statewide or local importance present in or near the area 
that will be affected by the action(s)?

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

If “Yes,”  go to Step 2. 

If “Yes,”  modify and repeat Step 1 or contact the State Soil Scientist for further 
assistance.  Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

If "No," document the adverse effects on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, 
and proceed with planning.

Alternative 1
OtherAlternative 2
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Yes

Yes

Yes
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STEP 1.  

STEP 2.  

STEP 3.  

If “Yes,” inform the client of the values and functions of riparian areas, including their 
contribution to floodplain function, stream bank stability and integrity, nutrient cycling, 
pollutant filtering, sediment retention, and biological diversity, and present alternatives that 
will resolve the conflict.  Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the 
finding, rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

Client/Plan Information:

HUC 1020020103

Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheet

RIPARIAN AREA
NECH 610.34

Check all that apply to this 
Guide Sheet review:

Lower Platte North NRD

Public Law 83-566

If “Yes,”  go to Step 2. 

Do the action(s) conflict with the conservation values/functions of the riparian area?

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

If “Yes,”, go to Step 3.

Goal of project is to improve riparian habitat to reduce erosion, sedimentation, and flooding.
Notes:

Is a riparian area present in or near the planning area?  (Definition can be found in Title 190, General 
Manual, Part 411.)

Do the action(s) address maintenance or improvement of water quality, water quantity, and fish and 
wildlife benefits provided by the riparian area?

If "No," revise the plan to maintain or improve  water quality, water quantity, and fish and 
wildlife benefits. Document the benchmark conditions and effects on the NRCS-CPA-52, or 
notes section below, go to Step 3.

Alternative 1
OtherAlternative 2

No
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Yes

Yes

Yes
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STEP 1.  

STEP 2.  

If “Yes,”  modify the planned action or activity and repeat Step 1.

Notes:
Project will be completed in accordance with NRCS conservation practice standards which conform to 
maintaining the scenic beauty of agricultural lands.  

HUC 1020020103

Will the action(s) adversely affect the scenic quality of the general landscape or any specifically 
designated unique or valuable scenic landscape?  (Consult Section II of the FOTG for a listing of any 
identified areas of scenic beauty.)

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

If “Yes,”  go to Step 2. 

Can the action(s) be modified to avoid the adverse effects on the scenic quality of the landscape?  
NOTE:  NRCS must provide technical assistance with full consideration of alternative management and 
development systems that preserve scenic beauty or improve the landscape (GM 190, Part 410.24).

If "No," consider any state or local requirements.  Document on the NRCS-CPA-52, 
or notes section below, the finding, rationale, and information sources used and 
proceed with planning.  

Check all that apply to this 
Guide Sheet review:

Alternative 1 Public Law 83-566
Alternative 2 Other

SCENIC BEAUTY
NECH 610.35

Client/Plan Information:
Lower Platte North NRD

Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheet

No

Yes

No

Yes

NRCS-CPA-52, October 2019



STEP 1.  

STEP 2.  

This guide sheet addresses policy found in Title 190, General Manual, Part 410, Subpart B, Section 
410.26.  Use the Clean Water Act Guide Sheet for addressing wetland concerns relating to the Clean 
Water Act.

Are wetlands present in or near the planning area?  
NOTE:  Wetlands are areas that are inundated by surface or ground water with a frequency sufficient to 
support and, under normal circumstances, do or would support prevalence of vegetative or aquatic life 
that requires saturated or seasonally saturated soil conditions for growth and reproduction, except for 
irrigation or leakage-induced wetlands created in uplands.

If “Yes,” document the extent and location of wetlands and go to Step 2.

Client/Plan Information:

HUC 1020020103

Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheet

WETLANDS
NECH 610.36

Check all that apply to this 
Guide Sheet review:

Lower Platte North NRD

Public Law 83-566

Will the action(s) impact any wetland areas (this includes changing wetland types when considering 
wetland restoration projects)?

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

If “Yes,” assess the wetland functions and describe (on the NRCS-CPA-52) the 
effects of the proposed activity on the wetland area.  If effects are solely beneficial, 
continue with planning. If adverse effects exist, go to Step 3.

If "No," go to step 4.

Do practicable alternatives exist that avoid adverse impact to wetlands?

If “Yes,” advise the client of the available alternatives. If the client chooses to implement 
the alternative that avoids adverse impact (including obtaining all necessary permits), 
document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, rationale, and 
information sources used and proceed with planning.  Otherwise, NRCS shall 
terminate all assistance for the project. 

STEP 3.  

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used.  (If the area could qualify as an "other water of 
the United States" such as lakes, streams, channels, or other impoundment or 
conveyances, a Clean Water Act Section 404 permit may be required from the Corps of 
Engineers.  Refer to the Clean Water Act Guide sheet.)

Alternative 1
OtherAlternative 2
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NOTE: Compensation is not required for irrigation or leakage-induced wetlands where no natural 
wetlands existed before the irrigation or waste management activity, though such areas 
may be regulated by other Federal agencies or State, Tribal, or local agencies.

Do other measures exist that will minimize adverse effects to wetlands?

If "No," go to step 5.

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

Mitigation may be necessary. Wetlands will be delineated during the watershed planning process to aid in 
determining mitigation needs.  

Notes:

WETLANDS (continued)

STEP 5.  
Does the client wish to pursue an action that will result in adverse impacts to wetlands (where no 
practicable alternatives or minimization measures exist)? 

If “Yes,” advise that client of the need to compensate for the lost wetland acres and 
functions. NRCS may assist the client in the development of a mitigation plan.  If the client 
chooses to implement the compensation measures (including obtaining all necessary 
permits), document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.  Otherwise, 
NRCS shall terminate all assistance for the project.

STEP 4.  

If “Yes,” advise the client of the minimization measures.  If the client chooses to 
implement the minimization measures (including obtaining all necessary permits), 
document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, rationale, and 
information sources used and proceed with planning.  Otherwise, NRCS shall 
terminate all assistance for the project.

Yes

No

Yes

No
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STEP 1.  

STEP 2.  

STEP 4.  

If "No," inform the client that a permit may be required for their activities and they 
should consult with the administering federal or state agency.  The permit authorization 
should be reflected in the final plan and documentation.  Continue planning, but a permit 
is required prior to implementation.

Client/Plan Information:

HUC 1020020103

Evaluation Procedure Guide Sheet

WILD AND SCENIC RIVERS
NECH 610.37

Check all that apply to this 
Guide Sheet review:

Lower Platte North NRD

Public Law 83-566

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

Is NRCS providing financial assistance or otherwise controlling the action(s)?

Could the action(s) have an effect on the natural, cultural or recreational values of any nearby rivers?

If “Yes,” analyze the potential effects and develop alternatives, as necessary, that would 
mitigate potential adverse effects, then go to Step 2. 

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

If “Yes,” and there is still potential for effect consult your State environmental liaison to 
assist with determining the nature and significance of the effect.  Go to Step 3. 
NOTE: The State Office may request the administering federal or state agency (National 
Park Service in the case of NRI) to assist you in developing appropriate avoidance and 
mitigation measures. 

Is there a Federal or State designated Wild, Scenic, or Recreational River segment or a river listed in 
the Nationwide Rivers Inventory (NRI) in or near the planning area?  

Notes:

If "No," document on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, 
rationale, and information sources used and proceed with planning.

If “Yes,” consult with the administering federal or state agency to determine whether 
the proposed action could foreclose options to classify any portion of the river segment as 
wild, scenic or recreational and to develop avoidance or mitigation measures.  Document 
on the NRCS-CPA-52, or notes section below, the finding, rationale, and information 
sources used and proceed with planning.

Could the proposed action or alternative have an adverse effect on the natural, cultural or recreational 
values of the wild, scenic, or recreational river segment that cannot be avoided or minimized?

STEP 3.  

If “Yes,” go to Step 4.

Alternative 1
OtherAlternative 2
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Watershed Name Project Purpose
State Additional Project Purpose

County Additional Project Purpose
Field Office Additional Project Purpose

2026
Month planning will start: Dec

MI&E 68.00$          per day 0.73$          per mile
Lodging 110.00$       per day

Per Diem 178.00$       per day

Flood Prevention
Watershed ProtectionBlackbird Creek

Nebraska
Butler

There are two data tables that must be maintained for this template. The tables are listed below with their update requirements.

Travel Costs 

Contractor completing tasks in planning effort
Anywhere Engineering Firm

Note: Click here to obtain per diem rates.

Milage Rate

Watershed Plan Development 

The workbook is designed to determine the tasks, personnel, and cost (NRCS personnel and/or NRCS National IDIQ contract personnel or Sponsor AE firm) 
involved in the development of a watershed ops plan. The costs can then be used as the independent government estimate (IGE) for contract purposes.  The costs 
are based on the identified tasks required to develop the plan, the required disciplines to perform the tasks, and the level of effort.

Yellow cells data can be edited.
Green cells have drop down list to choose data.

Blue cells - automatically filled from previously entered data.

David City

Watershed Plan IDIQ Contractor information

Background Data Tables

The user can prepare an IGE to compare with the contractor's proposal by entering AE disciplines in "Basic Info" tab and entering estimated hours to complete 
tasks in the NRCS&AE tab.

The AE/Contractor personnel and hourly wage rates are user input in "Basic Info" tab. 

1. Govt salaries - This table must be updated after each change in the government salaries. Enter new amounts in the blue cells for each GS grade level and across 
for the steps. Also includes the Senior Executive Salary (SES) for the year. Also check the locality rates to make sure they didn’t change or if new ones are defined. 
If new ones are inculded, be sure and include them in the middle of the document, not above the top line or below the bottom line for the named range to 
expand.

2. Contractor Staff can be entered in Basic Info, Enter salary based on explicit knowledge or estimates based on ranges and medians from recent IDIQ contracts.

Year planning will start: 

https://www.gsa.gov/travel/plan-book/per-diem-rates
https://www.gsa.gov/travel/plan-book/per-diem-rates
https://www.gsa.gov/travel/plan-book/per-diem-rates
https://www.gsa.gov/travel/plan-book/per-diem-rates
https://www.gsa.gov/travel/plan-book/per-diem-rates


Watershed Plan - Plan of Work (POW) Template

Blue cells - data is automatically populated from previously entered data. NRCS Staff Discipline GS Step Hourly Rate
Yellow cells - data to be entered. STC GS15 6 $120.52
Green cells - contains drop down list to select data. SCE GS13 10 $96.62
State Nebraska Planner GS12 7 $75.00
County Butler and Saunders Hydraulic Engineer GS12 10 $81.25
Field Office David City Geologist/ Soil Scientist GS12 7 $75.00
Watershed Name Skull Creek Ecologist or Biologist GS12 8 $77.08
Project Purpose Watershed Protection Hydrologist GS12 8 $77.08
Additional Project Purpose Flood Prevention Geotech Engineer GS12 7 $75.00
Program Authority PL-566 Structural Engineer GS12 8 $77.08
Hazard Classification (If Dam) High Engineer GS12 7 $75.00
Engineering Job Class VI CADD / CET GS11 10 $67.79
Caution Alert State Office Review Required Clerical Support GS 9 5 $48.85

GIS GS12 7 $75.00
Prepared By Nicole Zimmerman Economist GS12 7 $75.00
Reviewed By SRC GS13 9 $94.14
Approved By Melissa Baier Archeologist GS12 8 $77.08

Agronomist GS12 7 $75.00
DC GS12 6 $72.92

Schedule Used REST OF U.S. ASTC - WRE GS13 5 $84.23
Locality Pay Tables for Geographic Areas
Locality Pay Factor 16.82%
Overhead Factor1/ 1.50

En
te

r o
r m

od
ify

 S
ta

ff
 D

is
ci

pl
in

es
 a

nd
 g

ra
de

s a
nd

 
st

ep
s i

n 
th

is
 ta

bl
e.

Federal Salaries

On this spreadsheet enter the NRCS Staff Discipline, GS grade and step that will be used for the 
project.  Federal hourly salary rates will auto populate.  The hourly rate will be increased by the 
overhead factor in the NRCS&AE spreadsheet.

The NRCS&AE tab lists the required tasks for the project and should include the tasks required to 
develop the plan.  This existing list can be modified to match the required tasks for the project.  
Also, on this tab please enter the estimated staff hours to complete tasks assigned to NRCS staff; 
this includes oversight, reviews, meetings, etc.  For NRCS staff enter the travel costs, miles, airfare, 
rental car and miscellaneous costs.  Also enter estimated staff hours for Contractor's staff to 
complete their assigned tasks, and per diem, travel, etc.

The total cost for planning is shown on the Cost Summary spreadsheet.

Leave all unused cells with a '0' for the equations to function properly.  

1/ Overhead Factor is used to capture the cost of employee benefits, support costs such as rent,  
supplies, etc. The hourly rate is equal to the salary times the overhead factor. The NRCS state FRS 
should provide the overhead factor. Also, can add for COLA if project is out a few years here.

Back to Introsheet
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The tasks/activities shown below are generic to planning an AWM project 
with buried pipeline as primary feature and should be edited to reflect the 
actual task/activities that will need to be accomplished for the project. 

STC SCE Planner Hydraulic 
Engineer

Geologist/ 
Soil 

Scientist

Ecologist or 
Biologist Hydrologist Geotech 

Engineer
Structural 
Engineer Engineer CADD / CET Clerical 

Support GIS Economist SRC Archeologis
t Agronomist DC ASTC - WRE 

Total Labor 
by 

task/
activity
(hours)

Total Labor
Cost by

task/
activity

($)

MI&E
days

Lodging
days

Travel
mileage

($)

Travel
air fare

($)

Travel
car rental

($)

Total
Travel
Cost
($)

Printing
& Mailing

Cost
($)

Travel &
Labor
Costs

($)

Principle-
Principle

Tasks / Activities                                                          $     120.52  $       96.62  $       75.00  $       81.25  $       75.00  $       77.08  $       77.08  $       75.00  $       77.08  $       75.00  $       67.79  $       48.85  $        75.00  $       75.00  $       94.14  $       77.08  $       75.00  $       72.92  $       84.23 $312.00
1. INITIATE PLANNING & FUNDING

A. Develop Plan of Work (POW), SOW, IGE 4 6 15 12 4 4 4 12 4 4 4 4 4 4 85 6,795$          -$           6,795$        8
B. Written Request for Assistance (SF-424) & enter into a cooperative agreement 4 6 15 8 33 2,578$          -$           2,578$        8
C. Complete literature review of past planning efforts, cursory analysis 4 25 12 4 12 57 4,445$          -$           4,445$        
D. Discuss Purpose and Need for project with Sponsors 12 15 6 6 39 3,222$          -$           3,222$        8
E. Initial Site Visit & Initial Project Map 12 15 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 111 8,459$          400             292$          8,751$        
F. Establish Reviewable Record 6 6 6 18 1,323$          -$           1,323$        8

Subtotal (hrs) 8 46 91 36 10 14 10 36 10 10 6 20 10 10 0 10 10 6 0 343 26,822$       0 0 400 0 0 292            0 27,114$      32

2. PROBLEMS AND OPPORTUNITIES -$              
A. Develop Interagency Team and Cooperating (federal) Agencies. 8 8 600$             -$           600$            
B. Initiate consultation with THPOs 4 24 28 2,150$          -$           100$          2,250$        
C. Conduct interdisciplinary planning team meeting, include field review 4 4 8 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 72 5,585$          -$           5,585$        8
D. Develop Public Participation Plan 4 4 300$             -$           300$            
E. Conduct public meeting to obtain local input, including scoping 4 4 4 8 20 1,603$          200             146$          1,749$        8
F. Conduct interagency team meeting, consider field tour 4 8 4 4 20 1,620$          -$           1,620$        
G. Develop and formally adopt Purpose & Need (P&N) 4 4 4 4 16 1,295$          -$           1,295$        8

Subtotal (hrs) 4 16 40 8 4 12 4 4 4 12 4 4 4 4 0 36 4 4 0 168 13,153$       0 0 200 0 0 146 100 13,399$      24

3. SCOPING -$              
A. Develop Scoping Materials (NWPM 501.24/NWPH 601.24) 6 6 12 1,030$          -$           1,030$        8
B. Develop Scope of EA/EIS (NWPM 501.35/NWPH 601.35) 6 6 12 1,030$          -$           1,030$        8
C. Prioritize objectives/resource issues 6 6 12 1,030$          -$           1,030$        8

Subtotal (hrs) 0 18 18 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36 3,089$         0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3,089$        24

4. INVENTORY & ANALYZE RESOURCES -$              
A. Compile inventory data; i.e. physical, ecological, economic, and social 4 6 6 16 1,299$          -$           1,299$        
B. Develop support maps formatted for suitable use in final plan appendix 4 6 10 750$             -$           750$            
C. Develop existing watershed hydrologic conditions summary 4 4 4 12 24 1,937$          -$           1,937$        
D. Develop existing conditions watershed hydraulic conditions summary 4 4 10 18 1,499$          -$           1,499$        
E. Develop benefits analysis framework with existing conditions parameters 4 4 6 14 1,136$          -$           1,136$        
F. Water (i.e. RUSLE2) and air quality models or applications to match P&N 4 4 6 6 20 1,599$          -$           1,599$        
G. Write draft applicable portions of Affected Environment Section (NWPM 501.36/NWPH 601.36 4 6 4 4 6 4 4 4 36 2,824$          -$           2,824$        
H. Write draft existing conditions for H&H and economics 4 8 8 8 8 36 2,870$          -$           2,870$        
I. Continue consultation process 4 20 24 1,928$          -$           1,928$        
J. Initiate Cultural Resources investigations; Lit review, undertakings, APE. 4 15 19 1,543$          -$           1,543$        
K. NRCS review of all EC models/analysis (RUSLE2, H&H, benefits, etc.) and draft reports listed above 4 4 10 6 10 8 42 3,332$          -$           3,332$        10

Subtotal (hrs) 0 40 44 36 4 32 34 0 0 0 0 0 6 14 0 35 10 4 0 259 20,717$       0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20,717$      10

5. FORMULATE ALTERNATIVES -$              
A. Identify quality criteria 3 3 3 9 746$             -$           746$            12
B. Develop reasonable strategies considering P&N, feasibility, effectiveness, and efficiency 3 3 3 3 12 990$             -$           990$            10
C. Determine preferred strategies based on loss assessment; document those removed in screening report 3 3 3 9 759$             -$           759$            
D. Develop initially selected alternatives from preferred strategies 3 3 3 9 876$             -$           876$            
E. Develop impacted lands & resource summary, including geology offsite investigation 3 6 3 4 16 1,271$          -$           1,271$        
F. Public outreach - impacted landowner meetings (assume 2) 3 8 11 842$             -$           842$            
G. Revise alternatives 3 6 6 4 6 6 6 37 2,902$          -$           2,902$        
H. Identify utility locates at alternative site locations 3 3 225$             -$           225$            
I. Additional site surveys as needed to aid in design 3 3 225$             -$           225$            10
J. Develop existing conditions CAD files, including Civil3D surface mode 6 6 12 857$             -$           857$            
K. Basic project design, following NRCS requirements 4 4 6 6 6 6 4 4 6 46 3,552$          -$           3,552$        
L. Additional project purposes design features 4 6 16 6 6 6 6 6 16 6 4 82 6,485$          -$           6,485$        

M. Update economics analysis with project details to determine benefits 4 16 16 36 2,800$          -$           2,800$        
N. Engineering design, design report, and cost estimate (30% plans) 6 6 6 6 24 1,886$          -$           1,886$        
O. Wetland delineation, functional scoring, and report (assume some locations, but not expansive 4 4 6 4 18 1,396$          -$           1,396$        
P. Biological surveys and develop report (assume 2 river reaches) 4 4 308$             -$           308$            
Q. Cultural resources review 50 50 3,854$          -$           3,854$        
R. Conduct land ownership survey 3 3 225$             -$           225$            
S. Conduct public meeting to obtain local input 6 6 8 6 26 1,992$          200             146$          2,138$        10
T. Write draft applicable portions of Alternatives Section (NWPM 501.37/NWPH 601.37 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 52 4,008$          -$           4,008$        

Subtotal (hrs) 7 38 67 54 24 29 26 20 14 45 28 0 0 16 0 76 4 14 0 462 36,199$       0 0 200 0 0 146 0 36,345$      42

6. EVALUTATE ALTERNATIVES -$              
A. Determine unavoidable adverse impacts and mitigation strategy for adverse impacts 4 4 4 4 4 20 1,628$          -$           1,628$        
B. Incorporate mitigation features in design & cost estimate, plus consider additional for EQ benefits (if app 4 4 4 4 16 1,320$          -$           1,320$        
C. Calculate Physical (water quantity and quality) benefits/consequences 4 4 4 4 6 22 1,770$          -$           1,770$        
D. Determine Physical and Ecological (Soils, Habitat, Plant & Animals) benefits/consequences 4 4 6 14 1,058$          -$           1,058$        
E. Determine Social (including cultural resource) benefits/consequences 4 15 15 34 2,581$          -$           2,581$        
F. Calculate Economic benefits/consequences and write report 4 4 4 12 24 1,912$          -$           1,912$        
G. Determine cumulative effects and compliance/permits (as applicable) 4 4 300$             -$           300$            
H. Conduct public meeting to obtain local input 6 6 4 16 1,204$          200             146$          1,350$        15
I. Complete Alternatives section with summary table of detailed description of 1 or more alternatives 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 36 2,820$          -$           2,820$        
J. Write draft applicable portions of Environmental Consequences (NWPM 501.38/NWPH 601.38 4 4 300$             -$           300$            
K. Write draft Consultation, Coordination, and Pubic Participation section (NWPH 601.39 4 4 300$             -$           300$            

Subtotal (hrs) 0 20 46 20 4 16 10 4 4 4 0 0 0 39 0 19 0 8 0 194 15,193$       0 0 200 0 0 146 0 15,339$      15

7. PREPARE WATERSHED PLAN -$              
A. Interdisciplinary team meeting, plus meet with sponsor to identify preferred alternative 4 6 4 4 18 1,687$          -$           1,687$        
B. Verify NEPA required is EA/EIS (NWPH 601.1) 4 4 6 14 1,251$          -$           1,251$        
C. Write draft applicable portions of Preferred Alternative Section (NWPM 501.40/NWPH 601.40 4 4 8 686$             -$           686$            
D. Write draft References section (NWPH 601.41) -$              -$           -$             
E. Write draft List of Preparers section (NWPH 601.42) -$              -$           -$             
F. Write draft Distribution List (NWPH 601.43) -$              -$           -$             
G. Write draft Index section (NWPH 601.44) -$              -$           -$             
H. Prepare draft Appendices (NWPH 601.45) -$              -$           -$             
I. Prepare draft plan for review (Culminate prior written sections to one document) -$              -$           -$             
J. NRCS Interdisciplinary team reviews (State Staff and then NWMC) (NWPH 602.11) 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 120 9,215$          -$           9,215$        8
K. Address NWMC comments and update Watershed Plan - EA 8 16 24 1,973$          -$           1,973$        8
L. Solicit and address public/agency comments (NWPH 602.20) 4 4 6 6 6 26 2,269$          -$           2,269$        8

M. Finalize Watershed Plan - EA 4 16 6 4 30 2,256$          -$           200$          2,456$        8
Subtotal (hrs) 8 38 58 18 8 14 8 8 8 8 8 6 8 8 10 8 8 8 0 240 19,338$       0 0 0 0 0 0 200 19,538$      32

NRCS - this is the estimated hours and expensed to be incurred by NRCS to either perform and/or provide oversight of activities preformed by the Contractor.Back to 
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Project 
Manager-

Senior

Engineer-
Civil-Senior

Engineer-
H&H-Senior

Engineer-
Specialist-

Senior

Engineer-
Geotech-

Senior

Engineer-
Structural-

Senior

Hydrologist-
Senior

Ecologist or 
Biologist-

Senior

Planner-
Senior

Geologist-
Senior

Environme
ntal 

Scientist-
Senior

GIS-Middle CADD / CET-
Middle

Economist-
Senior

Archeologis
t-Senior

$182.00 $208.00 $208.00 $208.00 $182.00 $208.00 $182.00 $156.00 $124.80 $197.60 $197.60 $104.00 $104.00 $208.00 $156.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

8 8
8 8
8 8 8 8 8
8 8 8
8 8 8 8 8
8 8

48 24 16 0 0 0 0 0 48 0 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

8 8

8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
8 8
8 8 8 8
8 8 8
8 8 8 8

48 32 16 8 8 8 8 16 48 8 8 8 8 8 8 0 0 0

16 8 8 8 16 8
16 8 8 8 16 8
16 8 8 8 16 8
48 24 24 0 0 0 0 24 48 0 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

8 8 8 30 30 8 8 8 8
8 8 45
8 30 30 35 8
8 30 30 35 8
8 35 35 35 60
8 20
8 8 8 30 10
8 30 20 35 30
8 20
8 35

20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 15
100 20 161 135 28 0 160 88 104 28 38 53 0 83 55 0 0 0

12 10
10 20 10
10 20 20 12 10 20 15
10 15 20 10 20 15
10 10 10 30
10 15 10
15 12 20 20 10 10 10
10 12 12
10 10 10
10 12 70
20 20 20 60 50 50 25 10 15
10 20 20 25 20 20 25 25 20 15 35
10 35 50 40 70
10 45 20 50 50 50 25 12 25
10 40 55 45
10 50
10 50 10 70
10 50
10 10 12
10 10 15 15 50 10

217 141 215 260 130 130 167 235 152 72 130 0 142 95 70 0 0 0

10 20 20 10 15 10
10 40 15 15 10 10 10 15
10 15 25 15 15
10 25 15 15 15
10 15 15 40
10 10 160
10 12 20 15 10
15 12
10 25 25 15 10
10 25 20 30 20 10

20 15
105 40 134 50 0 0 15 115 110 0 80 0 15 205 90 0 0 0

8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
8 8 8
8 8 8 8 8 8 40 8

8
4
8
8

24
8 24
8

20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
8

76 44 44 36 44 44 28 52 144 28 52 20 20 20 28 0 0 0

Estimated Contractor hours and and expenses to perform the assigned tasks.
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Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

A.
B.
D.
E.
F.

A.
B.
C.
D.
E.
F.
G.

A. Develop Scoping Materials (NWPM 501.24/NWPH 601.24)
B. Develop Scope of EA/EIS (NWPM 501.35/NWPH 601.35)
C. Prioritize objectives/resource issues

A. Compile inventory data; i.e. physical, ecological, economic, and social.
B. Develop support maps formatted for suitable use in final plan appendix.
C. Develop existing watershed hydrologic conditions summary
D. Develop existing conditions watershed hydraulic conditions summary
E. Develop benefits analysis framework with existing conditions parameters
F. Water (i.e. RUSLE2) and air quality models or applications to match P&N
G. Write draft applicable portions of Affected Environment Section (NWPM 501.36/NWPH 601.36)
H. Write draft existing conditions for H&H and economics
I. Continue consultation process
J. Initiate Cultural Resources investigations; Lit review, undertakings, APE.
K. NRCS review of all EC models/analysis (RUSLE2, H&H, benefits, etc.) and draft reports listed above.

A. Identify quality criteria
B. Develop reasonable strategies considering P&N, feasibility, effectiveness, and efficiency
C. Determine preferred strategies based on loss assessment; document those removed in screening report
D. Develop initially selected alternatives from preferred strategies
E. Develop impacted lands & resource summary, including geology offsite investigation
F. Public outreach - impacted landowner meetings (assume 2)
G. Revise alternatives
H. Identify utility locates at alternative site locations
I. Additional site surveys as needed to aid in design
J. Develop existing conditions CAD files, including Civil3D surface model
L. Basic project design, following NRCS requirements
M. Additional project purposes design features
N. Update economics analysis with project details to determine benefits
O. Wetland delineation, functional scoring, and report (assume some locations, but not expansive)
P. Biological surveys and develop report (assume 2 river reaches)
Q. Cultural resources review 
R. Conduct land ownership survey
S. Conduct public meeting to obtain local input
T. Write draft applicable portions of Alternatives Section (NWPM 501.37/NWPH 601.37)

A. Determine unavoidable adverse impacts and mitigation strategy for adverse impacts
B. Incorporate mitigation features in design & cost estimate, plus consider additional for EQ benefits (if applicable)
C. Calculate Physical (water quantity and quality) benefits/consequences
D. Determine Physical and Ecological (Soils, Habitat, Plant & Animals) benefits/consequences
E. Determine Social (including cultural resource) benefits/consequences
F. Calculate Economic benefits/consequences and write report
G. Determine cumulative effects and compliance/permits (as applicable)
H. Conduct public meeting to obtain local input
I. Complete Alternatives section with summary table of detailed description of 1 or more alternatives 
J. Write draft applicable portions of Environmental Consequences (NWPM 501.38/NWPH 601.38)
K. Write draft Consultation, Coordination, and Pubic Participation section (NWPH 601.39)

A. Interdisciplinary team meeting, plus meet with sponsor to identify preferred alternative
B. Verify NEPA required is EA/EIS (NWPH 601.1)
C. Write draft applicable portions of Preferred Alternative Section (NWPM 501.40/NWPH 601.40)
D. Write draft References section (NWPH 601.41)
E. Write draft List of Preparers section (NWPH 601.42)
F. Write draft Distribution List (NWPH 601.43)
G. Write draft Index section (NWPH 601.44)
H. Prepare draft Appendices (NWPH 601.45)
I. Prepare draft plan for review (Culminate prior written sections to one document)
J. NRCS Interdisciplinary team reviews (State Staff and then NWMC) (NWPH 602.11)
K. Address NWMC comments and update Watershed Plan - EA
L. Solicit and address public/agency comments (NWPH 602.20)

M. Finalize Watershed Plan - EA 1

Planning 
should be 
completed

Conduct public meeting to obtain local input, including scoping

Develop and formally adopt Purpose & Need (P&N)

PLANNING TASKS / ACTIVITIES

2027 2028

1. INITIATE PLANNING & FUNDING

2. PROBLEMS AND OPPORTUNITIES

4. INVENTORY & ANALYZE RESOURCES

5. FORMULATE ALTERNATIVES

7. PREPARE WATERSHED PLAN

2026

Develop Plan of Work (POW), SOW, IGE
Written Request for Assistance (SF-424) & enter into a cooperative agreement
Discuss Purpose and Need for project with Sponsors
Initial Site Visit & Initial Project Map
Establish Reviewable Record

6. EVALUTATE ALTERNATIVES

Initiate consultation with THPOs
Conduct interdisciplinary planning team meeting, include field review

Conduct interagency team meeting, consider field tour

3. SCOPING

Develop Interagency Team and Cooperating (federal) Agencies.

Develop Public Participation Plan



Item Estimated
NRCS Cost

Estimated 
Contractor Costs Totals

Labor  $             134,511  $          1,026,002  $          1,160,513 
Travel  $                     730  $                  6,549  $                  7,279 
Printing and Mailing  $                     300  $                     800  $                  1,100 
Misc. Costs  $                        -    $                        -   
Total Cost  $             135,541  $          1,033,350  $          1,168,891 
Total Hours                      1,702                      5,611                      7,313 
Travel Days 0 26 26

 Hours  Cost  Hours  Cost  Hours  Cost  Hours  Cost 
1. INITIATE PLANNING & 
FUNDING                         343  $                27,114                         184  $  36,265                              527  $            63,379 527              63,379$                
2. PROBLEMS AND 
OPPORTUNITIES                         168  $                13,399                         264  $  48,945                              432  $            62,344 959              125,723$              
3. SCOPING                            36  $                  3,089                         216  $  40,685                              252  $            43,774 1,211           169,497$              
4. INVENTORY & ANALYZE 
RESOURCES                         259  $                20,717                      1,063  $192,569                          1,322  $          213,286 2,533           382,783$              
5. FORMULATE 
ALTERNATIVES                         462  $                36,345                      2,198  $409,342                          2,660  $          445,687 5,193           828,470$              
6. EVALUTATE 
ALTERNATIVES                         194  $                15,339                         974  $178,901                          1,168  $          194,240 6,361           1,022,710$          
7. PREPARE WATERSHED 
PLAN                         240  $                19,538                         712  $126,643                              952  $          146,181 7,313           1,168,891$          

8. Miscellaneous Contracts  $                     -   7,313           1,168,891$          

STC SCE Planner Hydraulic EngGeologist/ Soil Scientist Ecologist or BiologistHydrologist Geotech Engineer Structural EngEngineer CADD / CET Clerical Supp GIS Economist SRC Archeologist Agronomist DC
2026 19 178 306 154 46 103 84 64 32 71 38 24 20 83 0 176 28 36 0
2027 8 38 58 18 8 14 8 8 8 8 8 6 8 8 10 8 8 8 0
2028 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total 27 216 364 172 54 117 92 72 40 79 46 30 28 91 10 184 36 44 0

Summary by NRCS Discipline by Fiscal Year
Fiscal Year

Discipline

Cost Summary

Estimated Estimated Contractor Costs Totals Running Totals
Summary by Major Tasks

Item



Estimated Cost = $0.00
No. Item Quantity  Unit Price Unit Cost
1 lump sum $0.00
2 lump sum $0.00
3 lump sum $0.00
4 lump sum $0.00
5 $0.00
6 $0.00
7 $0.00
8 $0.00
9 $0.00

10 $0.00
11 $0.00
12 $0.00
13 $0.00
14 $0.00
15 $0.00
16 $0.00
17 $0.00
18 $0.00
19 $0.00
20 $0.00
21 $0.00
22 $0.00
23 $0.00
24 $0.00
25 $0.00
26 $0.00
27 $0.00
28 $0.00
29 $0.00
30 $0.00
31 $0.00
32 $0.00
33 $0.00
34 $0.00
35 $0.00
36 $0.00
37 $0.00
38 $0.00
39 $0.00
40 $0.00
41 $0.00
42 $0.00
43 $0.00
44 $0.00
45 $0.00
46 $0.00
47 $0.00

Miscellaneous Contracts - Enter Data and Analysis to be Obtained
The state can contract any effort they don't have capability to complete, i.e. Geologic explorations, surveying, 
economics, etc. 



IPaC resource list
This report is an automatically generated list of species and other resources such as critical habitat (collectively referred to as trust
resources) under the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's (USFWS) jurisdiction that are known or expected to be on or near the project area
referenced below. The list may also include trust resources that occur outside of the project area, but that could potentially be directly or
indirectly affected by activities in the project area. However, determining the likelihood and extent of effects a project may have on trust
resources typically requires gathering additional site-specific (e.g., vegetation/species surveys) and project-specific (e.g., magnitude
and timing of proposed activities) information.

Below is a summary of the project information you provided and contact information for the USFWS office(s) with jurisdiction in the
defined project area. Please read the introduction to each section that follows (Endangered Species, Migratory Birds, USFWS Facilities,
and NWI Wetlands) for additional information applicable to the trust resources addressed in that section.

Location
Nebraska

Local office
Nebraska Ecological Services Field Office

  (308) 382-6468
  (308) 384-8835

MAILING ADDRESS
9325 B South Alda Rd., Ste B
Wood River, NE 68883-9565

PHYSICAL ADDRESS
9325 South Alda Rd., Ste B
Wood River, NE 68883-9565

U.S. Fish & Wildlife ServiceIPaC
2/26/26, 3:42 PM IPaC: Explore Location resources

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/location/6F4W246JU5F4RCL6AULL7WY3HY/resources#wetlands 1/10

https://ipac.ecosphere.fws.gov/


Endangered species
This resource list is for informational purposes only and does not constitute an analysis of project level impacts.

The primary information used to generate this list is the known or expected range of each species. Additional areas of influence (AOI)
for species are also considered. An AOI includes areas outside of the species range if the species could be indirectly affected by
activities in that area (e.g., placing a dam upstream of a fish population even if that fish does not occur at the dam site, may indirectly
impact the species by reducing or eliminating water flow downstream). Because species can move, and site conditions can change, the
species on this list are not guaranteed to be found on or near the project area. To fully determine any potential effects to species,
additional site-specific and project-specific information is often required.

Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act requires Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary information whether any species
which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of such proposed action" for any project that is conducted, permitted,
funded, or licensed by any Federal agency. A letter from the local office and a species list which fulfills this requirement can only be
obtained by requesting an official species list from either the Regulatory Review section in IPaC (see directions below) or from the local
field office directly.

For project evaluations that require USFWS concurrence/review, please return to the IPaC website and request an official species list by
doing the following:

1. Draw the project location and click CONTINUE.
2. Click DEFINE PROJECT.
3. Log in (if directed to do so).
4. Provide a name and description for your project.
5. Click REQUEST SPECIES LIST.

Listed species  and their critical habitats are managed by the Ecological Services Program of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) and the fisheries division of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA Fisheries ).

Species and critical habitats under the sole responsibility of NOAA Fisheries are not shown on this list. Please contact NOAA Fisheries
for species under their jurisdiction.

1. Species listed under the Endangered Species Act are threatened or endangered; IPaC also shows species that are candidates, or
proposed, for listing. See the listing status page for more information. IPaC only shows species that are regulated by USFWS (see
FAQ).

2. NOAA Fisheries, also known as the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), is an office of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration within the Department of Commerce.

The following species are potentially affected by activities in this location:

Birds

Fishes

Insects

1

2

NAME STATUS

Piping Plover Charadrius melodus
There is final critical habitat for this species. Your location does not overlap the critical habitat.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/6039

Threatened

NAME STATUS

Pallid Sturgeon Scaphirhynchus albus
Wherever found

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/7162

Endangered

NAME STATUS

Monarch Butterfly Danaus plexippus
Wherever found

There is proposed critical habitat for this species. Your location does not overlap the critical
habitat.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743

Proposed Threatened
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Flowering Plants

Critical habitats
Potential effects to critical habitat(s) in this location must be analyzed along with the endangered species themselves.

There are no critical habitats at this location.

You are still required to determine if your project(s) may have effects on all above listed species.

Bald & Golden Eagles

There are Bald Eagles and/or Golden Eagles in your project area.

Measures for Proactively Minimizing Eagle Impacts
For information on how to best avoid and minimize disturbance to nesting bald eagles, please review the National Bald Eagle
Management Guidelines. You may employ the timing and activity-specific distance recommendations in this document when designing
your project/activity to avoid and minimize eagle impacts. For bald eagle information specific to Alaska, please refer to Bald Eagle
Nesting and Sensitivity to Human Activity.

The FWS does not currently have guidelines for avoiding and minimizing disturbance to nesting Golden Eagles. For site-specific
recommendations regarding nesting Golden Eagles, please consult with the appropriate Regional Migratory Bird Office or Ecological
Services Field Office.

If disturbance or take of eagles cannot be avoided, an incidental take permit may be available to authorize any take that results from,
but is not the purpose of, an otherwise lawful activity. For assistance making this determination for Bald Eagles, visit the Do I Need A
Permit Tool. For assistance making this determination for golden eagles, please consult with the appropriate Regional Migratory Bird
Office or Ecological Services Field Office.

Ensure Your Eagle List is Accurate and Complete
If your project area is in a poorly surveyed area in IPaC, your list may not be complete and you may need to rely on other resources to
determine what species may be present (e.g. your local FWS field office, state surveys, your own surveys). Please review the
Supplemental Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles, to help you properly interpret the report for your specified location, including
determining if there is sufficient data to ensure your list is accurate.

Suckley's Cuckoo Bumble Bee Bombus suckleyi
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/10885

Proposed Endangered

Western Regal Fritillary Argynnis idalia occidentalis
Wherever found

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.

Proposed Threatened

NAME STATUS

Western Prairie Fringed Orchid Platanthera praeclara
Wherever found

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1669

Threatened

Bald and Golden Eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act  and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) .
Any person or organization who plans or conducts activities that may result in impacts to Bald or Golden Eagles, or their habitats,
should follow appropriate regulations and consider implementing appropriate avoidance and minimization measures, as described in the
various links on this page.

Additional information can be found using the following links:

Eagle Management https://www.fws.gov/program/eagle-management
Measures for avoiding and minimizing impacts to birds https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-
take-migratory-birds
Nationwide avoidance and minimization measures for birds https://www.fws.gov/sites/default/files/documents/nationwide-standard-
conservation-measures.pdf
Supplemental Information for Migratory Birds and Eagles in IPaC https://www.fws.gov/media/supplemental-information-migratory-
birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action

2 1
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 no data survey effort breeding season probability of presence

For guidance on when to schedule activities or implement avoidance and minimization measures to reduce impacts to bald or golden
eagles on your list, see the "Probability of Presence Summary" below to see when these bald or golden eagles are most likely to be
present and breeding in your project area.

Review the FAQs
The FAQs below provide important additional information and resources.

BREEDING SEASON

Probability of Presence Summary
The graphs below provide our best understanding of when birds of concern are most likely to be present in your project area. This
information can be used to tailor and schedule your project activities to avoid or minimize impacts to birds. Please make sure you read
"Supplemental Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles", specifically the FAQ section titled "Proper Interpretation and Use of Your
Migratory Bird Report" before using or attempting to interpret this report.

Probability of Presence ( )

Each green bar represents the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s) your project overlaps during a particular
week of the year. (A year is represented as 12 4-week months.) A taller bar indicates a higher probability of species presence. The
survey effort (see below) can be used to establish a level of confidence in the presence score. One can have higher confidence in the
presence score if the corresponding survey effort is also high.

How is the probability of presence score calculated? The calculation is done in three steps:

1. The probability of presence for each week is calculated as the number of survey events in the week where the species was detected
divided by the total number of survey events for that week. For example, if in week 12 there were 20 survey events and the Spotted
Towhee was found in 5 of them, the probability of presence of the Spotted Towhee in week 12 is 0.25.

2. To properly present the pattern of presence across the year, the relative probability of presence is calculated. This is the probability
of presence divided by the maximum probability of presence across all weeks. For example, imagine the probability of presence in
week 20 for the Spotted Towhee is 0.05, and that the probability of presence at week 12 (0.25) is the maximum of any week of the
year. The relative probability of presence on week 12 is 0.25/0.25 = 1; at week 20 it is 0.05/0.25 = 0.2.

3. The relative probability of presence calculated in the previous step undergoes a statistical conversion so that all possible values fall
between 0 and 10, inclusive. This is the probability of presence score.

To see a bar's probability of presence score, simply hover your mouse cursor over the bar.

Breeding Season ( )
Yellow bars denote a very liberal estimate of the time-frame inside which the bird breeds across its entire range. If there are no yellow
bars shown for a bird, it does not breed in your project area.

Survey Effort ( )
Vertical black lines superimposed on probability of presence bars indicate the number of surveys performed for that species in the 10km
grid cell(s) your project area overlaps. The number of surveys is expressed as a range, for example, 33 to 64 surveys.

To see a bar's survey effort range, simply hover your mouse cursor over the bar.

No Data ( )
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.

Survey Timeframe
Surveys from only the last 10 years are used in order to ensure delivery of currently relevant information. The exception to this is areas
off the Atlantic coast, where bird returns are based on all years of available data, since data in these areas is currently much more
sparse.

SPECIES JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC

Bald Eagle
Non-BCC Vulnerable

Bald & Golden Eagles FAQs

What does IPaC use to generate the potential presence of bald and golden eagles in my specified location?

The potential for eagle presence is derived from data provided by the Avian Knowledge Network (AKN). The AKN data is based on a growing collection of
survey, banding, and citizen science datasets and is queried and filtered to return a list of those birds reported as occurring in the 10km grid cell(s) which
your project intersects, and that have been identified as warranting special attention because they are an eagle (Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act
requirements may apply).

NAME

Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus
This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area, but warrants attention because of
the Eagle Act or for potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types of development
or activities.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1626

Breeds Oct 15 to Aug 31
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Proper interpretation and use of your eagle report
On the graphs provided, please look carefully at the survey effort (indicated by the black vertical line) and for the existence of the "no data" indicator (a red
horizontal line). A high survey effort is the key component. If the survey effort is high, then the probability of presence score can be viewed as more
dependable. In contrast, a low survey effort line or no data line (red horizontal) means a lack of data and, therefore, a lack of certainty about presence of the
species. This list is not perfect; it is simply a starting point for identifying what birds have the potential to be in your project area, when they might be there,
and if they might be breeding (which means nests might be present). The list and associated information help you know what to look for to confirm presence
and helps guide you in knowing when to implement avoidance and minimization measures to eliminate or reduce potential impacts from your project
activities or get the appropriate permits should presence be confirmed.

How do I know if eagles are breeding, wintering, or migrating in my area?

To see what part of a particular bird's range your project area falls within (i.e. breeding, wintering, migrating, or resident), you may query your location using
the RAIL Tool and view the range maps provided for birds in your area at the bottom of the profiles provided for each bird in your results. If an eagle on your
IPaC migratory bird species list has a breeding season associated with it (indicated by yellow vertical bars on the phenology graph in your “IPaC
PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE SUMMARY” at the top of your results list), there may be nests present at some point within the timeframe specified. If
"Breeds elsewhere" is indicated, then the bird likely does not breed in your project area.

Interpreting the Probability of Presence Graphs

Each green bar represents the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s) your project overlaps during a particular week of the year. A
taller bar indicates a higher probability of species presence. The survey effort can be used to establish a level of confidence in the presence score.

How is the probability of presence score calculated? The calculation is done in three steps:
The probability of presence for each week is calculated as the number of survey events in the week where the species was detected divided by the total
number of survey events for that week. For example, if in week 12 there were 20 survey events and the Spotted Towhee was found in 5 of them, the
probability of presence of the Spotted Towhee in week 12 is 0.25.

To properly present the pattern of presence across the year, the relative probability of presence is calculated. This is the probability of presence divided by
the maximum probability of presence across all weeks. For example, imagine the probability of presence in week 20 for the Spotted Towhee is 0.05, and
that the probability of presence at week 12 (0.25) is the maximum of any week of the year. The relative probability of presence on week 12 is 0.25/0.25 = 1;
at week 20 it is 0.05/0.25 = 0.2.

The relative probability of presence calculated in the previous step undergoes a statistical conversion so that all possible values fall between 0 and 10,
inclusive. This is the probability of presence score.

Breeding Season ()
Yellow bars denote a very liberal estimate of the time-frame inside which the bird breeds across its entire range. If there are no yellow bars shown for a bird,
it does not breed in your project area.

Survey Effort ()
Vertical black lines superimposed on probability of presence bars indicate the number of surveys performed for that species in the 10km grid cell(s) your
project area overlaps.

No Data ()
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.

Survey Timeframe
Surveys from only the last 10 years are used in order to ensure delivery of currently relevant information. The exception to this is areas off the Atlantic coast,
where bird returns are based on all years of available data, since data in these areas is currently much more sparse.

Migratory birds

Measures for Proactively Minimizing Migratory Bird Impacts

Your IPaC Migratory Bird list showcases birds of concern, including Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC), in your project location. This
is not a comprehensive list of all birds found in your project area. However, you can help proactively minimize significant impacts to all
birds at your project location by implementing the measures in the Nationwide avoidance and minimization measures for birds
document, and any other project-specific avoidance and minimization measures suggested at the link Measures for avoiding and
minimizing impacts to birds for the birds of concern on your list below.

Ensure Your Migratory Bird List is Accurate and Complete

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA)  prohibits the take (including killing, capturing, selling, trading, and transport) of protected
migratory bird species without prior authorization by the Department of Interior U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service).

1. The Migratory Birds Treaty Act of 1918.
2. The Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act of 1940.

Additional information can be found using the following links:

Eagle Management https://www.fws.gov/program/eagle-management
Measures for avoiding and minimizing impacts to birds https://www.fws.gov/library/collections/avoiding-and-minimizing-incidental-
take-migratory-birds
Nationwide avoidance and minimization measures for birds
Supplemental Information for Migratory Birds and Eagles in IPaC https://www.fws.gov/media/supplemental-information-migratory-
birds-and-bald-and-golden-eagles-may-occur-project-action

1
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If your project area is in a poorly surveyed area, your list may not be complete and you may need to rely on other resources to
determine what species may be present (e.g. your local FWS field office, state surveys, your own surveys). Please review the
Supplemental Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles document, to help you properly interpret the report for your specified location,
including determining if there is sufficient data to ensure your list is accurate.

For guidance on when to schedule activities or implement avoidance and minimization measures to reduce impacts to migratory birds
on your list, see the "Probability of Presence Summary" below to see when these birds are most likely to be present and breeding in
your project area.

Review the FAQs
The FAQs below provide important additional information and resources.

BREEDING SEASONNAME

American Golden-plover Pluvialis dominica
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA and
Alaska.

Breeds elsewhere

Bald Eagle Haliaeetus leucocephalus
This is not a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) in this area, but warrants attention because of
the Eagle Act or for potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types of development
or activities.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1626

Breeds Oct 15 to Aug 31

Black-billed Cuckoo Coccyzus erythropthalmus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA and
Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9399

Breeds May 15 to Oct 10

Bobolink Dolichonyx oryzivorus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA and
Alaska.

Breeds May 20 to Jul 31

Chimney Swift Chaetura pelagica
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA and
Alaska.

Breeds Mar 15 to Aug 25

Eastern Whip-poor-will Antrostomus vociferus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA and
Alaska.

Breeds May 1 to Aug 20

Grasshopper Sparrow Ammodramus savannarum perpallidus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions
(BCRs) in the continental USA
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8329

Breeds Jun 1 to Aug 20

Hudsonian Godwit Limosa haemastica
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA and
Alaska.

Breeds elsewhere

Lesser Yellowlegs Tringa flavipes
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA and
Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9679

Breeds elsewhere

Pectoral Sandpiper Calidris melanotos
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA and
Alaska.

Breeds elsewhere

Prairie Loggerhead Shrike Lanius ludovicianus excubitorides
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions
(BCRs) in the continental USA
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8833

Breeds Feb 1 to Jul 31

Red-headed Woodpecker Melanerpes erythrocephalus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA and
Alaska.

Breeds May 10 to Sep 10
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Probability of Presence Summary

The graphs below provide our best understanding of when birds of concern are most likely to be present in your project area. This
information can be used to tailor and schedule your project activities to avoid or minimize impacts to birds. Please make sure you read
"Supplemental Information on Migratory Birds and Eagles", specifically the FAQ section titled "Proper Interpretation and Use of Your
Migratory Bird Report" before using or attempting to interpret this report.

Probability of Presence ( )

Each green bar represents the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s) your project overlaps during a particular
week of the year. (A year is represented as 12 4-week months.) A taller bar indicates a higher probability of species presence. The
survey effort (see below) can be used to establish a level of confidence in the presence score. One can have higher confidence in the
presence score if the corresponding survey effort is also high.

How is the probability of presence score calculated? The calculation is done in three steps:

1. The probability of presence for each week is calculated as the number of survey events in the week where the species was detected
divided by the total number of survey events for that week. For example, if in week 12 there were 20 survey events and the Spotted
Towhee was found in 5 of them, the probability of presence of the Spotted Towhee in week 12 is 0.25.

2. To properly present the pattern of presence across the year, the relative probability of presence is calculated. This is the probability
of presence divided by the maximum probability of presence across all weeks. For example, imagine the probability of presence in
week 20 for the Spotted Towhee is 0.05, and that the probability of presence at week 12 (0.25) is the maximum of any week of the
year. The relative probability of presence on week 12 is 0.25/0.25 = 1; at week 20 it is 0.05/0.25 = 0.2.

3. The relative probability of presence calculated in the previous step undergoes a statistical conversion so that all possible values fall
between 0 and 10, inclusive. This is the probability of presence score.

To see a bar's probability of presence score, simply hover your mouse cursor over the bar.

Breeding Season ( )
Yellow bars denote a very liberal estimate of the time-frame inside which the bird breeds across its entire range. If there are no yellow
bars shown for a bird, it does not breed in your project area.

Survey Effort ( )
Vertical black lines superimposed on probability of presence bars indicate the number of surveys performed for that species in the 10km
grid cell(s) your project area overlaps. The number of surveys is expressed as a range, for example, 33 to 64 surveys.

To see a bar's survey effort range, simply hover your mouse cursor over the bar.

No Data ( )
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.

Survey Timeframe
Surveys from only the last 10 years are used in order to ensure delivery of currently relevant information. The exception to this is areas
off the Atlantic coast, where bird returns are based on all years of available data, since data in these areas is currently much more
sparse.

Ruddy Turnstone Arenaria interpres morinella
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions
(BCRs) in the continental USA

Breeds elsewhere

Rusty Blackbird Euphagus carolinus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions
(BCRs) in the continental USA

Breeds elsewhere

Semipalmated Sandpiper Calidris pusilla
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions
(BCRs) in the continental USA

Breeds elsewhere

Short-billed Dowitcher Limnodromus griseus
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA and
Alaska.
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9480

Breeds elsewhere

Upland Sandpiper Bartramia longicauda
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) only in particular Bird Conservation Regions
(BCRs) in the continental USA
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9294

Breeds May 1 to Aug 31

Wood Thrush Hylocichla mustelina
This is a Bird of Conservation Concern (BCC) throughout its range in the continental USA and
Alaska.

Breeds May 10 to Aug 31
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SPECIES JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC

American Golden-plover
BCC Rangewide (CON)

Bald Eagle
Non-BCC Vulnerable

Black-billed Cuckoo
BCC Rangewide (CON)

Bobolink
BCC Rangewide (CON)

Chimney Swift
BCC Rangewide (CON)

Eastern Whip-poor-will
BCC Rangewide (CON)

Grasshopper Sparrow
BCC - BCR

Hudsonian Godwit
BCC Rangewide (CON)

Lesser Yellowlegs
BCC Rangewide (CON)

Pectoral Sandpiper
BCC Rangewide (CON)

Prairie Loggerhead Shrike
BCC - BCR

Red-headed Woodpecker
BCC Rangewide (CON)

SPECIES JAN FEB MAR APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC

Ruddy Turnstone
BCC - BCR

Rusty Blackbird
BCC - BCR

Semipalmated Sandpiper
BCC - BCR

Short-billed Dowitcher
BCC Rangewide (CON)

Upland Sandpiper
BCC - BCR

Wood Thrush
BCC Rangewide (CON)

Migratory Bird FAQs
Tell me more about avoidance and minimization measures I can implement to avoid or minimize impacts to migratory birds.

Nationwide Avoidance & Minimization Measures for Birds describes measures that can help avoid and minimize impacts to all birds at any location year-
round. When birds may be breeding in the area, identifying the locations of any active nests and avoiding their destruction is one of the most effective ways
to minimize impacts. To see when birds are most likely to occur and breed in your project area, view the Probability of Presence Summary. Additional
measures or permits may be advisable depending on the type of activity you are conducting and the type of infrastructure or bird species present on your
project site.

What does IPaC use to generate the list of migratory birds that potentially occur in my specified location?

The Migratory Bird Resource List is comprised of Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) and other species that may warrant special attention in your project
location, such as those listed under the Endangered Species Act or the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act and those species marked as “Vulnerable”.
See the FAQ “What are the levels of concern for migratory birds?” for more information on the levels of concern covered in the IPaC migratory bird species
list.

The migratory bird list generated for your project is derived from data provided by the Avian Knowledge Network (AKN). The AKN data is based on a
growing collection of survey, banding, and citizen science datasets and is queried and filtered to return a list of those birds reported as occurring in the 10km
grid cell(s) with which your project intersects. These species have been identified as warranting special attention because they are BCC species in that
area, an eagle (Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act requirements may apply), or a species that has a particular vulnerability to offshore activities or
development.

Again, the Migratory Bird Resource list includes only a subset of birds that may occur in your project area. It is not representative of all birds that may occur
in your project area. To get a list of all birds potentially present in your project area, and to verify survey effort when no results present, please visit the Rapid
Avian Information Locator (RAIL) Tool.

Why are subspecies showing up on my list?
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Subspecies profiles are included on the list of species present in your project area because observations in the AKN for the species are being detected. If
the species are present, that means that the subspecies may also be present. If a subspecies shows up on your list, you may need to rely on other
resources to determine if that subspecies may be present (e.g. your local FWS field office, state surveys, your own surveys).

What does IPaC use to generate the probability of presence graphs for the migratory birds potentially occurring in my specified location?

The probability of presence graphs associated with your migratory bird list are based on data provided by the Avian Knowledge Network (AKN). This data is
derived from a growing collection of survey, banding, and citizen science datasets.

Probability of presence data is continuously being updated as new and better information becomes available. To learn more about how the probability of
presence graphs are produced and how to interpret them, go to the Probability of Presence Summary and then click on the "Tell me about these graphs"
link.

How do I know if a bird is breeding, wintering, or migrating in my area?

To see what part of a particular bird's range your project area falls within (i.e. breeding, wintering, migrating, or resident), you may query your location using
the RAIL Tool and view the range maps provided for birds in your area at the bottom of the profiles provided for each bird in your results. If a bird on your
IPaC migratory bird species list has a breeding season associated with it (indicated by yellow vertical bars on the phenology graph in your “IPaC
PROBABILITY OF PRESENCE SUMMARY” at the top of your results list), there may be nests present at some point within the timeframe specified. If
"Breeds elsewhere" is indicated, then the bird likely does not breed in your project area.

What are the levels of concern for migratory birds?

Migratory birds delivered through IPaC fall into the following distinct categories of concern:

1. "BCC Rangewide" birds are Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) that are of concern throughout their range anywhere within the USA (including
Hawaii, the Pacific Islands, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands);

2. "BCC - BCR" birds are BCCs that are of concern only in particular Bird Conservation Regions (BCRs) in the continental USA; and
3. "Non-BCC - Vulnerable" birds are not BCC species in your project area, but appear on your list either because of the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection

Act requirements (for eagles) or (for non-eagles) potential susceptibilities in offshore areas from certain types of development or activities (e.g. offshore
energy development or longline fishing).

Although it is important to avoid and minimize impacts to all birds, efforts should be made, in particular, to avoid and minimize impacts to the birds on this
list, especially BCC species. For more information on avoidance and minimization measures you can implement to help avoid and minimize migratory bird
impacts, please see the FAQ “Tell me more about avoidance and minimization measures I can implement to avoid or minimize impacts to migratory birds”.

Details about birds that are potentially affected by offshore projects

For additional details about the relative occurrence and abundance of both individual bird species and groups of bird species within your project area off the
Atlantic Coast, please visit the Northeast Ocean Data Portal. The Portal also offers data and information about other taxa besides birds that may be helpful
to you in your project review. Alternately, you may download the bird model results files underlying the portal maps through the NOAA NCCOS Integrative
Statistical Modeling and Predictive Mapping of Marine Bird Distributions and Abundance on the Atlantic Outer Continental Shelf project webpage.

Proper interpretation and use of your migratory bird report

The migratory bird list generated is not a list of all birds in your project area, only a subset of birds of priority concern. To learn more about how your list is
generated and see options for identifying what other birds may be in your project area, please see the FAQ "What does IPaC use to generate the migratory
birds potentially occurring in my specified location". Please be aware this report provides the "probability of presence" of birds within the 10 km grid cell(s)
that overlap your project; not your exact project footprint. On the graphs provided, please look carefully at the survey effort (indicated by the black vertical
line) and for the existence of the "no data" indicator (a red horizontal line). A high survey effort is the key component. If the survey effort is high, then the
probability of presence score can be viewed as more dependable. In contrast, a low survey effort bar or no data bar means a lack of data and, therefore, a
lack of certainty about presence of the species. This list does not represent all birds present in your project area. It is simply a starting point for identifying
what birds of concern have the potential to be in your project area, when they might be there, and if they might be breeding (which means nests might be
present). The list and associated information help you know what to look for to confirm presence and helps guide implementation of avoidance and
minimization measures to eliminate or reduce potential impacts from your project activities, should presence be confirmed. To learn more about avoidance
and minimization measures, visit the FAQ "Tell me about avoidance and minimization measures I can implement to avoid or minimize impacts to migratory
birds".

Interpreting the Probability of Presence Graphs
Each green bar represents the bird's relative probability of presence in the 10km grid cell(s) your project overlaps during a particular week of the year. A
taller bar indicates a higher probability of species presence. The survey effort can be used to establish a level of confidence in the presence score.

How is the probability of presence score calculated? The calculation is done in three steps:
The probability of presence for each week is calculated as the number of survey events in the week where the species was detected divided by the total
number of survey events for that week. For example, if in week 12 there were 20 survey events and the Spotted Towhee was found in 5 of them, the
probability of presence of the Spotted Towhee in week 12 is 0.25.

To properly present the pattern of presence across the year, the relative probability of presence is calculated. This is the probability of presence divided by
the maximum probability of presence across all weeks. For example, imagine the probability of presence in week 20 for the Spotted Towhee is 0.05, and
that the probability of presence at week 12 (0.25) is the maximum of any week of the year. The relative probability of presence on week 12 is 0.25/0.25 = 1;
at week 20 it is 0.05/0.25 = 0.2.

The relative probability of presence calculated in the previous step undergoes a statistical conversion so that all possible values fall between 0 and 10,
inclusive. This is the probability of presence score.

Breeding Season ()
Yellow bars denote a very liberal estimate of the time-frame inside which the bird breeds across its entire range. If there are no yellow bars shown for a bird,
it does not breed in your project area.

Survey Effort ()
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Vertical black lines superimposed on probability of presence bars indicate the number of surveys performed for that species in the 10km grid cell(s) your
project area overlaps.

No Data ()
A week is marked as having no data if there were no survey events for that week.

Survey Timeframe
Surveys from only the last 10 years are used in order to ensure delivery of currently relevant information. The exception to this is areas off the Atlantic coast,
where bird returns are based on all years of available data, since data in these areas is currently much more sparse.

Facilities

National Wildlife Refuge lands
Any activity proposed on lands managed by the National Wildlife Refuge system must undergo a 'Compatibility Determination'
conducted by the Refuge. Please contact the individual Refuges to discuss any questions or concerns.

There are no refuge lands at this location.

Fish hatcheries

There are no fish hatcheries at this location.

Wetlands in the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI)
Impacts to NWI wetlands and other aquatic habitats may be subject to regulation under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, or other
State/Federal statutes.

For more information please contact the Regulatory Program of the local U.S. Army Corps of Engineers District.

Wetland information is not available at this time

This can happen when the National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) map service is unavailable, or for very large projects that intersect many
wetland areas. Try again, or visit the NWI map to view wetlands at this location.

Data limitations

The Service's objective of mapping wetlands and deepwater habitats is to produce reconnaissance level information on the location, type and size of these
resources. The maps are prepared from the analysis of high altitude imagery. Wetlands are identified based on vegetation, visible hydrology and geography.
A margin of error is inherent in the use of imagery; thus, detailed on-the-ground inspection of any particular site may result in revision of the wetland
boundaries or classification established through image analysis.

The accuracy of image interpretation depends on the quality of the imagery, the experience of the image analysts, the amount and quality of the collateral
data and the amount of ground truth verification work conducted. Metadata should be consulted to determine the date of the source imagery used and any
mapping problems.

Wetlands or other mapped features may have changed since the date of the imagery or field work. There may be occasional differences in polygon
boundaries or classifications between the information depicted on the map and the actual conditions on site.

Data exclusions

Certain wetland habitats are excluded from the National mapping program because of the limitations of aerial imagery as the primary data source used to
detect wetlands. These habitats include seagrasses or submerged aquatic vegetation that are found in the intertidal and subtidal zones of estuaries and
nearshore coastal waters. Some deepwater reef communities (coral or tuberficid worm reefs) have also been excluded from the inventory. These habitats,
because of their depth, go undetected by aerial imagery.

Data precautions

Federal, state, and local regulatory agencies with jurisdiction over wetlands may define and describe wetlands in a different manner than that used in this
inventory. There is no attempt, in either the design or products of this inventory, to define the limits of proprietary jurisdiction of any Federal, state, or local
government or to establish the geographical scope of the regulatory programs of government agencies. Persons intending to engage in activities involving
modifications within or adjacent to wetland areas should seek the advice of appropriate Federal, state, or local agencies concerning specified agency
regulatory programs and proprietary jurisdictions that may affect such activities.
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Environmental Review Report

Project Information

  Report Generation Date: 2/26/2026 03:47:42 PM

Project Title: Skull Creek Watershed PIFR

User Project Number(s):

System Project ID: NE-CERT-012714

State Nexus:

Project Type: Other (Select only if the above Project Types do not apply - FURTHER

REVIEW WILL BE REQUIRED)

Project Activities: None Selected

Project Size: 108,964.54 acres

County(s): Butler; Colfax; Dodge; Saunders

Watershed(s): Big Blue; Lower Platte

Watershed(s) HUC 8: Lower Platte; Lower Platte-Shell; Salt; Upper Big Blue
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+

Biologically Unique Landscape(s): Lower Platte River; Rainwater Basin
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Project Description
  This is the CERT Report that was ran on the Skull Creek Watershed boundary in order to fill out the E&T Species

Guidesheet of the NE-CPA-52.
Project Duration

  
Existing Land Use

  
Waterbodies
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The Nebraska Nongame and Endangered Species
Conservation Act (NESCA)
The Nebraska Game and Parks Commission (Commission or NGPC) has responsibility for protecting state-listed
endangered and threatened species under authority of the Nongame and Endangered Species Conservation Act
(NESCA) (Neb. Rev. Stat. § 37-801 to 37-814). Pursuant to §37-807 (3)(c) of NESCA, all state agencies shall, in
consultation with the Commission, ensure projects they authorize (i.e., issue a permit for), fund or carry out do
not jeopardize the continued existence of state-listed endangered or threatened species or result in the destruction or
modification of habitat of such species which is determined by the Commission to be critical. If a proposed project may
affect state-listed species or designated critical habitat, further consultation with the Commission is required.
 
Informal consultation pursuant to NESCA can be completed by using the Conservation and Environmental
Review Tool (CERT). The CERT analyzes the project type and location, and based on the analysis, provides
information about potential impacts to listed species, habitat questions and/or conservation measures.

If project proponent agrees to implement conservation measures, as outlined in the report and applicable to the
project type, then this document serves as documentation of consultation with the Commission and the
following actions can be taken to move forward with the project:

Sign the Environmental Review Report (ERR) in the designated areas, and
Upload the signed and dated report into the project within CERT, and
Change the edit status to Final from Draft status.
When these actions are completed, no additional coordination (i.e., contacting the Commission)
is required.

If the report indicates further review is required in the Overall Results section and/or conservation measures
cannot be met, then the following actions must be taken:

Project proponent is required to contact and consult with the Commission. Contact information can be
found under the Additional Considerations section.
The further review process is complete when the Commission indicates so or provides a concurrence
letter to the project proponent. This letter should be used in combination with the CERT ERR associated
with the project in order to constitute a complete environmental review. 
When these actions are completed, no additional coordination with the Commission is required.

Review the Overall Results section on the following page for further
instructions.

Disclaimer

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has responsibility for conservation and management of fish and wildlife resources
for the benefit of the American public under the following authorities: 1) Endangered Species Act; 2) Fish and Wildlife
Coordination Act; 3) Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act; and 4) Migratory Bird Treaty Act.
 
It is recommended that a project start with requesting an Official Species List via the Information for Planning and
Consultation (IPaC) Tool, to begin informal consultation with the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service.
 
The information generated in a CERT Environmental Review Report DOES NOT satisfy consultation
obligations between the lead federal agency and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service pursuant to the Endangered
Species Act (ESA). 
 
For the purposes of ESA, the information in this report should be considered as technical assistance, and does not
serve as the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's concurrence letter, even if the user signs and agrees to implement
conservation conditions in order to satisfy consultation requirements of NESCA.
 
Review the Additional Considerations section for further information. 
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Overall Results

Potential impacts on listed species may occur as a result of this project; further review is required. Sign and
date the Certification section below, upload your signed report in CERT, and fill out the CERT Further Review
Form located at https://outdoornebraska.gov/conservation/environmental-review/cert-further-review-form/.

Additional Information
Potential impacts on listed species may occur as a result of this project. Further consultation with the
Nebraska Game and Parks Commission is required.

Nebraska Game and Parks Commission Property
This project is within or near a property owned and/or managed by the Nebraska Game and Parks Commission
(NGPC).  Please contact the Nebraska Game and Parks Commission to determine if this project will have impacts on
the property.

Certification
I certify that ALL the project information in this report (including project location, project size/configuration, project type,
project activities, answers to questions) is true, accurate and complete. If the project type, activities, location, size, or
configuration of the project change; if a species listing status is reclassified; if a new species is listed; or if any of the
answers to any questions asked in this report change, then this document is no longer valid, and re-consultation with
the Nebraska Game and Parks Commission is required.
 
___________________________________________ _____________________
Applicant/project proponent signature Date
 
Please upload this signed and dated report into your project in CERT, and change the project edit status to FINAL. For
instructions, see the Help tab. 
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Additional Considerations
Nebraska Game and Parks
Commission

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Environmental Review Team Nebraska Ecological Services Omaha Regulatory Office
2200 North 33 Street 9325 South Alda Road 8901 South 154 Street
Lincoln, NE 68503 Wood River, NE 68883 Omaha, NE 68138
Phone: (402) 471-5423 Phone: (308) 382-6468 Phone: (402) 896-0896
Email: ngpc.envreview@nebraska.gov Email: nebraskaes@fws.gov Email: NE404Reg@usace.army.mil
   
 
The following federal laws contribute to the conservation and management of fish and wildlife resources in the United
States: Endangered Species Act, Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act, Migratory Bird Treaty Act, Clean Water Act,
and the Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act. 
 
Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act
The federal Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (Eagle Act) (16 U.S.C. 668-668c) provides for the protection of the
bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) and golden eagle (Aquila chrysaetos).  Under the Eagle Act, “take” of eagles,
their parts, nests or eggs is prohibited.  Disturbance resulting in injury to an eagle or a decrease in productivity or nest
abandonment by substantially interfering with normal breeding, feeding, or sheltering behavior is a form of “take.”
 
Nebraska Specific Information
 
Bald eagles use mature, forested riparian areas near rivers, streams, lakes, and wetlands and occur along all the major
river systems in Nebraska.  The bald eagle southward migration begins as early as October and the wintering period
extends from December-March.  The golden eagle is found in arid open country with grassland for foraging in western
Nebraska and usually near buttes or canyons which serve as nesting sites.  Golden eagles are often a permanent
resident in the Pine Ridge area of Nebraska.  Additionally, many bald and golden eagles nest in Nebraska from mid-
February through mid-July.  Disturbances within 0.5-miles of an active nest or within line-of-sight of the nest could
cause adult eagles to discontinue nest building or to abandon eggs.  Both bald and golden eagles frequent river
systems in Nebraska during the winter where open water and forested corridors provide feeding, perching, and
roosting habitats, respectively.  The frequency and duration of eagle use of these habitats in the winter depends upon
ice and weather conditions.  Human disturbances and loss of wintering habitat can cause undue stress leading to
cessation of feeding and failure to meet winter thermoregulatory requirements.  These affects can reduce the carrying
capacity of preferred wintering habitat and reproductive success for the species. 
 
 
To comply with the Eagle Act, it is recommended that the project proponent determine if the proposed project would
impact bald or golden eagles or their habitats.  This can be done by conducting a habitat assessment, surveying
nesting habitat for active and inactive nests, and surveying potential winter roosting habitat to determine if it is being
used by eagles.  The area to be surveyed is dependent on the type of project; however for most projects we
recommend surveying the project area and a ½ mile buffer around the project area.  If it is determined that either
species could be affected by the proposed project, the Commission recommends that the project proponent notify the
Nebraska Game and Parks Commission as well as the Nebraska Field Office, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for
recommendations to avoid “take” of bald and golden eagles. 
 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act and Nebraska Revised Statute §37-540
We recommend the project proponent comply with the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 703-712: Ch. 128 as
amended) (MBTA).  The project proponent should also comply with Nebraska Revised Statute §37-540, which prohibits
take and destruction of nests or eggs of protected birds (as defined in Nebraska Revised Statute §37-237.01). 
Construction activities in grassland, wetland, stream, woodland, and river bank habitats that would result in impacts on
birds, their nests or eggs protected under these laws should be avoided.  Although the provisions of these laws are
applicable year-round, most migratory bird nesting activity in Nebraska occurs during the period of April 1 to July 15. 
However, some migratory birds are known to nest outside of the aforementioned primary nesting season period.  For
example, raptors can be expected to nest in woodland habitats during February 1 through July 15, whereas sedge
wrens, which occur in some wetland habitats, normally nest from July 15 to September 10.  If development in this area
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is planned to occur during the primary nesting season or at any other time which may result in impacts to birds, their
nests or eggs protected under these laws, we request that the project proponent arrange to have a qualified biologist
conduct a field survey of the affected habitats to determine the absence or presence of nesting migratory birds.  If a
field survey identifies the existence of one or more active bird nests that cannot be avoided by the planned construction
activities, the Nebraska Game and Parks Commission and the Nebraska Field Office, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
should be contacted immediately.  For more information on avoiding impacts to migratory birds, their nests and eggs,
or to report active bird nests that cannot be avoided by planned construction activities, please contact the U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service and/or the Nebraska Game and Parks Commission (contact information within report).  Adherence
to these guidelines will help avoid unnecessary impacts on migratory birds.
 
Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act
The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA) requires consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(Service) and the State fish and wildlife agency (i.e., Nebraska Game and Parks Commission) for the purpose of
preventing loss of and damage to fish and wildlife resources in the planning, implementation, and operation of federal
and federally funded, permitted, or licensed water resource development projects.  This statute requires that federal
agencies take into consideration the effect that the water related project would have on fish and wildlife resources, to
take action to prevent loss or damage to these resources, and to provide for the development and improvement of
these resources.  The comments in this letter are provided as technical assistance only and are not the document
required of the Secretary of the Interior pursuant to Section 2(b) of FWCA on any required federal environmental
review or permit.  This technical assistance is valid only for the described conditions and will have to be revised if
significant environmental changes or changes in the proposed project take place.  In order to determine whether the
effects to fish and wildlife resources from the proposed project are being considered under FWCA, the lead federal
agency must notify the Service in writing of how the comments and recommendations in this technical assistance letter
are being considered into the proposed project.
 
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
In general, the Nebraska Game and Parks Commission and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service have concerns for
impacts to wetlands, streams and riparian habitats.  We recommend that impacts to wetlands, streams, and associated
riparian corridors be avoided and minimized, and that any unavoidable impacts to these habitats be mitigated.  If any fill
materials will be placed into waterways or wetlands, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Regulatory Office in Omaha
should be contacted to determine if a 404 permit is needed. 
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Table 1
Protected Areas within Immediate Vicinity of Project Area

Area Name Owner/Manager Information Source

Homestead Lake Regional Agency Land USGS Protected Areas Database

Skull Creek #1 Wildlife Management Area State Fish and Wildlife USGS Protected Areas Database

Skull Creek #2 Wildlife Management Area State Fish and Wildlife USGS Protected Areas Database

Us-Ne-211-1 Non-Governmental Organization USGS Protected Areas Database

Wetlands Reserve Program (WRP), Butler, NE Private USGS Protected Areas Database

Whitetail WMA Nebraska Game and Parks Commission NGPC

Whitetail Wildlife Management Area State Fish and Wildlife USGS Protected Areas Database

Table 2
Natural Communities and select Special Areas within Immediate Vicinity of Project Area

Name Other Information SRank GRank

Lowland Tall-grass Prairie Lowland Tall-grass Prairie S1 GNR

Northern Cordgrass Wet Prairie Northern Cordgrass Wet Prairie S2 G3?

Lower Platte River Biologically Unique Landscape Link to BUL document

Rainwater Basin Biologically Unique Landscape Link to BUL document

Table 3
At-Risk Species Ranges within Project Area

Scientific Name Common Name Data Type USFWS State SGCN SRank GRank Taxonomic Group

Acipenser fulvescens Lake Sturgeon Model T Tier 1 S1 G3G4

Ammodramus henslowii Henslow's Sparrow Range Tier 1 S1 G4

Argynnis idalia Regal Fritillary Range Tier 1 S3 G3?

Asio flammeus Short-eared Owl Range Tier 1 S2 G5

Atrytone arogos iowa Iowa Skipper Range Tier 1 S1 G2G3T2T3

Boloria myrina
nebraskensis

Nebraska Fritillary Range Tier 1 SNR G5?T3T4

Calidris subruficollis Buff-breasted Sandpiper Range Tier 1 S2N G4

Catocala nuptialis Married Underwing Range Tier 1 SNR G3

Catocala whitneyi Whitney Underwing Range Tier 1 S1 G2G3
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Table 3
At-Risk Species Ranges within Project Area

Scientific Name Common Name Data Type USFWS State SGCN SRank GRank Taxonomic Group
Charadrius melodus Piping Plover Model T T Tier 1 S2 G3

Coccyzus erythropthalmus Black-billed Cuckoo Range Tier 1 S3 G5

Cycleptus elongatus Blue Sucker Range Tier 1 S1 G3G4

Danaus plexippus Monarch Range Tier 1 S2 G4

Ellipsoptera lepida Ghost Tiger Beetle Range Tier 1 S2 G3

Emydoidea blandingii Blanding's Turtle Range Tier 1 S4 G4

Erynnis martialis Mottled Duskywing Range Tier 1 S2 G3

Euphyes bimacula illinois Two-spotted Skipper Range Tier 1 S3 G4T1T2

Euphyes conspicua
buchholzi

Bucholz Black Dash Range Tier 1 S1 G4G5T1

Fundulus sciadicus Plains Topminnow Range Tier 1 S3 G4

Haliaeetus leucocephalus Bald Eagle Range Tier 2 S3 G5

Hesperia ottoe Ottoe Skipper Range Tier 1 S2 G3

Hybognathus argyritis Western Silvery Minnow Range Tier 1 S2 G4

Hybognathus placitus Plains Minnow Range Tier 1 S2 G4

Hylocichla mustelina Wood Thrush Range Tier 1 S3 G4

Ironoquia plattensis Platte River Caddisfly Range Tier 1 S1S2 G1G2

Lanius ludovicianus Loggerhead Shrike Range Tier 1 S3 G4

Lasiurus borealis Eastern Red Bat Range Tier 1 S3 G3G4

Lasiurus cinereus Hoary Bat Range Tier 1 S3 G3G4

Lethe eurydice fumosus Smoky-eyed Brown Range Tier 1 S3 G5T3T4

Macrhybopsis gelida Sturgeon Chub Model E Tier 1 S1 G3

Myotis septentrionalis Northern Long-eared
Myotis

Range E E Tier 1 S1S2 G2G3

Perimyotis subflavus Tricolored Bat Range Tier 1 S3 G3G4

Perognathus flavescens
perniger

Plains Pocket Mouse Range Tier 1 SNR G5TNR

Platygobio gracilis Flathead Chub Range Tier 1 S2 G5

Scaphirhynchus albus Pallid Sturgeon Model E E Tier 1 S1 G2
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https://explorer.natureserve.org/Taxon/ELEMENT_GLOBAL.2.106046
https://explorer.natureserve.org/Taxon/ELEMENT_GLOBAL.2.103435
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https://explorer.natureserve.org/Taxon/ELEMENT_GLOBAL.2.106124
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https://explorer.natureserve.org/Taxon/ELEMENT_GLOBAL.2.120192
https://explorer.natureserve.org/Taxon/ELEMENT_GLOBAL.2.104527
https://explorer.natureserve.org/Taxon/ELEMENT_GLOBAL.2.799416
https://explorer.natureserve.org/Taxon/ELEMENT_GLOBAL.2.106446
https://explorer.natureserve.org/Taxon/ELEMENT_GLOBAL.2.119325
https://explorer.natureserve.org/Taxon/ELEMENT_GLOBAL.2.106309
https://explorer.natureserve.org/Taxon/ELEMENT_GLOBAL.2.102615
https://explorer.natureserve.org/Taxon/ELEMENT_GLOBAL.2.102580
https://explorer.natureserve.org/Taxon/ELEMENT_GLOBAL.2.100957
https://explorer.natureserve.org/Taxon/ELEMENT_GLOBAL.2.100957
https://explorer.natureserve.org/Taxon/ELEMENT_GLOBAL.2.105832
https://explorer.natureserve.org/Taxon/ELEMENT_GLOBAL.2.103033


System Project ID: NE-CERT-012714 Report Generation Date: 2/26/2026 03:47:42 PM

Table 3
At-Risk Species Ranges within Project Area

Scientific Name Common Name Data Type USFWS State SGCN SRank GRank Taxonomic Group
Schoenoplectus
saximontanus

Rocky Mountain Bulrush Range Tier 1 S1 G5

Sistrurus tergeminus Western Massasauga Range T Tier 1 S1 G3G4

Sternula antillarum
athalassos

Interior Least Tern Model E E Tier 1 S2 G4T3Q

Table 4
Threatened or Endangered Species Ranges within Project Area

Scientific Name Common Name Data Type USFWS State SGCN SRank GRank Taxonomic Group

Acipenser fulvescens Lake Sturgeon Model T Tier 1 S1 G3G4

Charadrius melodus Piping Plover Model T T Tier 1 S2 G3

Macrhybopsis gelida Sturgeon Chub Model E Tier 1 S1 G3

Myotis septentrionalis Northern Long-eared
Myotis

Range E E Tier 1 S1S2 G2G3

Scaphirhynchus albus Pallid Sturgeon Model E E Tier 1 S1 G2

Sistrurus tergeminus Western Massasauga Range T Tier 1 S1 G3G4

Sternula antillarum
athalassos

Interior Least Tern Model E E Tier 1 S2 G4T3Q
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https://explorer.natureserve.org/Taxon/ELEMENT_GLOBAL.2.140362
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5. North Loup Irrigation Systems in Brown, Blaine, Loup, Garfield, Custer, Valley, and Greeley 
Counties 

6. Plum Creek Watershed in Gage and Pawnee Counties 
7. Skull and Bone Creeks Watersheds in Colfax, Butler, Saunders, and Dodge Counties 
8. South Creek Watershed in Dixon and Dakota Counties 
9. Turkey Creek Watershed in Clay, Fillmore, Saline, Jefferson, and Gage Counties 
10. Wolf and Wildcat Watersheds in Gage and Pawnee Counties 

 
Maps of the ten study areas are enclosed.  Each watershed contains numerous dams and grade 
stabilization structures that are over 50 years old and have exceeded their designed sediment storage 
capacity.  Without future action, these structures are at risk of failing and causing flooding 
downstream.  Additionally, streams in the watersheds are severely incised and further erosion 
threatens infrastructure including roadways, bridges, culverts, and buried utilities.  Potential structural 
alternatives that will be examined in the PIFR include small to medium sized dams, grade stabilization 
structures, water, and sediment control basins (WASCOBs), dam rehabilitation, and conservation 
practices.  The purpose of these PIFRs is to identify any insurmountable obstacles to the development 
of PL 83-566 watershed plans to address watershed protection.  
 
At this time NRCS is in the process of determining whether there are any obstacles that would make PL 
83-566 watershed plans unfeasible for these watersheds.  Potential obstacles include significant 
negative impacts on natural or cultural resources, lack of local funding, uncertainty of land rights, 
community resistance to project, and the high cost of moving roads or other infrastructure.  However, 
if the PIFR determines that a feasible watershed plan could be developed for this watershed, NRCS will 
fund the development of the plan as well as the design and construction of structures identified in the 
plan. 
 
An environmental assessment (Plan-EA) would be completed as part of the planning process to 
evaluate the effects of the plan on the human and natural environment and identify a preferred 
alternative.  Additional NHPA Section 106 consultation would be conducted during development of the 
Plan-EA.  Future communications would include invitations to scoping meetings and formal 
consultation meetings, and the submission of a cultural resource survey report.    
 
As part of the PIFR process, NRCS is attempting to identify natural and cultural resources of special 
concern within the planning areas that could be negatively impacted by a future PL 83-566 watershed 
plan.  Your Tribe has been identified as having ancestral ties to the study area, and tribal cultural 
experts may have knowledge of traditional cultural properties, or other cultural resources within the 
study areas that could be affected by the construction of watershed plan features.  NRCS respectfully 
invites you to provide any information you are willing to share regarding potential concerns early in the 
planning process.  If there are known resources of concern in the study areas, we welcome information 
and feedback in writing, by telephone, or we can schedule a meeting to discuss the PIFRs further, and 
request that you please contact Michael Chodoronek, NRCS Archeologist, by phone at 402.437.4120 or 
by email at michael.chodoronek@usda.gov. 
 
It is likely that there are numerous undocumented archaeological sites within the study areas.  
Archaeological sites are expected to be identified as artifacts visible on the surfaces of disturbed 
landscapes (cropland) as well as buried within terraces, alluvial fans, and flood plains.  If watershed 
plans are prepared for any of the ten projects, archeological and historic structure inventories of areas 
identified for construction will be conducted to determine whether proposed alternatives will affect 
historic properties.  Additional NHPA Section 106 consultation would also be conducted.    



If you have any questions or concerns about these Preliminary Investigation Feasibility Reports or 
would like to schedule a meeting to discuss these projects further, please contact Michael Chodoronek, 
NRCS Archeologist, by phone at 402.437.4120, or by email at michael.chodoronek@usda.gov OR 
Melissa Baier, Watershed Planning Coordinator, by phone at 402.437.4065, or by email at 
melissa.baier@usda.gov.  Thank you in advance for your consideration of this project.    

Sincerely,

ROBERT D. LAWSON
State Conservationist

Enclosures:
PIFR Summary Sheet
Cub Creek Watershed – Project Map
Kirkmans Creek Watershed – Project Map
Mud Creek Watershed – Project Map
North Dry & Lost Creeks Watershed – Project Map
North Loup Irrigation Systems – Project Map
Plum Creek Watershed – Project Map
Skull & Bone Creeks Watershed – Project Map
South Creek Watershed – Project Map
Turkey Creek Watershed – Project Map
Wolf & Wildcat Creeks Watershed – Project Map

cc:  Galena Drapeau, Director, Tribal Historic Preservation Office
Michael Chodoronek, Archeologist, NRCS – Lincoln State Office
Melissa Baier, Watershed Program Coordinator, NRCS – Lincoln State Office

Robert D. Lawson Digitally signed by ROBERT 
LAWSON 
Date: 2023.09.14 15:16:23 -05'00'



United States Department of Agriculture

Natural Resources Conservation Service
Nebraska State Office
Federal Building, Room 152
100 Centennial Mall North
Lincoln, NE  68508-3866
(402) 437-5300 http://www.ne.nrcs.usda.gov

Helping People Help the Land
USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer, and lender.

SENT VIA USPS PRIORITY MAIL: SIGNATURE CONFIRMATION REQUIRED

August 24, 2023

Honorable Jim Pillen
Governor
P.O. Box 94848
Lincoln, NE 68509

Dear Governor Pillen:

Nebraska Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) implements Public Law 83-566 – Watershed 
Protection and Flood Prevention Act (PL566,) by utilizing the Watershed and Flood Prevention 
Operations (WFPO) program to offer financial and technical assistance to local sponsors for a variety of 
purposes:  Flood Prevention (Flood Damage Reduction), Watershed Protection, Public Recreation, 
Public Fish and Wildlife, Agricultural Water Management, Municipal and Industrial Water Supply, 
Water Quality Management, and Watershed Structure Rehabilitation. This program provides
cooperation between the Federal government, the states, and its’ political subdivisions to work 
together to prevent erosion; floodwater and sediment damage, and to further the conservation and 
proper use of land in authorized watersheds.

To utilize the WFPO program a local sponsor submits an official letter of request to the NRCS for 
planning assistance.  In response to that request, the NRCS completes a Preliminary Investigation 
Feasibility Report (PIFR) to provide reasonable assurance that a feasible plan can be developed which
addresses an authorized program purpose and that there are no apparent insurmountable obstacles. 
The PIFR is a brief study, using existing data and field information, and is the justification document for 
myself to request WFPO funding to complete a full watershed plan and environmental review.  
Currently, Nebraska NRCS is completing ten (10) such PIFRs at the request of local sponsors.  

See the table below, along with the enclosed map for further details about the ten PIFRs:

Watershed Counties Local Sponsor

North Dry & Lost Creeks Kearney, Phelps Tri-Basin NRD
South Creek Watershed Dixon Lewis & Clark NRD
Cub Creek Watershed Jefferson, Gage Lower Big Blue NRD

Kirkmans Creek Watershed Pawnee, Richardson Nemaha NRD
Mud Creek Watershed Gage Lower Big Blue NRD

North Loup Irrigation Systems Brown, Blaine, Loup, Garfield, Custer, North Loup Irrigation 
Plum Creek Watershed Gage, Pawnee Lower Big Blue NRD

Skull & Bone Creeks Watershed Butler, Saunders Lower Platte North
Turkey Creek Watershed Clay, Filmore, Saline, Jefferson, Gage Lower Big Blue NRD

Wolf & Wildcat Creeks Watershed Gage, Pawnee Lower Big Blue NRD



In accordance with Executive Order 10584 Section 3, the NRCS is notifying you that the ten (10) PIFRs 
are being undertaken between the different local sponsors and the NRCS. You will be notified, again,
at the completion of each PIFR.

If you have any questions, concerns, or relevant information, please contact Allen Gehring, State 
Conservation Engineer, at 402.437.4037 or by email at allen.gehring@usda.gov. 

Sincerely, 

ROBERT D. LAWSON
State Conservationist

Enclosure:  Projects Map

cc:
Allen Gehring P.E., State Conservation Engineer, NRCS – Lincoln State Office
Melissa Baier, Watersheds Planning Coordinator, NRCS – Lincoln State Office
Doug Wagner, Assistant State Conservationist-FO East, NRCS – Lincoln Area Office
James Huntwork, Assistant State Conservationist-FO Central, NRCS – Grand Island Area Office
Mary Reece, Assistant State Conservationist-FO West, NRCS – North Platte Area Office

Robert D. Lawson
Digitally signed by ROBERT 
LAWSON 
Date: 2023.08.24 13:02:20 -05'00'



United States Department of Agriculture

Natural Resources Conservation Service
Nebraska State Office
Federal Building, Room 152
100 Centennial Mall North
Lincoln, NE  68508-3866
(402) 437-5300 http://www.ne.nrcs.usda.gov

Helping People Help the Land
USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer, and lender.

SENT VIA USPS PRIORITY MAIL: SIGNATURE CONFIRMATION REQUIRED

August 24, 2023

Jeremy Grauf, Regulatory Division Contact
United States Army Corps of Engineers
8901 South 154th Street
Omaha, NE 68138

Dear Jeremy Grauf:

Nebraska Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) implements Public Law 83-566 – Watershed 
Protection and Flood Prevention Act (PL566) by utilizing the Watershed and Flood Prevention 
Operations (WFPO) program to offer financial and technical assistance to local sponsors for a variety of 
purposes:  Flood Prevention (Flood Damage Reduction), Watershed Protection, Public Recreation, 
Public Fish and Wildlife, Agricultural Water Management, Municipal and Industrial Water Supply, 
Water Quality Management, and Watershed Structure Rehabilitation. This program provides
cooperation between the Federal government, the states, and its’ political subdivisions to work 
together to prevent erosion; floodwater and sediment damage, and to further the conservation and 
proper use of land in authorized watersheds.

To utilize the WFPO program a local sponsor submits an official letter of request to the NRCS for 
planning assistance.  In response to that request, the NRCS completes a Preliminary Investigation 
Feasibility Report (PIFR) to provide reasonable assurance that a feasible plan can be developed which
addresses an authorized program purpose and that there are no apparent insurmountable obstacles. 
The PIFR is a brief study, using existing data and field information, and is the justification document for 
the NRCS State Conservationist to request WFPO funding to complete a full watershed plan and 
environmental review.  Currently, Nebraska NRCS is completing ten (10) such PIFRs at the request of 
local sponsors.  

See the table below, along with the enclosed map for further details about the ten PIFRs:

Watershed Counties Local Sponsor

North Dry & Lost Creeks Kearney, Phelps Tri-Basin NRD
South Creek Watershed Dixon Lewis & Clark NRD
Cub Creek Watershed Jefferson, Gage Lower Big Blue NRD

Kirkmans Creek Watershed Pawnee, Richardson Nemaha NRD
Mud Creek Watershed Gage Lower Big Blue NRD

North Loup Irrigation Systems Brown, Blaine, Loup, Garfield, Custer, North Loup Irrigation 
Plum Creek Watershed Gage, Pawnee Lower Big Blue NRD

Skull & Bone Creeks Watershed Butler, Saunders Lower Platte North
Turkey Creek Watershed Clay, Filmore, Saline, Jefferson, Gage Lower Big Blue NRD

Wolf & Wildcat Creeks Watershed Gage, Pawnee Lower Big Blue NRD



In accordance with Executive Order 10584 Section 3, the NRCS is notifying you that the ten (10) PIFRs 
are being undertaken between the different local sponsors and the NRCS. You will be notified, again,
at the completion of each PIFR.

If you have any questions, concerns, or relevant information, please contact Allen Gehring, State 
Conservation Engineer, at 402.437.4037 or by email at allen.gehring@usda.gov. 

Sincerely, 

ROBERT D. LAWSON
State Conservationist

Enclosure:  Projects Map

cc:
Allen Gehring P.E., State Conservation Engineer, NRCS – Lincoln State Office
Melissa Baier, Watersheds Planning Coordinator, NRCS – Lincoln State Office
Doug Wagner, Assistant State Conservationist-FO East, NRCS – Lincoln Area Office
James Huntwork, Assistant State Conservationist-FO Central, NRCS – Grand Island Area Office
Mary Reece, Assistant State Conservationist-FO West, NRCS – North Platte Area Office

Robert D. Lawson Digitally signed by ROBERT 
LAWSON 
Date: 2023.08.24 13:01:14 -05'00'



United States Department of Agriculture

Natural Resources Conservation Service
Nebraska State Office
Federal Building, Room 152
100 Centennial Mall North
Lincoln, NE  68508-3866
(402) 437-5300 http://www.ne.nrcs.usda.gov

Helping People Help the Land
USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer, and lender.

SENT VIA USPS PRIORITY MAIL: SIGNATURE CONFIRMATION REQUIRED

August 24, 2023

Mark Porath
United States Fish and Wildlife Service
9325 South Alda Road
Wood River, NE 68883

Dear Mark Porath:

Nebraska Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) implements Public Law 83-566 – Watershed 
Protection and Flood Prevention Act (PL566) by utilizing the Watershed and Flood Prevention 
Operations (WFPO) program to offer financial and technical assistance to local sponsors for a variety of 
purposes:  Flood Prevention (Flood Damage Reduction), Watershed Protection, Public Recreation, 
Public Fish and Wildlife, Agricultural Water Management, Municipal and Industrial Water Supply, 
Water Quality Management, and Watershed Structure Rehabilitation. This program provides 
cooperation between the Federal government, the states, and its’ political subdivisions to work 
together to prevent erosion; floodwater and sediment damage, and to further the conservation and 
proper use of land in authorized watersheds.

To utilize the WFPO program a local sponsor submits an official letter of request to the NRCS for 
planning assistance.  In response to that request, the NRCS completes a Preliminary Investigation 
Feasibility Report (PIFR) to provide reasonable assurance that a feasible plan can be developed which
addresses an authorized program purpose and that there are no apparent insurmountable obstacles. 
The PIFR is a brief study, using existing data and field information, and is the justification document for 
the NRCS State Conservationist to request WFPO funding to complete a full watershed plan and 
environmental review.  Currently, Nebraska NRCS is completing ten (10) such PIFRs at the request of 
local sponsors.  

See the table below, along with the enclosed map for further details about the ten PIFRs:

Watershed Counties Local Sponsor

North Dry & Lost Creeks Kearney, Phelps Tri-Basin NRD
South Creek Watershed Dixon Lewis & Clark NRD
Cub Creek Watershed Jefferson, Gage Lower Big Blue NRD

Kirkmans Creek Watershed Pawnee, Richardson Nemaha NRD
Mud Creek Watershed Gage Lower Big Blue NRD

North Loup Irrigation Systems Brown, Blaine, Loup, Garfield, Custer, North Loup Irrigation 
Plum Creek Watershed Gage, Pawnee Lower Big Blue NRD

Skull & Bone Creeks Watershed Butler, Saunders Lower Platte North
Turkey Creek Watershed Clay, Filmore, Saline, Jefferson, Gage Lower Big Blue NRD

Wolf & Wildcat Creeks Watershed Gage, Pawnee Lower Big Blue NRD



In accordance with Executive Order 10584 Section 3, the NRCS is notifying you that the ten (10) PIFRs 
are being undertaken between the different local sponsors and the NRCS. You will be notified, again,
at the completion of each PIFR.

If you have any questions, concerns, or relevant information, please contact Allen Gehring, State 
Conservation Engineer, at 402.437.4037 or by email at allen.gehring@usda.gov. 

Sincerely, 

ROBERT D. LAWSON
State Conservationist

Enclosure:  Projects Map

cc:
Allen Gehring P.E., State Conservation Engineer, NRCS – Lincoln State Office
Melissa Baier, Watersheds Planning Coordinator, NRCS – Lincoln State Office
Doug Wagner, Assistant State Conservationist-FO East, NRCS – Lincoln Area Office
James Huntwork, Assistant State Conservationist-FO Central, NRCS – Grand Island Area Office
Mary Reece, Assistant State Conservationist-FO West, NRCS – North Platte Area Office

Robert D. Lawson Digitally signed by ROBERT 
LAWSON 
Date: 2023.08.24 13:00:32 -05'00'



Nebraska State Office
1121 Lincoln Mall 
Room 360
Lincoln, NE 68508

Natural Resources Conservation Service
USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer, and lender.

SENT VIA USPS PRIORITY MAIL

June 22, 2026

The Honorable Jim Pillen
Governor
P.O. Box 94848
Lincoln, NE 68509

Dear Governor Pillen,

On August 24th, 2023, the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) - Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS) notified your office that a Preliminary Investigative Findings Report (PIFR) 
was being developed for the Skull Creek Watershed in Butler and Saunders Counties, NE. Lower Platte 
North Natural Resources District (LPNNRD) requested assistance through Watershed and Flood 
Prevention Operations Program (WFPO) as authorized by the (Public Law 83-566) to determine whether 
erosion and flooding issues within the watershed were eligible for program assistance.

The PIFR was completed and signed on June 18, 2026. A copy of the PIFR is enclosed. NRCS found no 
insurmountable obstacles to the proposed watershed project and determined that it is eligible to be 
planned and implemented through the Watershed and Flood Prevention Operations Program. We will 
request funding through WFPO to prepare a Watershed Plan to identify and evaluate measures to 
address watershed protection, flood prevention, and agricultural water management within the Skull 
Creek Watershed.

If you have any questions, concerns, or relevant information, please contact Melissa Baier, Assistant State 
Conservationist-Water Resources and Easements, by phone at 402-437-4065 or by email at 
melissa.baier@usda.gov. 

Sincerely,

ROBERT D. LAWSON
State Conservationist

Enclosure: Skull Creek Watershed Preliminary Investigation Findings Report

cc:
Doug Wagner, Assistant State Conservationist-Field Operations East, NRCS, Lincoln Area Office
Bryan Shupe, District Conservationist, NRCS, Wahoo Field Office

Robert D. Lawson
Digitally signed by ROBERT 
LAWSON 
Date: 2026.06.22 12:24:36 -05'00'



Nebraska State Office
1121 Lincoln Mall 
Room 360
Lincoln, NE 68508

Natural Resources Conservation Service
USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer, and lender.

SENT VIA EMAIL

June 22, 2026

Jeremy Grauf, Nebraska Section Chief
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Omaha District, Regulatory Branch
8901 South 154th Street, Suite 2
Omaha, NE 68138-3635

Dear Jeremy Grauf,

On August 24th, 2023, the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) - Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS) notified your office that a Preliminary Investigative Findings Report (PIFR) 
was being developed for the Skull Creek Watershed in Butler and Saunders Counties, NE.  Lower Platte 
North Natural Resources District (LPNNRD) requested assistance through Watershed and Flood 
Prevention Operations Program (WFPO) as authorized by the (Public Law 83-566) to determine whether 
erosion and flooding issues within the watershed were eligible for program assistance.

The PIFR was completed and signed on June 18, 2026.  A copy of the PIFR is enclosed. NRCS found no 
insurmountable obstacles to the proposed watershed project and determined that it is eligible to be 
planned and implemented through the Watershed and Flood Prevention Operations Program.  We will 
request funding through WFPO to prepare a Watershed Plan to identify and evaluate measures to 
address watershed protection, flood prevention, and agricultural water management within the Skull 
Creek Watershed.

If you have any questions, concerns, or relevant information, please contact Melissa Baier, Assistant State 
Conservationist-Water Resources and Easements, by phone at 402-437-4065 or by email at 
melissa.baier@usda.gov. 

Sincerely,

ROBERT D. LAWSON
State Conservationist

Enclosure: Skull Creek Watershed Preliminary Investigation Findings Report

cc:
Doug Wagner, Assistant State Conservationist-Field Operations East, NRCS, Lincoln Area Office
Bryan Shupe, District Conservationist, NRCS, Wahoo Field Office

Robert D. Lawson Digitally signed by ROBERT 
LAWSON 
Date: 2026.06.22 12:25:16 -05'00'



Nebraska State Office
1121 Lincoln Mall 
Room 360
Lincoln, NE 68508

Natural Resources Conservation Service
USDA is an equal opportunity provider, employer, and lender.

SENT VIA EMAIL

June 22, 2026

Mark Porath, Nebraska Project Leader/Field Supervisor 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Ecological Services, Mountain-Prairie Region  
9325 South Alda Road
Wood River, NE 68883

Dear Mark Porath,

On August 24th, 2023, the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) - Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS) notified your office that a Preliminary Investigative Findings Report (PIFR) 
was being developed for the Skull Creek Watershed in Butler and Saunders Counties, NE. Lower Platte 
North Natural Resources District (LPNNRD) requested assistance through Watershed and Flood 
Prevention Operations Program (WFPO) as authorized by the (Public Law 83-566) to determine whether 
erosion and flooding issues within the watershed were eligible for program assistance.

The PIFR was completed and signed on June 18, 2026. A copy of the PIFR is enclosed. NRCS found no 
insurmountable obstacles to the proposed watershed project and determined that it is eligible to be 
planned and implemented through the Watershed and Flood Prevention Operations Program. We will 
request funding through WFPO to prepare a Watershed Plan to identify and evaluate measures to 
address watershed protection, flood prevention, and agricultural water management within the Skull 
Creek Watershed.

If you have any questions, concerns, or relevant information, please contact Melissa Baier, Assistant State 
Conservationist-Water Resources and Easements, by phone at 402-437-4065 or by email at 
melissa.baier@usda.gov. 

Sincerely,

ROBERT D. LAWSON
State Conservationist

Enclosure: Skull Creek Watershed Preliminary Investigation Findings Report

cc:
Doug Wagner, Assistant State Conservationist-Field Operations East, NRCS, Lincoln Area Office
Bryan Shupe, District Conservationist, NRCS, Wahoo Field Office

Robert D. Lawson Digitally signed by ROBERT LAWSON 
Date: 2026.06.22 12:26:03 -05'00'
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