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Description of Interpretation: Input layers1 -9
weighted values for wildlife were totaled to give
a final HU ranking. Rankingswere classified into
4 classes using Natural Breaks. The higher

the ranking, the higher the concern for Wildlife.

Map is not appropriate for
localized interpretation.
This map is to be used for area
to area (hydro unit to hydro
unit) comparisons only.

ONRCS USDA NRCS Nebraska
Map Date: June 2005

Analysis Maps

1. T & E Species, 2. Surface Water Flow Decline, 3. Grassland Change, 4. Forestland Trend,
5. At Risk Species, 6. Wetland Trend, 7. 303d Impaired Waters, 8. Urban/Built-Up Trend, 9. % HU Cropped Fields
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NERA 2 used 1990 and 2000 census data to determine the HU's that have
[Jos1-1746.32 16 shown the g increase in population over a 10 year period. This map|
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2. Surface Water Quality
NERA 2 uses the 2004 Nebraska Department of Environmental Quality
Section 303d Impaired Stream or Lake list.

This map is the compulation of the following three data sets:

Population by HUC  Number of CAFO's by HUC % of Total Stream Miles

Impaired by HUC
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Declining Weight 4. Surface Water Flow Decline
N NERA 2 used annual percent change in flow calculations from DNR.
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