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Area-Wide/Watershed Plan
\ ) Alternative Evaluation Worksheet A

Completing this form will provide a general evaluation of the impact of each alternative on wildlife habitat
and wildlife populations.

INSTRUCTIONS: Enter the alternative name or number in the space provided. Using a scale, measure the length or
calculate the area for each criteria and record them in the matrix. Where requested check whether these figures have
increased, remained the same, or decreased relative to the existing condition (benchmark). The last two criteria require the
planning team to estimate the alternative's impact on wildlife. Each state is encouraged to develop criteria for making these
estimates.

NAME OF PLANNING TEAM: Henry's Fork Ag Corridor Habitat
PLANNING AREA LOCATION: Lower Henry's Fork Watershed
PLANNING COORDINATOR: Johnson - Toth
ALTERNATIVE NAME : NO ACTION (A)
EVALUATION
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Total area of corridors in watershed

Number of linkages to adjacent patches or corridors
Total length of corridors in watershed

Length of existing corridors in watershed

Preserved

Enhanced

Restored

Removed

Total area of patches by plant community in watershed
Grass

Grass shrub

Riparian wooded

Riparian shrub

Riparian grass

Upland wooded (natural)
Upland wooded (introduced)
Wetland

Special areas preserved

Other conservation measures

(Specify)

Estimated effects on species diversity

Estimated effects on species abundance

(Specify species)

* Area and length measurements are approximate.

Comments:

Natural Resources Conservation Service - Conservation Corridor
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Area-Wide/Watershed Plan
% ) Alternative Evaluation Worksheet A

Completing this form will provide a general evaluation of the impact of each alternative on wildlife habitat
and wildlife populations.

INSTRUCTIONS: Enter the alternative name or number in the space provided. Using a scale, measure the length or
calculate the area for each criteria and record them in the matrix. Where requested check whether these figures have
increased, remained the same, or decreased relative to the existing condition (benchmark). The last two criteria require the
planning team to estimate the alternative's impact on wildlife. Each state is encouraged to develop criteria for making these
estimates.

NAME OF PLANNING TEAM: Henry's Fork Ag Corridor Habitat
PLANNING AREA LOCATION: Lower Henry's Fork Watershed
PLANNING COORDINATOR: Johnson - Toth
ALTERNATIVE NAME : BUFFERS (B)
EVALUATION
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Total area of corridors in watershed

Number of linkages to adjacent patches or corridors
Total length of corridors in watershed

Length of existing corridors in watershed

Preserved

Enhanced

Restored

Removed

Total area of patches by plant community in watershed
Grass

Grass shrub -
Riparian wooded

Riparian shrub

Riparian grass

Upland wooded (natural)

Upland wooded (introduced)
Wetland

Special areas preserved

Other conservation measures

(Specify)

Estimated effects on species diversity

Estimated effects on species abundance

(Specify species)

* Area and length measurements are approximate.

Comments:

Natural Resources Conservation Service - Conservation Corridor
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Area-Wide/Watershed Plan
\ ) Alternative Evaluation Worksheet A

Completing this form will provide a general evaluation of the impact of each alternative on wildlife habitat
and wildlife populations.

INSTRUCTIONS: Enter the alternative name or number in the space provided. Using a scale, measure the length or
calculate the area for each criteria and record them in the matrix. Where requested check whether these figures have
increased, remained the same, or decreased relative to the existing condition (benchmark). The last two criteria require the
planning team to estimate the alternative's impact on wildlife. Each state is encouraged to develop criteria for making these
estimates.

NAME OF PLANNING TEAM: Henry's Fork Ag Corridor Habitat
PLANNING AREA LOCATION: Lower Henry's Fork Watershed
PLANNING COORDINATOR: Johnson - Toth
ALTERNATIVE NAME : CONSERVATION CORRIDORS (C)
EVALUATION
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Total area of corridors in watershed

Number of linkages to adjacent patches or corridors
Total length of corridors in watershed

Length of existing corridors in watershed

Preserved

Enhanced

Restored

Removed

Total area of patches by plant community in watershed
Grass

Grass shrub

Riparian wooded

Riparian shrub

Riparian grass

Upland wooded (natural)
Upland wooded (introduced)
Wetland

Special areas preserved

Other conservation measures

(Specify)

Estimated effects on species diversity

Estimated effects on species abundance

(Specify species)

* Area and length measurements are approximate.

Comments:

Natural Resources Conservation Service - Conservation Corridor
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Area-Wide/Watershed Plan
\ ) Alternative Comparison Worksheet B

Completing this evaluation form will provide a general comparison between alternatives.

INSTRUCTIONS: Review Evaluation Worksheet A for each alternative. Based on the review and discussion with team
members, rate each of the first 9 criteria as excellent (green), good (blue), fair (yellow), or poor (red) for each alternative. The
team needs to document the criteria used to develop the ratings. Place the appropriate color in the rectangle opposite the
criteria and beneath each alternative. Repeat the process for the last 5 criteria - increase (green), remain the same (yellow), or
decrease (red). States are encouraged to develop specific criteria for each of the general criteria categories on the worksheet.
These criteria should accurately reflect habitat conditions in each state. In general, the alternative with the most green and blue
rectangles will be the best overall alternative. Clearly, the relative importance of criteria will vary with each project. The
planning team can proceed from this general evaluation to a more sophisticated and weighted numerical evaluation if sufficient
quantifiable data are available.

NAME OF PLANNING TEAM: Henry's Fork Ag Corridor Habitat

PLANNING AREA LOCATION: Lower Henry's Fork Watershed

PLANNING COORDINATOR: Johnson - Toth

EVALUATION

Criteria * Alternatives

Alt. A | Alt. B | Alt. C

Meeting project wildlife objectives

Protection of patches with high levels of biodiversity

Protection of migration or dispersal corridors
Corridor connections between patches
New patches planted

Corridors preserved, enhanced, or restored
Special areas and features protected
Potential habitats developed

Matrix management benefiting wildlife

* Estimated effects on species richness

* Estimated effects on species abundance

* Protection of threatened or endangered species

* Protection of vulnerable populations

* Other area-wide/watershed specific wildlife objectives
(specify)

KEY * Apply to last 5 categories
Excellent Green Increase Green
Good Blue Remain the same Yellow
Fair Yellow Decrease Red
Poor Red Not Applicable NA
Not Applicable NA
Comments:

Natural Resources Conservation Service - Conservation Corridor
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