QQARanking Pool Report

Ranlp(lng 2325 Entity Held Easements
ool
Program RCPP18 Pool Status Active Tags
RCPP 2018 Entity Held Easement Activity ver ~ Template . National
Template ;4 ry' 917 Status ~CtVe Pool \©
Last : Last Admin
Modified By Emily Armstrong Modified 07/05/2024 State NY
Include
States NY
Land Uses and Modifiers
Land Use Grazed | Wildlife | Irrigated | Hayed | Drained | Organic | Water Feature | Protected | Urban | Aquaculture
Associated Ag Land -- -- -- -- N/A -- -- -- -- --
Crop -- -- - -- -- - -- -- -- --
Forest -- -- -- N/A N/A -- -- -- -- --
Other Rural Land -- -- -- N/A N/A -- -- -- -- --
Pasture -- -- - -- -- - -- -- -- --
Water N/A -- N/A N/A N/A -- -- -- -- --
Resource Concern Categories
Categories
Category Min % Default % Max %
Aquatic habitat 0 2 70
Long term protection of land 30 94 100
Terrestrial habitat 0 2 70
Weather resilience 0 2 70
Aquatic habitat
Resource Concern Min % Default % Max %
Aquatic habitat for fish and other organisms 0 50 100
Elevated water temperature 0 50 100
Long term protection of land
Resource Concern Min % Default % Max %
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Long term protection of land

Resource Concern Min % Default % Max %
Loss of functions and values 0 50 100
Threat of conversion 0 50 100
Terrestrial habitat

Resource Concern Min % Default % Max %
Terrestrial habitat for wildlife and invertebrates 0 100 100
Weather resilience

Resource Concern Min % Default % Max %
Naturally available moisture use 0 20 100
Ponding and flooding 0 60 100
Seasonal high water table 0 20 100

Practices

Practice Name

Practice Code

Practice Type

Acquisition Process - Buy-Protect-Sell Transfer LTAPBPST Easements
Acquisition Process - Environmental Database Records Search LTAPERS Easements
Acquisition Process - Ingress Egress LTAPIE Easements
Acquisition Process - Appraisal Technical Review First Review LTAPTR1 Easements
Acquisition Process - Appraisal Technical Review Second Review LTAPTR2 Easements
Long-Term Protection of Land - Maximum Duration Allowed by State Law LTPMAS Easements
Long-Term Protection of Land - Permanent Easement LTPPE Easements

FA for Innovative Easement Activities per Project Agreement RFPE RCPP
Ranking Weights

Factors Algorithm Allowable Min Default| Allowable Max
Vulnerabilities Default 5 5 45
Planned Practice Effects Default 5 5 45
Resource Priorities Default 25 30 65
Program Priorities Default 25 60 65
Efficiencies Default 0 0 0
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Display Group: Entity Held Easements (Active)

n An asterisk will be displayed to show that it is a conditional section or conditional question.

Survey: Applicability Questions

Section: Applicability Question

Question Answer Choices Points
Yes --
Is the Parcel within the Uplands to Lowlands Boundary Area?
Otherwise -
Survey: Category Questions
Section: Category
Question Answer Choices Points
Crop -
The entity-held easement will primarily address resource concerns on E
; orest -
which land use?
Associated Ag. Land --

Survey: Program Questions

Section: Program Questions

Question Answer Choices Points
YES 30
Is this a partner advanced project?
NO -
YES 30
Was this application preselected in the RCPP proposal?
NO -
Is a partner agency contributing financially to the cost of easement YES 50
acquisition, restoration, operation, repairs, maintenance, monitoring, or|
other complementary interest in the land that contributes to the NO 0
acquisition, enhancement, or O&M of the easement?
Application directly addresses the resource concern of Long Term YES 40
Protection of Land as indicated as an outcome in the PPA? NO _
YES 50
Is this application part of a bundle being provided to NRCS?
NO -
Survey: Resource Questions
Section: Resource questions
Question Answer Choices Points
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Section: Resource questions

Question Answer Choices Points
> =75% is Quality Interior Forest or
. . 100
connecting corridor
50 - 74% is Quality Interior Forest or 75
connecting corridor
T . .
Does the parcel have quality interior forest or connecting corridors? 25 49/0.'3 Qual!ty Interior Forest or 50
connecting corridor
5 - 24% is Quality Interior Forest or o5
connecting corridor
< 5% is Quality Interior Forest or connecting 0
corridor
Is the parcel likely to support habitat per threatened or endangered or YES S0
species of special concern? NO _
<05 0
> (=)0.5 but <1 20
What is the resilience score from the TNC Resilient Mapping Tool?
>(=)1but<2 45
>(=)2 50

Detailed Assessments

Name

Type

Jurisdiction

Status
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