LJ?SQARanking Pool Report

Ranking ,, ;15 | M Producer SFRR FY25
Pool

Program RCPP18
RCPP 2018 FY 22 Land Management and

Pool Status Active

Template

Tags ACT NOW

Existing Practice

Template Rental Activity Status Active Included
Last . Last 10/28/202 .
Modified By Jesslin Lamont Modified 4 National Pool No
Include States KS (Admin)
Land Uses and Modifiers
Land Use Grazed | Wildlife | Irrigated | Hayed | Drained | Organic | Water Feature | Protected | Urban | Aquaculture
Associated Ag Land -- -- -- -- N/A -- -- -- -- --
Forest -- -- - N/A N/A - -- -- -- --
Range -- -- N/A - N/A -- -- -- - --
Resource Concern Categories
Categories
Category Min % Default % Max %
Aquatic habitat 0 5 100
Concentrated erosion 0 5 100
Degraded plant condition 0 5 100
Livestock production limitation 0 15 100
Pest pressure 0 25 100
Source water depletion 0 25 100
Terrestrial habitat 0 15 100
Wind and water erosion 0 5 100
Aquatic habitat
Resource Concern Min % Default % Max %
Aquatic habitat for fish and other organisms 0 100 100
Concentrated erosion
Resource Concern Min % Default % Max %
Bank erosion from streams, shorelines or water conveyance channels 0 34 100
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Concentrated erosion

Resource Concern Min % Default % Max %

Classic gully erosion 0 33 100

Ephemeral gully erosion 0 33 100

Degraded plant condition

Resource Concern Min % Default % Max %

Plant productivity and health 0 50 100

Plant structure and composition 0 50 100

Livestock production limitation

Resource Concern Min % Default % Max %

Feed and forage balance 0 50 100

Inadequate livestock water quantity, quality and distribution 0 50 100

Pest pressure

Resource Concern Min % Default % Max %

Plant pest pressure 0 100 100

Source water depletion

Resource Concern Min % Default % Max %

Groundwater depletion 0 25 100

Surface water depletion 0 75 100

Terrestrial habitat

Resource Concern Min % Default % Max %

Terrestrial habitat for wildlife and invertebrates 0 100 100

Wind and water erosion

Resource Concern Min % Default % Max %

Sheet and rill erosion 0 50 100

Wind erosion 0 50 100

Practices

Practice Name Practice Code PUEE e Practice Type
Narratives

Brush Management 314 03N, OON Consgrvaﬂon

Practices
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Practice Name Practice Code ’F\’lracn(?e Practice Type
arratives
Pumping Plant 533 02N, 00N Conservation
Practices
. o Conservation
Watering Facility 614 OON Practices
Prescribed Grazing 528 02N, OON Consgrvanon
Practices
Herbaceous Weed Treatment 315 01N, OON gonsgrvatlon
ractices
Ranking Weights
Factors Algorithm Allowable Min Default| Allowable Max
Vulnerabilities Default 5 5 45
Planned Practice Effects Default 20 20 50
Resource Priorities Default 20 35 50
Program Priorities Default 15 35 50
Efficiencies Default 0 5 10
Display Group: 2402 LM Producer SFRR FY25 (Active)
o An asterisk will be displayed to show that it is a conditional section or conditional question.
Survey: Applicability Questions
Section: Applicability
Question Answer Choices Points
Does the PLUs intersect the RCPP-SFRR Project Area by at least Yes -
50% of the PLU acres? (GIS) No _
Survey: Category Questions
Section: Category
Question Answer Choices Points
RCPP-SFRR -
Category (GIS)
Otherwise -
Survey: Program Questions
Section: Program Questions
Question Answer Choices Points
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Section: Program Questions

Question Answer Choices Points
Aquatic Habitat 10
Degraded Plant Condition 10
Concentrated Erosion 10
o ) Livestock Production Limitation 10
Does the application directly address one or more resource concerns
for which outcome metrics have been included in the PPA Attachment | Terrestrial Habitat 10
E? Choose all that apply. : )
Wind and Water Erosion 10
Source Water Depletion 25
Pest Pressure 10
Fire Management 10
no leveraging of RCPP FA with partner FA 0
contributions
Does the PPA exhibits identify a direct relationship between proposed | RCPP FA leverages 24% or less of partner 10
LM activities and partner contributions, and the application directly FA
leverages RCPP funding with partner contributions? RCPP FA leverages 25-49% of partner FA 20
RCPP FA leverages 50% or more of partner
45
FA
Has the lead partner identified the application as part of an application YES 50
bundle? NO 0
Survey: Resource Questions
Section: Resource Questions
Question Answer Choices Points
Does the PLU intersect the South Fork Republican River Alluvial YES 200
Aquifer (priority area)? (GIS) NO 0

Detailed Assessments

Name Type Jurisdiction

Status
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