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MEETING MINUTES 
 
 
Project:  US 127 

Place:   Nashville, Tennessee 

Date:   June 26, 2001 

Prepared by:  Presnell Associates, Inc. 

In Attendance: 

Joe Pendergradt US Army Corps of Engineers, Real Estate 
Division 

Joe.Pendergradt@USACE.ARMY.M
IL 

J. Ruben Hernandez US Army Corps of Engineers, Regulatory Jose.R.Hernandez@LRN02.USACE.
ARMY.MIL 

Jay Sadler US Army Corps of Engineers, Project 
Management 

James.F.Sadler@USACE.ARMY.MI
L 

Ray Hedrick US Army Corps of Engineers, Planning Ray.D.Hedrick@USACE.ARMY.MI
L 

Tom Hale US Army Corps of Engineers, Operations – 
Somerset 

Thomas.E.Hale@USACE.ARMY.MI
L 

Mark Hallar US Army Corps of Engineers, Operations Mark.D.Hallar@LRN02.USACE.AR
MY.MIL 

Bill Barron US Army Corps of Engineers, Hydrology 
& Hydraulics 

William.R.Barron.Jr@USACE.ARM
Y.MIL 

Joe Cox Kentucky Department of Highways, 
District 8 Joe.Cox@MAIL.STATE.KY.US 

David Beattie Kentucky Department of Highways, 
District 8 

DAVID.BEATTIE@MAIL.STATE.
KY.US 

Paul Francis Kentucky Department of Highways, 
District 8 

PAUL.FRANCIS@MAIL.STATE.K
Y.US 



Meeting Minutes 
June 26, 2001 
Page 2 
 
 

Cathi Blair Kentucky Department of Highways, 
District 8 

CATHI.BLAIR@MAIL.STATE.KY.
US 

Bob Gustafson Presnell Associates, Inc. gustafson@presnellgroup.com 

David Smith Presnell Associates, Inc. dsmith@presnellgroup.com 

Jeff Arnold American Engineers, Inc. jarnold@americanengineers.com 
 

 Paul Francis presented some background information on the project and goals for 
meeting. 

 
 

 Jay Sadler stated that there would be more involvement if on USACE property 
and/or close to Wolfe Creek Dam. 

 
 MP 460.9 is limits of US Coast Guard jurisdiction. 

 
 

 Reuben Hernandez said that a 404 permit would be required. 
 
 
 Issues for Permits: 

 
 Storage not an issue. 

 
 No net rise certification. 

 
 Height of bridge. 

 
 Cut/fill in flood plain – effect on water under bridge. 

 
 Are any property owners impacted? 

 
 Corps has received erosion complaints from local farmers. 

 
 Debris under proposed bridge. 

 
 

 Corps is studying changes in electrical generation, but anticipate no change in 
flow (volume), but flow will be shorter duration (Higher Q). 

 
 Corps will check design for gate opening? 
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 Issue with flooding across bottom will require detailed modeling. 
 

 1993 last event water was discharged thru gate. 
 

 Avoid wetlands. 
 

 Some channel/section profile information is available, but don’t know extent. 
 

 Probably no Corps property unless it is near outer reaches of streams upstream of 
dam. 

 
 How far away from dam is blasting as issue?  Jody Stanton (615) 736-7906/5686. 

 
 Some HEC-2 modeling may be available. 

 
 
 David Hendricks, Corps of Engineers, Hydrology & Hydraulics will be our 

contact at (615) 736-5948. 
 
 Scouring, steep stream profile trail-water impacts may be issues.  Location of 

bridge shown on mapping reviewed at meeting.  COE indicated this location may 
affect tailwater and electric generation operations.  Bridge should be located out 
of trailwater. 

 
 Public Notice for a 404 permit would be sent to all properties owners and 

government leaders. 
 

 “Detailed hydraulic modeling” – when looking at bridge site rate alternatives – 
will be needed. 

 
 Get dam discharge information from Corps of Engineers. 

 
 Design for maximum release, need design criteria, flow rates; Mark Haller will 

give some ideas. 
 

 US F & W (Cookesville) and KY F & W are planning some improvements at 
fishery.  Contact Wayne Davis at KY Fish and Wildlife. 

 
 Wetlands, endangered species, trout stream, mussell survey (?), arch. 

 
 COE would like to be placed on KYTC mailing list for public meetings. 

 
 Access to dam – close road? 
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 Tourism may be key issue more than anything dealing with closure of existing 
road. 

 
 Day-to-day COE contact will be thru Tom Hale, Somerset office. 

 
 Look at access to dam via loop road to new US 127. 

 
 Existing oil wells.  Past experience indicates embankment fill for bridge may push 

oil out of ground into river. 
 

 Access to State Park and existing roads is an issue. 
 

 William James is Chief of Eastern Regulatory Branch (369-7508). 
 

 Multiple permits will be required – River & Stream crossings. 
 

 Recreational access across new bridge should be considered or use of existing US 
127. 

 
 Is US 127 a Scenic Highway? 

 
 Scenic overlooks should be considered. 

 
 Typical section of new bridge will probably be 2-12’ lanes, 12’shoulder, 

(44’minimum) and 48’ width. 
 

 If individual permit – USACE will do EA and ask to be cooperating agency. 
 

 Jerry Brown (go through Tom Hale) – Hydro Power Issues, an EA being written 
to Rehab turbines and rebuild generating equipment (736-2349). 

 
 

END OF MINUTES 





 













 













 







 
 

 

MEETING MINUTES 

Project: US 127 

Purpose: Site Review 

Place: Clinton & Russell Counties, Kentucky 

Meeting Date: April 23, 2003 

Prepared By: David Smith 

In Attendance: Joe Cox, District 8 

Cathi Blair, District 8 

Greg Potts, SHPO 

Rebecca Turner, DEA 

Helen Powell, Helen Powell & Company 

David Smith, Qk4 

 
o Looked at Swan Pond Bottom, Creelsboro Historic District. 

 
o David Smith said that USACE did a study in 1989, was reviewed by SHPO, determined expansion of 

Historic District was eligible. 
 

o Helen set preliminary APE. 
 

o Cathi will check with USACE or USFWS on plan or designation of uses for land below dam. 
 

o There may not be an avoidance alternative; may all be 4 (f). 
 
Next Steps: 
 

o Move Blue line away from McClure closer to Blackfish Creek. 
 

o Move red line to take out curve. 
 

o Maybe move both red and gold lines a little west. 



 



 
 

 

MEETING MINUTES 

Project: US 127 Russell/Clinton Counties 

Item Nos.: 
Purpose: 

8-108.00/115.00 

KYTC, USACE, Consultant meeting to discuss Section 4(f) avoidance alternatives for 

US 127  

Place: USACE Regulatory office in Nashville, Tennessee 

Meeting Date: August 5, 2004 (10:30 CDT) 

Prepared By: Larry W. Ginthum – Qk4 

In Attendance: Joe Cox 
David Beattie 
Cathi Blair 
Alex Godsey 
Wes Hagerman 
Dave Harmon 
Rebecca Turner 
Carl R. Shields 
Tom Hale 
Ray Hedrick 
Bill Barron 
Deb Tuck for J. Ruben Hernandez  
Joe Pendergradt 
Rob Karwedsky 
Jay Sadler 
Andreas Patterson 
Jeff Arnold 
David Smith 
Larry W. Ginthum 
 

KYTC – District 8  
KYTC – District 8 
KYTC – District 8  
KYTC – District 8 
KYTC – DEA 
KYTC – DEA 
KYTC – DEA 
KYTC – DEA 
USACE – EKY/A 
USACE - Environmental 
USACE – Hydrology and Hydraulics 
USACE - Regulatory 
USACE – Real Estate 
USACE  
USACE 
USACE 
American Engineers, Inc. 
Qk4 
Qk4 

 
A meeting was held in the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Nashville District office on Thursday, August 

5, 2004 at 10:30 am CDT.  The purpose of the meeting was to review the revised Creelsboro Historic District 
boundary and identify and discuss reasonable Section 4(f) avoidance alternatives for US 127.  
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Joe Cox opened the meeting with introductions and a brief overview of the project, which is the 
reconstruction/realignment of US 127 from KY 90 north to the proposed Jamestown Bypass.  The three 
preliminary alignments currently being studied within the selected corridor were identified on the USGS color 
exhibit.  All three alignments cross the Cumberland River below the Wolf Creek Dam and pass through the 
revised Creelsboro Historic District. 

 
David Smith briefly summarized the history of the project as follows: 
 

 2001 – Scoping Study 
 2002 – Notice to Proceed, Phase I Design, Environmental Documentation 
 2003-2004 – Public Meeting, Revision/Expansion of Creelsboro Historic District 

 
Mr. Smith explained via handouts the chronological revisions to the Creelsboro Historic District 

boundary: 
 

 1983 – Creelsboro commercial area on the National Register 
 1989 – Creelsboro commercial area plus Jackman Bottom, Swan Pond Bottom, Salt Lick 

Bottom, and Wells Bottom per the SHPO 
 2004 – 1989 SHPO boundary minus Salt Lick Bottom per H. Powell & Company, Inc. 

 
The following items were then discussed: 
 
1. Avoidance Alternatives 

 
a) Swing west of Creelsboro Historic District through Cumberland County and Rockhouse 

bottom 
 

 Long and costly, probably would not satisfy Purpose and Need 
 Most likely would impact other historic property(s) 

 
b) Bridge across Lake Cumberland 

 
 Costly 
 Loss of storage – Mitigation would be required by USACE 
 Recreational impacts on Lake 
 Must make USACE properties whole for land taken 

 
c) Improvement to existing road on Wolf Creek Dam 
 

 How far away from dam is blasting an issue? 
 1980’s and 1990’s – USACE written request to get road off dam not funded 
 NEPA Document – Preliminary Draft from EA indicated seepage from dam could 

have cumulative impacts downstream, may have to close road for repairs 
 Wolf Creek Dam is potentially eligible for National Register of Historic Places 
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d) Alignment over Kendall Recreation Area below Wolf Creek Dam 
 

 USACE highly opposed per letter from Craig S. Shoe – Resource Manager, Nashville 
dated June 6, 2003 

 Tail water and electric generation operation concerns 
 Likely Section 4(f) property 

 
2. Ray Hedrick – USACE Environmental indicated the Corps desire to be placed on the KYTC 

mailing list for all future correspondence. 
 

3. Joe Pendergradt  - USACE Real Estate will provide documentation of the legal agreement 
(easement) on the road across the Wolf Creek Dam. 

 
4. The USACE made the request to be recognized as a “Cooperating Agency”. 

 
5. David Smith stressed the significance of the USACE as a major stakeholder on the project and 

how their feedback is essential in building a strong legal case.  The KYTC will provide the 
USACE an official document requesting information on the Section 4(f) avoidance alternatives.  
The USACE, in turn, will submit a letter addressing all 4(f) and environmental issues and 
concerns on the avoidance alternatives that will be presented to the FHWA. 

 
 

END OF MINUTES 
 
File ID: U:/01110/Docs/Mtg Minutes 
File No.: 04 08 05 USACE Meeting.doc 



 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
NASHVILLE DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS

Eastern Kentucky Area Office
Operations Manager
855 Boat Dock Road

Somerset, Kentucky 42501-6016

October 21 2004

Mr. Joe~. Cox, P.
Project Manager, District 8
Kentucky Transportation Cabinet

O. Box 780
Somerset, KY 42502

Dear Mr. Cox:

Thank you for the coordination and opportunity to provide comments on the Section 4(f),
Avoidance Alternatives, discussed at our meeting on August 5. It is our understanding these alternatives are
being considered to avoid a designated historic district, at a possible relocation site downstream of the dam.
As outlined below, these alternatives will impact the US Army Corps of Engineers ' operations at Wolf
Creek Dam and Kendall Recreation Area.

The Corps of Engineers gives careful consideration prior to approving construction and excavation
activities in the vicinity of the dam and other major structures. In the past, a distance of2 000 feet from a
dam has consistently been assumed to be a reasonable buffer. The proposal for the realigned road and new
bridge will constitute major construction, involving soil and rock excavation, subsurface disturbance, and
the likely need for explosives. Unless no reasonable alternative exists, we request that construction
activities be kept a minimum of 2 000 feet from the dam and powerhouse, which obviously would
eliminate Alternatives II and III.

The Corps has carefully considered each alternatives and offers the following comments:

Alternative 1- Relocation of Highway 127 to cross Lake Cumberland 

Relocation of Highway 127 to cross Lake Cumberland above Wolf Creek Dam would likely
involve placing a significant amount offill below flood storage pool elevation, 760.0 msl, thus reducing the
flood storage capacity of the lake. The Nashville District Guidelines and Policy for the review 

Fill Proposals Below Maximum Flood Pool Elevations on Corps of Engineers Lakes and Interests in
Lands, dated 11 December 2002 requires that, in order to maintain the authorized flood control capabilities
of the lake, equal alternative storage volume must be provided in the same elevation range in which the fill
is placed. The flood storage offset is likely to be expensive to provide and substantially increase the
proposed relocation s adverse environmental impacts. Some of the material obtained by excavating this
flood storage offset could likely be used as embankment material for a new bridge, potentially offsetting
construction costs. However, such excavation would substantially increase the proposed relocation
environmental impacts thereby requiring additional mitigation under the Fish and Wildlife Coordination
Act and the National Environmental Policy Act. Also, as navigable waters of the United States, any bridge
crossing Lake Cumberland above the dam must have US Coast Guard approval and be constructed so as to
allow sufficient clearance for vessels passing beneath. All current boat traffic is recreational, but there have
been commercial barge shipments (primarily coal) on this impoundment that could resume, although highly
unlikely, in the future (depending upon world market conditions). 

Alternative II - Improving to Existing US 

The Wolf Creek Dam and Powerhouse and associated facilities are considered eligible for listing
on the National Register of Historic Places. Any proposed activities that may have an effect on this historic



property, will require consultation with and the concurrence of the Kentucky State Historic Preservation
Officer in compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act.

State Highway 127 spans the entire length of Wolf Creek Dam and provides vital access over Lake
Cumberland, connecting the residents of Jamestown and Albany, KY. Both commercial and private traffic
is significant on the roadway, especially during morning and afternoon commute periods. A possible
terrorist threat exists which suggests that major hydroelectric and dam infrastructure assets are high on
terrorist target lists as likely and vulnerable targets. Bridges are also considered "High Value Targets
(HVT' s) to most terrorist groups, particularly foreign-based groups. The roadway currently presents a
formidable task for surveillance and monitoring at existing security levels. When security levels are
enhanced to address intelligence or security advisories, surveillance and monitoring functions are crucial to
providing enhanced security protection. During the highest security threat, United States Government will
close the roadway to all traffic as necessary, immediately and without notice, to ensure that the security
level is maintained. This could result in major and severe interruptions to a large number of people who
depend on the roadway for access to work, school, and medical facilities without advance warning.

Extensive coordination between the Corps and the Kentucky Transportation Cabinet would be
required in the design ailda:dininistration of any work modifying the existing roadway crossing Wolf Creek
Dam. Crucial dam safety instrumentation including over 300 piezometers , 16 inclinometers, 26 surface
movement monuments on the embankment, 87 alignment pins , and 8 seismic instruments could potentially
be impacted and have to be modified or relocated. Any instrument modification or relocation would have to
meet Corps of Engineers ' standards and be closely coordinated with the Nashville District to ensure the
continued integrity, performance monitoring, and safety of the dam both during and after road
improvements. A thorough plan. addressing how instruments would be modified or relocated and their
impact on the current performance monitoring, would be necessary before a thorough evaluation of this
alternative could be provided. However it is clear a substantial effort would be required to maintain the
current level of performance monitoring.

A rehabilitation study to develop a seepage mitigation place for Wolf Creek Dam is currently
underway. This project could involve some fairly extensive remedial actions on the embankment, working
from the top of the dam. If the proposed road improvement is concurrent with proposed seepage rehab
measures, there s a strong possibility of conflict between the seepage remedial construction work and the
road improvement work.

Prior to any construction to the existing roadway across the dam, stability analyses of the
embankment and the concrete portion of the dam would have to be conducted to assure the new sections
comply With CorpS: design criteria. The cost of these analyses and 
the Transportation Ca.bin~tand again would require a close coordination effort.

Alternative ill - New in the Vicinity of Kendall Recreation Area:

Construction of a highway in the vicinity of Kendall Campground would result in significant
adverse impacts of the form of light, noise, and aesthetic degradation effects. Any alternative that impacts
project lands would be subject to the district's mitigation policy. Remedial actions would be required to
make the water resources project whole. Compensation for the loss of recreation facilities (launching ramp,
parking area, campsites, recreation experience, etc.) would be by creation or addition of new facilities.
Adverse impacts to aesthetic values or recreational experiences would be difficult, if not impossible, to
mitigate. The Kendall Recreation Area is the largest and most heavily utilized recreation facility operated
by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers at the Lake Cumberland Project. The facility is the only camping
facility that is operated year-round, in the Nashville District. One of the main factors in the popularity of
the facility is the serene and natural setting of its location. Any alterations to the surrounding area would
most certainly result in strong negative reaction from customers, local communities, and tourism officials.



The US Fish and Wildlife Agency operates a fish hatchery adjacent to the Kendall Recreation Area. This
operation would also be subject to impact and would require coordination with the USFW.

Again, the Corps greatly appreciates the Kentucky Transportation Cabinet's coordination in this
matter. If! can be of additional help or 

contact me.

Sincerely,

.jm1 
vI:/ 

Thomas E. Hale
Operations Manager EKY/A



 



Group Species Common name Legal* 
Status

Known** 
Potential Special Comments

Mammals Myotis grisescens gray bat E K
Myotis sodalis Indiana bat E P

Mussels Villosa trabilis Cumberland bean 
pearlymussel E K

Plethobasus cooperianus orangefoot pimpleback E K
Pleurobema plenum rough pigtoe E K

Epioblasma brevidens Cumberlandian combshell E P

Epioblasma 
capsaeiformis oyster mussel E P

Ptychobranchus 
subtentum fluted kidneyshell C P

NOTES:

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
3761 Georgetown Rd. 
Frankfort, KY  40601 
Phone: 502-695-0468  

Fax: 502-695-1024 

Endangered, Threatened, & Candidate                                                   
Species in ______CLINTON__________ County, KY

* Key to notations: E = Endangered, T = Threatened, C = Candidate, CH = Critical Habitat
**Key to notations: K = Known occurrence record within the county, P = Potential for the species to occur within the county based upon historic range, proximity to
known occurrence records, biological, and physiographic characteristics. 
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Group Species Common name Legal* 
Status

Known** 
Potential Special Comments

Mammals Myotis sodalis Indiana bat E P

Mussels Villosa trabilis Cumberland bean 
pearlymussel E K

Epioblasma brevidens Cumberlandian combshell E K

Cyprogenia stegaria fanshell E K
Ptychobranchus 

subtentum fluted kidneyshell C K

Plethobasus cooperianus orangefoot pimpleback E K
Epioblasma 

capsaeiformis oyster mussel E K

Lampsilis abrupta pink mucket E K
Obovaria retusa ring pink E K

Pleurobema plenum rough pigtoe E K

NOTES:

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service
3761 Georgetown Rd. 
Frankfort, KY  40601 
Phone: 502-695-0468  

Fax: 502-695-1024 

Endangered, Threatened, & Candidate                                                   
Species in ____RUSSEL____________ County, KY

* Key to notations: E = Endangered, T = Threatened, C = Candidate, CH = Critical Habitat
**Key to notations: K = Known occurrence record within the county, P = Potential for the species to occur within the county based upon historic range, proximity to
known occurrence records, biological, and physiographic characteristics. 

USFWS County TE Lists as of 22 Feb 2007.xls: RUSSEL Page 2 of 2 Updated June 1, 2005







From: Olszowy, Diana (EPPC DNR DOF) [Diana.Olszowy@ky.gov] 
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2007 3:37 PM 
To: Robert Oney 
Cc: Olszowy, Diana (EPPC DNR DOF) 
Subject: US 127 highway project 
 
Attachments: selecting and planting trees.pdf 
 

This e-mail serves as an environmental assessment of the proposed US 127 highway 
project being initiated in Clinton and Russell counties.  There are currently no state 
forests or champion trees located in the project area.  However, special care should be 
taken around existing trees that will remain after the construction is complete.  Heavy 
equipment should be kept away from the base of the tree to prevent wounding of the 
trunk or surface roots.  Construction traffic should be routed away from the dripline of 
the tree to lessen the severity of soil compaction. 

Compacted soil reduces the amount of water available to the tree, and this lack of water 
can cause added stress.  Stressed trees are vulnerable to insect and disease infestation. 

After completion of the project, consider planting additional trees in the landscape.  Trees 
selected should be matched to the site.  I've attached a publication entitled "Selection and 
Planting Trees," which will assist in determining the correct species for the correct site 
conditions.  Please contact me for further assistance. 
 
Diana Olszowy 
Kentucky Division of Forestry 
diana.olszowy@ky.gov 
502-564-4496 



 

















 



















United States Department of the Interior 
 

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Wolf Creek National Fish Hatchery 

50 Kendall Road 
Jamestown, Kentucky 42629 

 
December 20, 2007 

 
 
Dear Mr. Beattie 
 
I would like to provide some statements and comments on the proposed US127 
reconstruction project. I hope your agency will consider the following information during this 
project. All of these are concerns we have about access to the dam/hatchery area after the 
new road is constructed.  
 
The Wolf Creek National Fish Hatchery currently attracts over 100,000 visitors each year and 
is one of only a few tourist attractions in the area. Many of these arrive via school buses, 
RV’s, and other larger vehicles. We also receive fish food and other supplies on a regular 
basis via larger eighteen wheel trucks. 
 
Our new $3.0 million Visitor/Environmental Education Center here at the hatchery is heavily 
utilized and promoted on a broad scale, thus increasing the number of school children and 
visitors to this area. The Center has an exhibit hall full of interactive displays, aquariums, 
theater, classroom, and gift shop.  
 
Along with several other agencies and organizations, we are in the planning/design phase of 
expanding the trout stream and campground facilities below Wolf Creek Dam. This project 
will be a multimillion dollar project. The project will add approximately 1.5 miles of trout 
stream and 100 or more camping sites. Again this will increase the traffic flow to this area. 
 
One of my major concerns is how the transportation cabinet plans to provide access to the 
dam area. Hopefully the plans will not call for several miles of access roads off of the new 
road. As I interpret the three proposed routs, it appears to me that there will be several miles 
of access roads on the North and South ends to get to the hatchery. Currently access to the 
dam area is very visitor friendly. I am really concerned this will kill the tourism/visitation to 
our facility.   
 
I appreciate the opportunity to make these comments and hope they will be considered during 
the planning of the new US127. 
 
 
                                                                                                                                                                                    
       Sincerely 
 
 
 
       James H. Gray, Project Leader 
       Wolf Creek National Fish Hatchery  



 







U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING
PART I (To be completed by Federal Agency) Date Of Land Evaluation Request

Name Of Project Federal Agency Involved

Proposed Land Use County And State

PART II (To be completed by NRCS) Date Request Received By NRCS

Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland?
(If no, the FPPA does not apply -- do not complete additional parts of this form).

Acres Irrigated Average Farm Size

Major Crop(s) Farmable Land In Govt. Jurisdiction Amount Of Farmland As Defined in FPPA

Name Of Land Evaluation System Used Name Of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned By NRCS

Yes       No
  

Acres: % %Acres:

PART III (To be completed by Federal Agency) Alternative Site Rating
Site A Site B Site C Site D

A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly
C. Total Acres In Site

PART IV (To be completed by NRCS)   Land Evaluation Information

A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value

PART V (To be completed by NRCS)   Land Evaluation Criterion
               Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points)

PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency)  
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b)

Maximum
Points

1. Area In Nonurban Use
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area
6. Distance To Urban Support Services
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average
8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services

10. On-Farm Investments
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use

TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160

PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100

Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local
site assessment) 160

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260

Site Selected: Date Of Selection
Was A Local Site Assessment Used?

 Yes  No

Reason For Selection:

(See Instructions on reverse side) Form AD-1006 (10-83)
This form was electronically produced by National Production Services Staff
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