United States Department of Agriculture

“ONRG

Natural Resources Conservation Service
P.0. Box 2890
Washington, D.C. 20013

January 7, 2004

CCEIVED

Yoy 1
Carl D. Camacho, P.E. JAN 12 2004 &%\: |
SIRANS
TomC

Project Manager DLy
Bernardin-Lochmueller & Associates, Inc. C TR Y

7830 Rockville Rd.

Suite C 30‘-/\"\‘3’\
Indianapolis, IN 46214-3105 R\ a

RE: BLA Project No. 201-0101
US 31 - Plymouth to South Bend
Marshall and St. Joseph Counties, Indiana

Dear Mr. Camacho:

Enclosed is the completed AD-1006 and/or questionnaire from the Natural Resources
Conservation Service for the above named project. The proposed project will cause a conversion -
of prime farmland.

The attached packet of information is for your use in completing Parts VI and VI of the AD-
1006. After completion, the federal funding agency needs to forward one copy to NRCS for our
records. ,

If you need additional information, please contact Phil Bousman, at (317) 290-3200, extension
385.

Sincerely,

ACTING FOR
Mol a. Cop

JANE E. HARDISTY
State Conservationist

Enclosures

The Natural Resources Conservation Service provides leadership in a partnership effort Lo help people
’ conserve, maintain, and improve cur natural resources and environment.

An Equal Opportunity Provider and Employer



U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency) Date Of Land Evaluation Request 1 5/1 /93
Name Of Project US31 - Plymouth to South Bend Federal Agency Involved EHWA
Proposed Land Use  reeay Highway System County And State  \1arshall & St. Joseph Counties, IN
PART Il (To be completed by NRCS) Date Request Received By NRCS  15/55/n3
Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland? Yes No |Acres Irrigated | Average Farm Size
(If no, the FPPA does not apply -- do not complete additional parts of this form). (o] UJ 175 ac
Major Crop(s) Farmable Land In Govt. Jurisdiction Amount Of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
Car Acres: 583,309 % 85 Acres: 423,827 %73
Name Of Land Evaluation System Used Name Of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Returned By NRCS
LESA 1/7/04
Alternative Site Rating
PART Ill (To be completed by Federal Agency) Ste A Site B Site C )
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 696.0 631.8 714.5
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly
C. Total Acres In Site 696.0 631.8 714.5 0.0
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 450.2 416.7 556.3
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland 49.0 50.4 40.5
C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted 0.119 0.108 0.122
D. Percentage Of Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value 52.0 52.0 44.0
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion 70 69 72 0
Relative Value Of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points
1. Area In Nonurban Use 15 14 13 14
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 10 10 9 10
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed 20 8 9 9
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 0 0 0
5. Distance From Urban Builtup Area 0 0 0 0
6. Distance To Urban Support Services 0 0 0 0
7. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 10 10 10
8. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 25 0 0 0
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 5 5 5 5
10. On-Farm Investments 20 13 13 13
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 25 0 0 0
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 5 5 5
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 65 64 66 0
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 70 69 72 0
Total Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local
site assessment) ( 160 65 64 66 0
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 135 133 138 0
) ) Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selection Yes [I No [

Reason For Selection:
Site A = Alternative C

Site B = Alternative E

Site C = Alternative G-C

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



STEPS IN THE PROCESSING THE FARMLAND AND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING FORM

Step 1- Federa agencies involved in proposed projects that may convert farmland, as defined in the Farmland Protection
Policy Act (FPPA) to nonagricultural uses, will initially complete Parts | and 111 of the form.

Step 2 - Originator will send copies A, B and C together with maps indicating locations of site(s), to the Natural Resources
Conservation Service (NRCS) local field office and retain copy D for their files. (Note: NRCS has a field office in most counties
in the U.S. The field office is usually located in the county seat. A list of field office locations are available from the NRCS
State Conservationist in each state).

Step 3 — NRCS will, within 45 calendar days after receipt of form, make a determination as to whether the site(s) of the pro-
posed project contains prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland.

. Step ‘4 - In cases where farmland covered by the FPPA will be converted by the proposed project, NRCS field offices will com-
plete Parts I, IV and V of the form.

Step 5 — NRCS will return copy A and B of the form to the Federal agency involved in the project. (Copy C will be retained for
NRCS records).

Step 6 - The Federal agency involved in the proposed project will complete Parts VI and VII of the form.

Step 7 - The Federal agency involved in the proposed project will make a determination as to whether the proposed conver-
sion is consistent with the FPPA and the agency’s interna policies.

INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING THE FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING FORM

Partl:  In completing the "County And State" questions list al the local governments that are responsible
for local land controls where site(s) are to be evaluated.

Part 111: In completing item B (Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly), include the following:

1. Acres not being directly converted but that would no longer be capable of being farmed after theconver-
sion, because the conversion would restrict access to them.

2. Acres planned to receive services from an infrastructure project as indicated in the project justification
(e.g. highways, utilities) that will cause a direct conversion.

Part VI: Do not complete Part V1 if alocal site assessment is used.

Assign themaximum points for each site assessment criterion as shown in 86585 (b) of CFR. In cases of
corridor-typeprojects such as transportation, powerline and flood control, criteria #5 and #6 will not apply
and will, be weighed zero, however, criterion #8 will be weighed a maximum of 25 points, and criterion
#11 a maximum of 25 points.

Individual Federal agencies at the national level, may assign relative weights among the 12 site assessment
criteria other than those shown in the FPPA rule. In al cases where other weights are assigned relative adjust-
ments must be made to maintain themaximum total weight points at 160.

In rating alternative sites, Federal agencies shall consider each of the criteria and assign points within the
limits established inthe FPPA rule. Sites most suitable for protection under these criteria will receive the
highest total scores, and sites least suitable, thelowest scores.

Part VII: Incomputing the "Total Site Assessment Points’ where a State or local site assessment is used
and the total maximum number of pointsis other than160, adjust the site assessment pointsto a base of 160.
Example: if the Site Assessment maximum is200 points, and alternative Site"A" is rated 180 points:

Total points assigned Site A = 180 x 160 = 144 points for Site “A.”

Maximum points possible 200




Project No. A01-016]-0E 0 Bridge No.

Project Description __US 31 = Plypuguth fo South Beud

Name of Organization requesting early coordination:

rA 111 aw g De.'{l.-,wf—mr_uf-a'p lT;_;__!..f’na-r lLa?l"ﬁ"’l-

OQUESTIONNAIRE FOR IHE NATURAL RESOURCES CONSERVATION SERVICE

1) Are the drainage courses within the project area subject to (X) siltation, {¢) erosion, or ()
pollution? Identify and describe: onage Couvsey Gve Susiepdible 70 siowvingane
5,0-!-&1‘“‘3_ TL Ceageg 5 “Lri.[';r_v\ in Fhe Cv2efs f/'v O v 3 Uf.-\b‘r&/ {(_l{f

2) Are the soils within the project area susceptible to (X) erosion, ( ), landslides, or (X)
~ settlement? Describe the degree of each: The gf. 2fler 3 fﬂP~s av e suseeftible b
L aten 2ves: vy Tlﬂ’. MUH.K seilseot anme "ch\iau.s_t_ Icw (1) fLMLLLa_L_“’ cble, The ""“b/(am{

S""‘”{ 20008 ” hevt ws -ﬂ-dfﬁva, A

3) Is detailed soil survey information available? (Y) If so, where i is tl:us information available?
5¢05 us. 3 JowH« Suifed Seuth gech I Yeblq

4) Is there any project in existence or in the planning stage where a conflict of purpose would
be created? Where is the problem area? ( ) watershed project, ( ) group dralnage system,
( ) other. At what stage is the project? Aene Bnswn

What should be done to make the project compatible or complementary?

5) Are major land use changes taking place in the project area (M)? Describe:

6) Is the general agricultural economy of the area (¥() stable, ( ) declining, or ( ) increasing?
Comments:




QUESTIONNAIRE FOR THE NATURAL RESOURCES CONSERVATION SERVICE

‘contin

7) Please list known positive aspects of the proposed project: ey with fvaffe comestsen
en US 3j (whicn s c\ﬂfubleﬂ and tauses many s--—nn.s acisden fs ).

8) Is this prim farmland" (X) yes ( ) no. If so, estimate the number of acres that will be
affected: fIEC =370 ARE:375  AmF-305 Hitt > 400

9) Is this farmland of statewide importance? (X) yes ( ) no. If so, estimate the number of
acres that will be affected: ANcs 4y #H‘ﬁ 50 JHF-s0 fys: 30

This information was furnished by: | -
Name: }j;;)y %éwcry Title: &wzir Lrstsmanik
Address: 5605 US 31 South, $..icd Soutt Bend, TV Y06(q_
Phone: (579) 29/ -23%0 6l 3 page _J)-30-03




FARMELAND PROTECTION POLICY ACT
FPPA

This information 1s included for your consideration in
completing sections I, ITI, VI and VII of Form AD-1006.

Natural Resources Conservation Service
6013 Lakeside Boulevard
Indianapolis, IN 46278

Phil Bousman
(317) 290-3220 ext. 385



Subpart C - Exhibits

401.24

401.24 Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) Rule.

(c) The Act and these regulations do not authorize the Federal Government in any way to regulate

the use of private or non-Federal land, or in any way affect the property rights of owners of such land. In cases
where either a private party or a non-Federal unit of government applies for Federal assistance to convert farmland
to a nopagnicultural use, the Federal agency should use the criteria set forth in this part to identify and take into
account any adverse effects on farmland of the assistance requested and develop altemative actions that would avoid
or mitigate such adverse effects. If, after consideration of the adverse effects and suggested alternatives, the
landowners want to proceed with conversion, the Federal agency, on the basis of the analysis set forth in Sec. 658.4
and any agency policies or procedures for implementing the Act, may provide or deny the requested assistance.
Only assistance and actions that would convert farmland to nopagricultaral uses are subject to this Act. Assistance
and actions related to the purchase, maintenance, renovation, or replacement of existing structures and sites
converted prior to the time of an application for assistance from a Federal agency, including assistance and actions
related to the construction of minor new apcillary structures (such as garages or sheds), are not subject to the Act,

(d) Section 1548 of the Act, as amended, 7 U.S.C. 4209, states that the Act shali not be deerned to provide a basis
for any action, either legal or equitable, by any person or class of persons challenging a Federal project, program, or
other activity that may affect farmland. Neither the Act nor this rule, therefore, shall afford any basis for such an
action. However, as further provided in section 1548, the govemor of an affected state, where a state policy or
program exiss to protect farmland, may bring an action in the Federal district court of the district where a Federal
program is proposed to enforce the requirements of section. 1541 of the Act, 7U.8.C. 4202, and regulations
issued pursuant to that section.

Sec. 658.4 Guidelines for use of criteria.

As stated above and as provided in the Act, each Federal agency shall use the criteria provided in Sec. 658.5 to
1dentify and take into account the adverse effects of Federal programs on the protection of farmland. The agencies
are to consider alternative actions, as appropriate, that could lessen such adverse effecis, and assure that such
Federal programs, 1o the extent practicable, are compatible with State, unit of local government and private
programs and policies to protect farmiand. The following are guidelines to assist the agencies in these tasks:

(2) An agency may determine whether or not a site is farmland as defined in Sec. 658.2(a} or the agency may
request that NRCS make such a determination. If an agency elects not to make its own determination, it should make
a request to NRCS on Form AD-1006, the Farmland Conversion Impact Rating Form, available at NRCS offices, for
determination of whether the site is farmland subject to the Act. If peither the entire site nor any part of it is subject
to the Act, then the Act will not apply and NRCS will so notify the agency. If the site is determined by NRCS to be
subject to the Act, then NRCS will measure the relative value of the site as farmland on a scale of 0 to 100 according
to the information sources listed in Sec. 658.5(a). NRCS will respond to these requests within 10 working days of
their receipt except ihat in cases where a site visit or Jand evaluation system design is needed, NRCS will respond in
30 working days. In the event that NRCS fails 1o complete its response within the required period, if further delay
would interfere with construction activities; the agency should proceed as though the site were not farmland.

(b) The Form AD 1006, returned to the agency by NRCS will also include the following incidental
information: The total amount of farmable Jand (the Jand in the unit of local govemment's jurisdiction that is capable
of producing the commeonly grown crop); the percentage of the jurisdiction that is fannland

401-33

(310-GM. Issue 4, November 2000)



Subpart C - Exhibits
401.24

401.24 Farmiand Protection Policy Act (FPPA) Rule.

{(g8) To meet reporting requirements of section 1546 of the Act, 7 and for data collection purposes, after the
agency has made a firal decision on a project in which one or more of the alternative sites contain farmland subject
to the FPPA, the agency is requesied to return a copy of the Form AD-1006, which indicates the final decision of the
agency, to the NRCS field office.

(h} Once a Federal agency has performed an analysis under the FPPA for the conversion of a site, that agency's,
or a second Federa} agency’s determination with regard to additional assistance or actions on the same site do not
require additional redundant FPPA analysis.

Sec. 658.5 Criteria.

This section state the criteria required by section 1541 (a) of the Act, 7 U.S.C. 4202(a). The criteria were
‘developed by the Secretary of Agriculture in cooperation with other Federal agencies. They are in two parts, {1) the
land evaluation criterion, relative value, for which NRCS will provide the rating or score, and (2) the site assessment
critenia, for which each Federal agency must develop its own ratings or scores.

The criteria are as follows:
(a) Land Evalation Criterion--Relative Value. The Jand evaluation crilerion is based on information from several

sources including national cooperative soil surveys or olher acceptable soil surveys, NRCS field office technical
guides, soil potential ratings or soil productivity ratings, land capability classifications, and important fanmland
determinations. Based on this information, groups of soils within a local government's jurisdiction will be evahated
and assigned a score between 0 to 100, representing the relative value, for agricultural production, of the farmland to
be converted by the project compared to other farmland in the same local government Jurisdiction, This score will be
the Relative Value Rating on Form AD 1006.

(b} Site Assessmeni Criteria. Federal agencies are (o use the following criteria to assess the suitability of each
proposed site or design alternative for protection as farmland along with the score from the land evaluation criterion
described in Sec. 658.5(a). Each criterion will be given a score on a scale of 0 to the maximum points shown.
Conditions suggesting top, intermediate and botom scores are indicaled for each criterion. The agercy would make
scoring decisions in the context of each proposed site or alternative action by examining the site, the surrounding
area, and the programs and policies of the State or local unit of government in which the site is located. Where one
given Jocation has more than one design aliernative, each design should be considered as an altemative site. The site
assessmenl criteria are:

(1) How much land is in nonurban use within a radius of 1.0 mile from where the project is intended?

More than 90 percent--15 points
90 10 20 percent--14 to 1 poini(s)
Less than 20 percent--0 points

(2) How much of the perimeter of the site borders on land in nonurban nse?
More than 90 percent--10 points
90 to 20 percent--9 (o ] point(s)

Less than 20 percent--0 points

(3) How much of the sile has been farmed (managed for a scheduled harvest or timber activity) more than 5 of
the last 10 years?

401-35

(310-GM, Issue 4, November 2000)



Subpart C - Exhibits
401.24

40124 Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) Rule.

All required services are available--5 points
Some required services are available--4 tg | point(s)
No required services are available--0 points

(10} Does the site have substantial and well-majntained on-farm investments. such as bams, other storage
buildings, fruit trees and vines, field terraces, drainage, irrigation, watenways, or other soil and water conservation

measures?

High amount of op-farm investment--20 pornts
Moderate amount of on-farm investment--19 to 1 point(s)
No on-fanm investment--0 points

(11) Would the project at this site, by converting farmland to nonagricuitural use, reduce the demnand for farm
support services s as to jeopardize the continued existence of these support services and thus, the viability of the

farms remaining in the arca?

Substantial reduction in demand for support services if the site is converted—10 points
Some reduction in dernand for support services if the site is converted--9 1o 1 poini(s)
No sigmficant reduction in demand for support services if the site is converted--0 points

(12) Is the kind and intensity of the proposed use of the site sufficiently incompatible with agriculture that il is
likely to contribute to the eventual conversion of surrounding farmland to ponagricultural use?

Proposed project is incompatible with existing agricultural use of surrounding farmland--10 poinls
Proposed project is tolerable to existing agricultura}l use of surrounding farmland--9 to 1 poini(s)
Proposed project is fully compatible with existing agricultural use of surrounding farmland--0 points

(¢) Corridor-type Site Assessment Criteria. The following criteria are to be used for projects that bave a linear or
corridor-type site configuration connecting two distant points, and crossing several different fracts of Jand. These
include utility lines, highways, railroads, stream improvements, and {locd control systems. Federal agencies are lo
assess the suitability of each corridor-type site or design alternative for protection as farmland along with the land
evaluation information described in Sec. 658.4(a). All criteria for corridor-type sites will be scored as shown in Sec..
658.5(b) for other sites, except as poted below:

(1) Criteria 5 and 6 will not be considered.

(2) Criterion 8 will be scored on a scale of 0 to 25
poiunts. .

points, and criterion 11 will be scored on a scale of 0 to 25



Form AD-1006

'Putting the Farmland Protection Policy Act to Work'

- NRCS/NEDC'

October2001 . -

U.5. Department ol Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PARTI fTo b completed by Federat Agency)

Date O Land Evaluanon Reques:

Name Of Propeat

Federul Agency Invelved

Fronosed Land Yso

Counly And Staiz

PA RT U {To b complated by NRCS)

Dato Reque.l Recelvea By NR».S

Does the site contain pnma. urique, statewide ¢r focal impertant fazmlard? e
(r{ ro, the FEPPA dse no.' .Jppfy -- n’r; ot car-pmra auditional piinis of this form). o

‘H?es - Mo - Actes Imigated ! Average Farm Sxe

0!

.'I:mr Cropis?

rAcreS‘

.Farnab&e Land I Gowt. Jurisdiction

AAmoant OF Farmland As Defined in FPPA
[Acres: %

" Rame OF Land Evauaton System Used

i Namo Of Local Sitc Assessment System

i Dare Ln-:d Evalcalion Retumad B; NRCS T

PART I {Ta e compieited by #ece

._'A “Total Acres To Be Conver'cd Orree .
__'Ig:_l:llAcru"'[___B_e_C____ r'ed Inc 'ec‘lv

C. Total Acret In Site

HAGenCy)

Nll:rr-alnuu wAr TRl

""!.l

PART W (To be completed by NRCS} |.and Evaiuation Information

A, Tolal Acres Prime An¢ Unique Farmland

3. TolaI Acres Slate-mdeAnd Lecal Imponznt Farmizng - » -

_C. Percenlage Of Farmiand 1n County Or Local Govt. UJnit To Be Convened 1 . = i

i Fercentage Of Fannland In Govi. Jurisdiction VWah Same Or Hihar Relative Value ) : i

PART V {To be compietec by NRCS) Land Evaluation Critetion .

Relative Valve Of Farmiand Yo Be Sonveried (Scale of O 1o 100 Pom:sl

PART Vi (T he campleted by Federai Acency)
S-'-- As.carm.m Crtena (These AL e Ox s Mo a7 UTR GRE Sibd

- Amcaln Nanurt;aﬁ Use’

2 Penmcler In r\onur‘aar Use

T3 Percort Of Bemg Farmed

A, Protecuon
&, Distance Fiom Urcan S\.u u;: Afea

Present ‘arm Unn Ccnpa.ed To s Avcrauc

R a Crea.:m Of Nonfarmabte Fam~la-.d

12. Curﬂbéual'hr; With Exisling Aqncun._ral Use

TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS

é

PART VII {To br compu-;r-'rj' .)}r Fedetrai A

Assessment (Frin Pl VI above i 3oy
]

gu.‘. ;,. H

e ———— e e

¢
4]

00 ¢

160 ¢

TCTAL PCINTS {Totz f 20ove 2 fines)

260 ‘¢

T

Site Select i Date O Selection

Was A Lecal Site Assessment Usad?
Yes O No O

Reason Fer Selett-on

(See Instrucpons on reverse side)
T PNIA e alen i WY MOS0 Ly "l Preadiaies Senvcuy 1 0

Form AD-1006 (10-83)

PARTICIPANT GUIDE - :

.- Completing the AD-1006/CPA-106 - 3.8




‘Putting the Farmland Protection Policy Act to Work - - .. NRCS/NEDC

@ Completing the AD-1006/CPA-106

* Where to find the form: The form should be provided by the
originating agency. NRCS has this as a paper copy or onta CD.

* NRCS s initiating an electronic submission process for the AD-
1006. Maps and specific site information will still be needed to
process the request. The electronic submission process will
facilitate tracking and reporting responsibilities.

Steps in processing the AD-1006/CPA-106

* Originating agency: complete parts I and III and send to NRCS

* NRCS: Consider using register to track AD1006/CPA106 (see
exhibit)

* NRCS will complete parts 11, IV, V

* NRCS steps to complete form

» Part IT: date received by NRCS Jide

J 14
Information in this section should be in the lecatfield office. If
this is not available, contact soils section in state office for
guidance. Aade

* Part IV. This information should be in leeal-field office. If this is
not available, contact appropriate soil scientist

s “PPTOP the -s{eg’f—“ .

* PartV. This information should be in the office. If it
Is not available, contact appropriate soil scientist.

* NRCS returns AD-1006/CPA-106 to originating agency

* Part VIand VII: completed by originating agency (section 658.5
of Farmland Protection Policy Act list the specific criteria for
scoring)

* Alternative Site Rating: If the total SA and LE score exceeds 160
alternative sites must be considered. 404.5 (310-GM) requires 2

alternatives for scores between 160 and 220 and 3 alternatives
for scores over 220.

* Originating agency returns completed form to NRCS

2 ..+ PARTICIPANT GUIDE:- . m . ' Completing the AD-1006/ CPA-106 -, 3.2




: "P‘-utr_t'i‘ng-the Farmland Protection Policy Act to Work -~ =0 -

Step 1.

Completing Fon}} AD-1006, Steps 1-7
ue n‘)

Federal agencles involved in proposed projects that may
corlverf farmland, as defined in the Farmland Protection Policy
Act (FPPA) to nonagricultural used, will initially complete Parts
Fand IIT of this form.

Step 2. Originator will send three copies of AD 1006 together with maps

indicating locations of the 51te(s) to the Natural Resources
Conservation Service (NRCS) L@ﬁ@ﬁi office and retain one
copy for your files. A list of NRCS field offices is available from
the NRCS State Conservationist in each or from the NRCS

websijte.

Step 3. NRCS will return 2 copies of the AD1006 to the originating

Step 4.

Step 5.

Step 6.

Step 7.

federal agency within 10 working days of receipt of the request
unless a land evaluation has not been completed or a site visit is
required (30 working days are allowed if a land evaluation must
be completed or a site visit must be made). If more than 10 days
are required, NRCS will notify the agency of the need for
additional time, up to 30 working days. See exhibit 403.26.

In cases where farmland covered by the FPPA will be converted
by the proposed project; NRCS field offices will complete parts
11, IV, and V of the form.

NRCS will return 2 copies of the form to the federal agency
involved in the project. {One copy will be retained for NRCS

records).

The federal agency involved in the proposed project will
complete parts VI and VII of the form.

The federal agency involved in the proposed project will make a
determination as to whether the proposed conversion is
consistent with the FPPA and the agencies internal policies.

October 2001

‘<" PARTICIPANT GUIDE % " ‘m -

. NRCS/NEDC -~

"+ - Completing the AD-1006 / CPA-106 3.3 -
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United States Department of Agricuiture 0%6 Z (< oo

ONRCS -

Natural Resources Conservation Service

6013 Lakeside Blvd. i Da,ue =
Indianapolis, IN 46278 .

March 1, 2005

Rusty Yeager

Bernardin-Lochmueller & Associates, Inc.
6200 Vogel Road

Evansville, IN 47715-4006

RE: Project No. 201-0101-OED
US 31- Plymouth to South Bend
- Gibson, Posey, Vanderburgh and
Marshall and St. Joseph Counties, Indiana

Dear Mr. Yeager:

We have conducted a review of the proposed changes to the US 31 extension from Plymouth to South
Bend, Indiana. Per your request in the letter dated January 31, 2005, we have made a visual review of
the new alignment of the proposed alternatives including the hybrid alternatives proposed in the above-
mentioned letter. Our finding is that the proposed realignments will not significantly alter the
“Relative Value of Farmland to the Converted” values found on Part V of the original AD-1006. A
change of less than five (5) points will probably be the most we could expect.

It should be noted that some other changes to the AD-1006 report will occur that you did not specify in
your letter. These include the “Total Acres to Be Converted Directly” line of Part III of the AD-1006
and to the “Total Acres of Prime and Unique Farmland” and “Total Acres of Statewide and Local
Farmland” lines of Part IV. The data you provided showed that the footprint of the highway
alternatives will alter the total acres to be converted up or down by 2 to 5% depending on the
alternative. The total acres of Prime or Statewide Important Farmland that will be converted could
also change probably by the same amount. The values for Total Acres in Part III, Prime and Statewide
Important Farmland in Part IV and the Relative Value of Farmland to Be Converted in Part V for the
Hybrid route should be very similar to the values for the G-C alternative.

If you would like an AD-1006 to be regenerated, please complete enclosed AD-1006, completing Parts
I and III and return to our office.

If you need additional informat_ion, please contact Lisa Bolton at (317) 290-3200, extension 342.

Sincerely,

f' E,D
JA2 E. HARDISTY rECEN
State Conservationist N\P«R 21 “&Q@
Enclosure | %L?&.

The Natural Resources Conservation Service provides leadership in a partnership effort to help people
conserve, maintain, and improve our natural resources and environment.

An Equal Opportunity Provider and Employer
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U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency) Date Of Land Evaluation Request
‘ Name Of Project Federal Agency Involved
Proposed Land Use County And State

; 'Date Request Recewed By SCS

Does the 5|te contaln pr| umque statewnde or local lmportant farmland? e d
(/f noj; the FPPA does not app/y _do not comp/ete add/t/onal parts ‘ofthis. form).. - I B - o
'L;.Major Crop(s) . oL Farmable Land 1n:Govt:. JUI’ISdICthI’l . Amount Of Farmland As Defmed |n FPPA e
: ERNas . LT Acres D %; oo |Acrest e .

B Name'Of'Land E‘valuation:Sys.tem;Used' BN T ' Namie Of Local S|te ASSessment System e T ,Date Land Evaluatlon Re

' :‘;Yes No -Acres lrngated A‘yerake'Farm_Si;e-j i

Altern-at»ive»Site Réﬁng
Site A Site B Site C Site D

PART i (To be completed by Federal Agency)
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly
C. Total Acres In Site

PART-1V {To be comp/eted by SCS) Land Evaluatlon lnformatlon

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 Farmiand In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value
PART V (To be completed by SCS) Land Evaluation Criterion
Relative Value Of Farmiand To-Be Converted {Scale of 0 to 100 Points)

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

1. Area In Nonurban Use
Perimeter In Nonurban Use
Percent Of Site Being Farmed
Protection Provided By State And Local Government
Distance From Urban Builtup Area
Distance To Urban Support Services
Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average
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

CIRUEISIER RIS

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 160
site assessmentf

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines}. - 260

Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: - Date Of Selection Yes [ No O

Reason For Selection:
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Natural Resources Conservation Service
6013 Lakeside Bivd. Paut r~
Indianapolis, IN 46278

United States Department of Agriculture

April 18, 2005

Rusty Yeager

Bernardin-Lochmueller & Associates, Inc.
6200 Vogel Road

Evansville, IN 47715-4006

RE: Project No. 201-0101-OED
US 31- Plymouth to South Bend
Marshall and St. Joseph Counties, Indiana

Dear Mr. Yeager:

Enclosed are the completed questionnaire and/or the AD-1006 Farmland Conversion Rating Form
from the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) for the above named project(s). It has been
found that there will be a conversion of prime farmland.

The attached packet of information is for your use in completing Parts VI and VII of the AD-1006.
After completion the federal funding agency needs to forward one copy to NRCS for our records.

If you need additional information, please contact Lisa Bolton at (317) 290-3200, extension 342.

Sincerely,

ACTING F

s

JANE E. HARDISTY
State Conservationist

Enclosures

aPR 2.5 2000
BLA

The Natural Resources Conservation Service provides leadership in a partnership effort to help people
conserve, maintain, and improve our natural resources and environment.

An Equal Opportunity Provider and Employer



U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Natural Resources Conservation Service

NRCS-CPA-106

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING (Rev. 291
FOR CORRIDOR TYPE PROJECTS
PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency) 3. Date of Land Evaluation Request 4 00 Sheet10f 1

5. Federal Agency Involved

FHWA

6. County and State \1arshall & St. Joseph Counties, IN

1. Name of Project ;531 - plymouth to South Bend
2. Type of Project

Freeway Highway System

PART Il (To be completed by NRCS) 1. Da/tgglﬁgest Received by NRCS 2. Person Completing Form
3. Does the corridor contain prime, unique statewide or Iolclal important farmland? — E ® D 4. Acres Irrigated ?\;eéage Farm Size
(If no, the FPPA does not apply - Do not complete additional parts of this form). acres
5. Major Crop(s) 6. Farmable Land in Government Jurisdiction 7. Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
Corn Acres: 495,741 % 73 Acres: 423,827 % 73
8. Name Of Land Evaluation System Used 9. Name of Local Site Assessment System 10. Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS
LESA 4/18/05
PART Ill (To be completed by Federal Agency) Alternative Corridor For Segment
Alt Cs Alt Es Alt GCs Alt GEs
A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 748.0 748.0 795.0 789.0
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly, Or To Receive Services
C. Total Acres In Corridor 748.0 748.0 795.0 789.0
PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 502.8 471.5 530.0 550.2
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland 54.0 45.0 44.5 44.0
C. Percentage Of Farmland in County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
D. Percentage Of Farmland in Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value 52.0 49.0 49.0 52.0

PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information Criterion Relative
value of Farmland to Be Serviced or Converted (Scale of 0 - 100 Points) 73 74 76 76

PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Corridor Maximum
Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(c)) | Points
1. Area in Nonurban Use 15 14 13 14 13
2. Perimeter in Nonurban Use 10 10 9 10 10
3. Percent Of Corridor Being Farmed 20 9 9 13 13
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 0 0 0 0
5. Size of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 10 10 10 10
6. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 25 0 0 0 0
7. Availablility Of Farm Support Services 5 5 5 5 5
8. On-Farm Investments 20 13 13 13 13
9. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 25 0 0 0 0
10. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 5 5 5 5
TOTAL CORRIDOR ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 66 64 70 69
PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 73 74 76 76
Total Corridor Assessment (From Part VI above or a local site
assessment) e 66 64 70 69
TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 139 138 146 145
1. Corridor Selected: 2. Total Acres of Farmlands to be 3. Date Of Selection: 4. Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Alternative GEs Converted by Project:
503 acres YES |:| NO E|
5. Reason For Selection:
Signature of Person Completing this Part:
Rusty Yeager 4/20/05

NOTE: Complete a form for each segment with more than one Alternate Corridor

=




NRCS-CPA-106 (Reverse)

CORRIDOR - TYPE SITE ASSESSMENT CRITERIA

The following criteria are to be used for projects that have a linear or corridor - type site configuration connecting two distant
points, and crossing several different tracts of land. These include utility lines, highways, railroads, stream improvements, and flood
control systems. Federal agencies are to assess the suitability of each corridor - type site or design alternative for protection as farmland
along with the land evaluation information.

(1) How much land is in nonurban use within a radius of 1.0 mile from where the project is intended?
More than 90 percent - 15 points
90 to 20 percent - 14 to 1 point(s)
Less than 20 percent - 0 points

(2)  How much of the perimeter of the site borders on land in nonurban use?
More than 90 percent - 10 points
90 to 20 percent - 9 to 1 point(s)
Less than 20 percent - 0 points

(3) How much of the site has been farmed (managed for a scheduled harvest or timber activity) more than five of the last
10 years?
More than 90 percent - 20 points
90 to 20 percent - 19 to 1 point(s)
Less than 20 percent - 0 points

(4) Isthe site subject to state or unit of local government policies or programs to protect farmland or covered by private programs
to protect farmland?
Site is protected - 20 points
Site is not protected - 0 points

(5) s the farm unit(s) containing the site (before the project) as large as the average - size farming unit in the County ?
(Average farm sizes in each county are available from the NRCS field offices in each state. Data are from the latest available Census of
Agriculture, Acreage or Farm Units in Operation with $1,000 or more in sales.)

As large or larger - 10 points
Below average - deduct 1 point for each 5 percent below the average, down to 0 points if 50 percent or more below average - 9 to 0 points

(6) If the site is chosen for the project, how much of the remaining land on the farm will become non-farmable because of
interference with land patterns?
Acreage equal to more than 25 percent of acres directly converted by the project - 25 points
Acreage equal to between 25 and 5 percent of the acres directly converted by the project - 1 to 24 point(s)
Acreage equal to less than 5 percent of the acres directly converted by the project - 0 points

(7)  Does the site have available adequate supply of farm support services and markets, i.e., farm suppliers, equipment dealers,
processing and storage facilities and farmer's markets?
All required services are available - 5 points
Some required services are available - 4 to 1 point(s)
No required services are available - 0 points

(8) Does the site have substantial and well-maintained on-farm investments such as barns, other storage building, fruit trees
and vines, field terraces, drainage, irrigation, waterways, or other soil and water conservation measures?
High amount of on-farm investment - 20 points
Moderate amount of on-farm investment - 19 to 1 point(s)
No on-farm investment - 0 points

(9)  Would the project at this site, by converting farmland to nonagricultural use, reduce the demand for farm support
services so as to jeopardize the continued existence of these support services and thus, the viability of the farms remaining in the area?
Substantial reduction in demand for support services if the site is converted - 25 points
Some reduction in demand for support services if the site is converted - 1 to 24 point(s)
No significant reduction in demand for support services if the site is converted - 0 points

(10) Isthe kind and intensity of the proposed use of the site sufficiently incompatible with agriculture that it is likely to
contribute to the eventual conversion of surrounding farmland to nonagricultural use?
Proposed project is incompatible to existing agricultural use of surrounding farmland - 10 points
Proposed project is tolerable to existing agricultural use of surrounding farmland - 9 to 1 point(s)
Proposed project is fully compatible with existing agricultural use of surrounding farmland - 0 points




FARMLAND PROTECTION POLICY ACT
| FPPA

'This information is included for your consideration in
completing sections 1, 111, VI and V11 of Form AD-1006.

Natural Resources Conservation Service
6013 Lakeside Boulevard
Indianapolis, IN 46278

- Lisa:Beotton
(317) 290-3220 ext.37?.



Subpart C - Exhibits
401.24

401.24 Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) Rule.

onsideration of the adverse effects and suggested alternatives, the

landowners want 1o proceed with conversion, the Federal agency, on the basis of the analysis set forth in Sec. 658.4

and any agency policies or procedures for mplementing the Act,

and actions related 1o the purchase, mamtenance, Tepovation, or replacement of existing structures and sites

converted prior 1o the tirne of an application for assistance from a Federal agency, mcluding assistance and actions

related 1o the construction of minor new apcillary structures (such as garages or sheds), are not subject 1o the Act.
{d) Section 1548 of the Aci as amended. 7 U.S.C. 4209, states that the Act shal] not be deemed to provide 2 basis

action. However, as further provided in
Program exists to protect farmland, may
program is proposed to enforce the reqw
issued pursuant to that sec on.

Sec. 658.4 Gnidelines for use of crateria.

, each Federal agency sball use tbe criteria provided in Sec. 658.5 to
1dentify and 1ake into account the adverse effects of Federal programs on the protection of farmland. The agencies
are to consider alternative actons, as appropriate, that could lessen such adverse effects, and assure that such
Federal programs, to the extent practicable, are compatible with State, unit of local government and private

As stated above and as provided in the Act

nd subject to the Act. If neither the entire site nor any part of it is subject
lo the Act, then the Act will not apply and NRCS will so notify the agency. If the site is determined by NRCS to be
subject o the Act, then NRCS will measure the relative value of the site as farmland on a scale of 0 to 100 according
1o the mfonmation sources listed in Sec. 658.5(a). NRCS will respond to these Tequests within 10 working days of
thewr receipt except that in cases where a site visit or land evaluation system design is needed, NRCS will respond 1
30 working days. In the event that NRCS fails to complete jts response within the required period, if further delay
would interfere with construction activities; the agency should proceed as though the site were not farmland.

(b) The Form AD 1006, returned to the agency by NRCS will also include the following incidental

mformation: The total amount of farmable Jand (the land in the unit of Jocal govemment's junisdiction that is capable
of producing the commonly grown crop); the percentage of the jurisdiction that is farmland

401-33
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Part 401 - General -

401.24

401.24 Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) Rule.

covered by ihe Act; the percentage of farmland in the jurisdiction that the project would convert; and the
percentages of farmland in the Jocal goverument’s jurisdiction with the same or higher relative value than the land
that the project would convert. These statistics will not be part of the criteria scoring process, but are intended
simply to fumish additional background infonnation to Federal agencies to aid them in considering the effects of
their projects on farmland.

(c) After the agency receives from NRCS the score of a site’s relative value as described in Sec.
658.4(a) and then applies the site assessment criteria which are set forth in Sec. 658.5 (b) and (c), the agency will
assign to the site a combined score of up to 260 points, composed of up to 100 points for relative value and up to
160 points for the site assessment. With this score the agency will be able o identify the effect of its programs on
fanmland, and make a determination as to the suitability of the site for protection as farmland. Once this score is -

computed, USDA recomumends:

(1) Sites with the highest combined scores are regarded as sost suitable for protection under these criferia and

sites with the Jowest scores, as leasl suitable.
(2) Sites receiving a total score of less than 160 need not be given further consideration for protechon and no

additional sites peed to be evaluated.
(3) Sites seceiving scores totaling 160 or more is given increasingly higher levels of consideration for protection.
(4) When making decisions on proposed actions for sites seceiving scores totaling 160 or more, agency personnel
consides:

(1) Use of land tbat is pot farmland or use of existing structures;
(1) Alternative sites, locations and desigps that would serve the proposed purpose but convert either fewer acres

of farmland or other farmland that has a lower relative value;
(113) Special siting sequirernents of the proposed project and the extent to which an alterpative site fajls to satisfy

the special siting requirements as well as the oniginally selected site.
(d) Federal agencies may elect 10-assign the site assessment criteria relative weightings other than those shown

m Sec. 658.5 (b) and (c). If an agency elects to do so, USDA recommends that the agency adopt its alternative
weighting system (1) through rulemaking in consultation with USDA, and (2) as a system to be used uniformly
throughout the agency. USDA recommends that the weightings stated in Sec. 658.5 (b) and (c) be used until an

agency issues a final rule fo change the weightings.
(€) It is advisable that evaluations and analyses of prospective farmland conversion impacts be made early in

the planning process before a site or design is selected, and that, where possible, agencies make the FPPA
evaluations part of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process. Under the agency’s own NEPA
regulations, some categories of projects may be excluded from NEPA which may still be covered under the FPPA.
Section 1540(c)(4) of the Act exempts projects that were beyond the planning stage and were in either the active
design or construction state on the effective date of the Act. Section 1547(b) exempts acquisition or use of farmland
for pational defense purposes. There are no other exemptions of projects by category in the Act.

(f) Numerous States and units of Jocal government are developing and adopting Land Evaluation and
Site assessment (LESA) systems to evaluate the productivity of agricuitural land and its suitability for conversion to
nonagricultural use. Therefore, States and units of local government may have already performed an evaluation
using crileria similar to those contained in this rule applicable to Federal agencies. USDA recommends that where
sites are to be evaluated within a junisdiction having a State or local LESA system that has been approved by the
governmipg body of such jurisdiction and has been placed on the NRCS State copservationist’s list as one which meets
the purpose of the FPPA in balance with other public policy objectives, Federal agencies use that system to make the

evaluatiop.

401-34
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_scorng decisions in the context of each proposed site or alterpativ

Subpart C - Exhibits
401.24

401.24 Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) Rule.

(g) Tomeet reporting requizements of section 1546 of the Act
agency has made a final decision on a pro i
to the FPPA, the agency is requested to return a copy of the. Form AD- X
agency, to the NRCS field office. ' '

(h) Once a Federal agency has performed an analysis under the FPPA for the conversion of a site, that agency’s,

rmination with regard to additional assistance or actions on the same site do not
require additional redundant FPPA analysis. '

Sec. 658.5 Critera.

This section state the criteria required by section 1541(a) of the Act, 7U.S.C. 4202(a). The criteria were
developed by the Secretary of Agriculture in cooperation with other Federal agencies. They are ip two parts, (1) the
land evaluatiop criterion, relative value, for which NRCS will provide the rating or score, and (2) the site assessment
critena, for which each Federal agency must develop its own ratings or scores.

The criteria are as follows:
(2) Land Evaluation Criterion--Relative Value. The Jand evaluation criterion is based on information from several

sources mcluding national cooperative soil surveys or othes acceptable so1) surveys, NRCS field office technical
guides, soil potential 13hings or sojl productivity ratmgs, Jand capabibry classifications, and important farmland

(b) Site Assessment Criteria. Federal agepcies are to use the following criteria to assess the suitability of each

proposed site or design sllemative for protection as fanmland along with the score from the land evaluatiop criterion
described in Sec. 658.5(a). Each criterion will be given a score on a scale of 0 1o the maximum points shown.

Conditions suggesting top, intermediate and botiom scores are mdicated for each critenion. The agency would make
€ achon by examining the site, the surrounding

of govemment in which the site is located. Where one .

area, and the programs and policies of the State or Jocal umit
sign should be considered as an alterpative site. The site

given location has more than one design alternative, each de

assessment criteria are:
(1) How much Jand is in nonurban use within a radius of 1.0 mile from where the project is intended?

More than 90 percent--15 points
90 to 20 percent--14 10 1 poui(s)
Less than 20 percent--0 points

(2) How much of the perimeter of the site borders on land m nopurban use?

More than 90 percent--10 ponts
90 10 20 percent--9 to'] poini(s)
Less than 20 percent--0 poinis

(3) How much of the site has been farmed (manageq for a scheduled harvest or timber activity) more than 5 of
the last 10 years?

401-35
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Part 401 - General

401.24
40124  Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) Rule.

More than 90 percent--20 points
90 to 20 perceni--19 to 1 points{s)
Less than 20 percent--0 points

(4) Is tbe site subject to State or unit of Jocal government policies or programs 1o protect farmland or covered by
private programs to protect farmland? :

Site 35 protected--20 points
Site 15 not protected--0 points

(5) How-close is the site 1o ap uiban buili-up area?

The site 1s 2 nules or more from an wrban built-up area—15 points

The site 1s more than 1 mife but less than 2 miles from an wrban built-vp area--10 points
The site 1s Jess than 1 mule from, but is not adjacent to ap urban built-up area--5 points
The site 1s adjacent to an wban built-up area--0 points

(6) How close is the site 10 water hines, sewes lines and/or other local facilities and services whose capacibes apd
design would promote nonagricultural use?

None of the services exist nearer than 3 mules from the site--15 points
Some of the services exist more than 1 but less than 3 miles from the
site--10 points

Al of the services exist within \1/2\ mile of the site--0 pomts

(7) Is the farm wnit(s) containing the site (before the project) as large as the average-size farmung wmt 1 the
county? (Average farm sizes in each county are available from the NRCS field offices in each State. Data are from
the Jatest available Census of Agriculture, Acreage of Farm Units in Operation with $1,000 or more in sales.)

As large or Jarger--10 points :
Below average--deduct 1 point for each 5*percent below the average, down 1o 0 points 1f 50 percent or more below

average--9 to 0 pomts

- (8) If thys site is chosen for the project, how much of the remaining Jand on the farm will become non-fammable
because of interference with land patterns?
Acreage equal to more than 25 percent of acres directly converted by the project--10 ponts
Acreage equal to between 25 and 5 percent of the acres directly copverted by the project--9 to 1 poini(s)
Acreage equal to Jess than 5 percent of the acres directly converted by the project--0 pomnts

(9) Does the site have available adequate supply of farm support services and markets, i.e., fann suppliers,
equipment dealers, processing and storage facilities and farmer's markels?

401-36
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. Some seduction in demand for support services if the site is converted--9 to

‘Proposed project is tolerable 1o existing agricuitwral use of sumounding farmland--

Subpart C - Exhibits
401.24

401.24 Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) Rule.

All required services are available--5 points
Some required services are available--4 10 1 poini(s)
No required services are available--0 poinls

{10) Does the site bave substantial apd well-maiptained op-fanm nvestments.such as bams, other sforage
buildings, fruit trees and vines, field terraces, drolnage, urngation, waterways, or other soil and waler conservation

measures?

High amount of op-farm investment--20 points
Moderate amount of on-farm investmenpt-- 19 1o 1 point(s)
No on-farm investment--0 points

convertng farmland fo nopagricultural use, reduce the demand for farm

(11) Would the project at this site, by
ontivued existence of these support services and thus, the viabihity of the

Support services so as lo jeopardize the ¢
farms remaining in the area?

-10 points
1 powni(s)
ices 1f the site 3s converted+- 0 poiots

Substantal reduction in demand for support services if (he site i1s converted-

No significant reduction in demand for support serv

(12) 1Is the kind and intensity of the proposed use of tbe site sufTiciently incompatible with agriculture that itis
likely 1o contribute to the eventual conversion of swrounding farmland 1o penagricultural use?

Proposed project is ncompatible with existing agricultural use of swrounding farmland-- 10 points
9 1o 1 poini(s)

Proposed project is fully compatible with existiog agricultural use of surrounding farmland-- 0 points

+ (¢} Comidor-type Site Assessmment Criteria. The following criteria are 1o be used for projects that bave a linear or
comdor-type site configuration connecting two distant points, apd crossing several different tracts of land. These
mclude utility lines, highways, railroads, stream improvements, and flood control systems. Federal agencies are to
assess the suitability of each comdor-type site or design alternative for protection as farmland along with the Jand
evaluation information described io Sec. 658.4(a). All criteria for corridor-type sites will be scored as shown in Sec..

658.5(b) for other sites, except as poted below:

(1) Cnteria 5 and 6 will not be considered. _ i
(2) Criterion 8 will be scored on a scale of 010 25 points, and criterion 11 will be scored on a scale of 0 to 25

" points.



Form AD-1006

U.S. Department ol Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART | {70 be compfcted by Fodersi Agengy}

l Date Ol Land Evaluaton Requen:
)

Name Of Prejeat

' Federul Agency invelved

fruncsed Land Use

Ceunty And Staie
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Completing the AD-1006/ CPA-106 3.8 -



NRCS / NEDC

@wse Completing the AD-1006/CPA-106

* Where to find the form: The form should be provided by the
originating agency. NRCS has this as a paper copy or on'a CD.

* NRCSis initiating an electronic submission process for the AD-
1006. Maps and specific site information will still be needed to
process the request. The electronic submission process will
facilitate tracking and reporting responsibilities.

Steps in processing the AD-1006/CPA-106

» Originating agency: complete partsI and 1l and send to NRCS

* NRCS: Consider using register to track AD1006/CPA106 (see
exhibit)

* NRCS wil} complete parts 11, 1V, V

* NRCS steps to complete form

* Part]l: date received by NRCS e
Information in this section should be in the tocakfield office. If
this is not available, contact soils section in state office for

- guidance. ' ‘ dade
* Part1V. This information should be in lecal-fiekd office. If thisis
not available, contact appropriate soil scientist, '
* Part V This information should be in the b@ba{—f*é}; office. If it

is not available, contact appropriate soil scientist.

* NRCS returns AD-1006/CPA-106 to originating agency

* Part Vland VII: completed by originating agency (section 658.5
of Farmland Protection Policy Actlist the specific criteria for
scoring)

* Alternative Site Rating: If the total SA and LE score exceeds 160

alternative sites must be considered. 404.5 (310-GM) requires 2
altematives for scores between 160 and 220 and 3 alternatives

for scores over 220.

* Originating agency returns completed form to NRCS

: Completing the AD-1006/ CPA-106: 3.2:



 Putting the Farmland Protection Policy’ Act to Work

Completmg Forj}1 AD-1006, Steps 1-7

Step 1. Federal agenoes involved in proposed projécts that may
convert farm]and, as defined in the Farmland Protection Policy -

Act (FFPA) to nonagricultural used, will initially complete Parts
F'and JI1 of this form.

- Step 2. Originator will send three copies of AD 1006 together with maps
indicating locations of the site( s) to the Natural Resources
Conservation Service (NRCS) lee&—ﬁﬁ?}d office and retain one
copy for your files. A list of NRCS field offices is available from
the NRCS State Conservationist in each or from the NRCS

website.

Step 3. NRCS will return 2 copies of the AD1006 to the originating
federal agency within 10 working days of receipt of the request
unless a land evaluation has not been completed or a site visit is
required (30 working days are allowed if a land evaluation must

be completed or a site visit must be made). If more than 10 days
are required, NRCS will notify the agency of the need for
additional time, up to 30 working days. See exhibit 403.26.

Step 4. In cases where farmland covered by the FPPA will be converted
by the proposed project; NRCS field offices will complete parts
LTV, and V of the form.

Step 5. NRCS will return 2 copies of the form to the federal agency
mvolved in the project. (One copy will be retained for NRCS

records).

Step 6. The federal agency involved in the proposed project will
complete parts VI and VII of the form.

Step 7. The federal agency involved in the proposed project will make a
determination as to whether the proposed conversion is
consistent with the FPPA and the agencies internal policies.
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	ReqDat: December 10, 2003
	ProjNam: US31 - Plymouth to South Bend
	Prouse: Freeway Highway System
	CouSt: Marshall & St. Joseph Counties, IN
	reqDat: 12/22/2003
	Implndn: Off
	Implndy: Yes
	Acirr: 
	AvgFm: 175 ac
	MajCrp: Corn
	fmac: 583,309
	fm%: 85
	ffpa: 423,827
	ffpa%: 73
	system: LESA
	ssys: 
	dteval: 1/7/2004
	totda: 696.0
	totdb: 631.8
	totdc: 714.5
	totdd: 
	totia: 
	totib: 
	totic: 
	totid: 
	totala: 696
	totalb: 631.8
	totalc: 714.5
	totald: 0
	putot: 450.2
	putotb: 416.7
	putotc: 556.3
	putotd: 
	sltot: 49.0
	sltotb: 50.4
	sltotc: 40.5
	sltotd: 
	%con: .119
	%conb: .108
	%conc: .122
	%cond: 
	%sohv: 52.0
	%sohvb: 52.0
	%sohvc: 44.0
	%sohvd: 
	max1: 15
	anu: 14
	anub: 13
	anuc: 14
	anud: 
	max2: 10
	pnu: 10
	pnub: 9
	pnuc: 10
	pnud: 
	max3: 20
	%farmd: 8
	%farmdb: 9
	%farmdc: 9
	%farmdd: 
	max4: 20
	prot: 0
	protb: 0
	protc: 0
	protd: 
	max5: 0
	dfuba: 0
	dfubab: 0
	dfubac: 0
	dfubad: 
	max6: 0
	duss: 0
	dussb: 0
	dussc: 0
	dussd: 
	max7: 10
	size: 10
	sizeb: 10
	sizc: 10
	sizd: 
	max8: 25
	conf: 0
	confb: 0
	confc: 0
	confd: 
	max9: 5
	afss: 5
	afssb: 5
	afssc: 5
	afssd: 
	max10: 20
	ofinv: 13
	ofinvb: 13
	ofinvc: 13
	ofinvd: 
	max11: 25
	effects: 0
	effectsb: 0
	effectsc: 0
	effectsd: 
	max12: 10
	comp: 5
	compb: 5
	compd: 
	compc: 5
	lec1: 70
	lecb: 69
	lecc: 72
	lecd: 0
	selsit: 
	seldat: 
	used: No
	Resna: 
	Resnc: Site B = Alternative E
	Resnb: Site A = Alternative C
	Resnd: Site C = Alternative G-C
	Resnf: 
	Resne: 
	totsab: 64
	totsac: 66
	totsad: 0
	totsaa: 65
	gtota: 135
	gtotb: 133
	gtotc: 138
	gtotd: 0
	projNam: US31 - Plymouth to South Bend
	projTyp: Freeway Highway System
	dateReq: 3/18/05
	#pages: 1
	agency: FHWA
	county: Marshall & St. Joseph Counties, IN
	nrcsDat: 3/22/05
	author: 
	3yes: Yes
	3no: Off
	acresIrr: 
	avgFarm: 175 acres
	majorCrops: Corn
	acres6: 495,741
	percent7: 73
	acres7\: 423,827
	landEval: LESA
	localAssSys: 
	dateRet: 4/18/05
	3aa: 748.0
	3ab: 748.0
	3ac: 795.0
	3ad: 789.0
	3ba: 
	3bb: 
	3bc: 
	3bd: 
	3ca: 748
	3cb: 748
	3cc: 795
	3cd: 789
	4aa: 502.8
	4ab: 471.5
	4ac: 530.0
	4ad: 550.2
	4ba: 54.0
	4bb: 45.0
	4bc: 44.5
	4bd: 44.0
	4ca: 0.1
	4cb: 0.1
	4cc: 0.1
	4cd: 0.1
	4da: 52.0
	4db: 49.0
	4dc: 49.0
	4dd: 52.0
	61a: 14
	61b: 13
	61c: 14
	61d: 13
	62a: 10
	62b: 9
	62c: 10
	62d: 10
	63a: 9
	63b: 9
	63c: 13
	63d: 13
	64a: 0
	64b: 00
	64c: 0
	64d: 0
	65a: 10
	65b: 10
	65c: 10
	65d: 10
	66a: 00
	66b: 0
	66c: 0
	66d: 0
	67a: 5
	67b: 5
	67c: 5
	67d: 5
	68a: 13
	68b: 13
	68c: 13
	68d: 13
	69a: 0
	69b: 0
	69c: 0
	69d: 0
	610a: 5
	610b: 5
	610c: 5
	610d: 5
	5a: 73
	5b: 74
	5c: 76
	5d: 76
	tot6a: 66
	tot6b: 64
	tot6c: 70
	tot6d: 69
	tota: 139
	totb: 138
	totc: 146
	totd: 145
	corrSel: Alternative GEs
	totConv: 503 acres
	selectDat: 
	4ay: Off
	4no: Yes
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	signature: Rusty Yeager
	dateSigned: 4/20/05
	clrFrm: 
	alta: Alt Cs
	altb: Alt Es
	altc: Alt GCs
	altd: Alt GEs
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