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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Good afternoon In addition to my duties as one of the agronomist here at the center in Greensboro, I have also temporarily been assigned duties as the CDSI / FMI POC, which Anthony Burns was responsible for before he retired in July 2013.

I would like to start off with a disclaimer to this new land use planning criteria and say that it is a dynamic process and is ever changing and as you will see it has changed in just past few weeks and we will probably see more changes  over the next year.

We will begin by talking about the changes to our land use designations. Then move into the changes to resource concerns and introduce a new term called planning criteria. Finally, we will cover progress reporting.



Land Use Changes 
Before Oct 1st : 15 Land Uses 
After Oct 1st: 10 Land Uses 

Progress Reporting 
New Business Rules 

 

Evaluating, Documenting, and Reporting Progress 
using NRCS’ New Land Use Planning Criteria 

Resource Concern Changes 
Before Oct 1st : 72 Concerns 
After Oct 1st: 31 Concerns 



Land Use Changes 
Before Oct 1st : 15 Land Uses 
After Oct 1st: 10 Land Uses 

Why were Land Uses changed? 
 
What are the changes? 
 
What are modifiers?   
 
How are modifiers used with the new Land Uses? 



Land Use 

• Definition of land use in the National Planning 
Procedures Handbook (NPPH): 
– “a term used by NRCS to identify the intent of the 

client with regard to the purpose to which a land 
unit is to be put”. 

– In other words land use designations 
communicate the purpose of human activity on 
the land. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
This is the land use definition that is currently in the NRCS National Planning Procedures Handbook, which is to identify the intent of the client with regard to the purpose to which a land unit is to be put. But if you want to make it into simpler terms: these designations communicate the purpose of human activity on the land.



Land Use – Issues with Current 

• 15 conservation land use designations are 
defined in the NPPH 

• Several are: 
– Poorly defined 
– Unable to provide a clear purpose 
– Difficult to apply 
– Unable to represent the planning scenario accurately 
– Competing when the land use has multiple purposes 
– Rarely used 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Prior to October 2013 there were 15 designations in the NPPH and after there are 10.

So, you might ask why make these changes? Well here are the reasons:

Many were defined poorly, did not provide a clear purpose, were difficult to apply, did not accurately represent the planning area, and when the land use had different purposes then there was competing designations, and some of the designations were rarely used.



Land Use – Issues with Current 

• Inconsistent application of land use 
complicates efforts to conduct: 
– Area-wide inventories and assessments 

• Conducting National Resource Inventory (NRI) 

– Program ranking & funding 
• Use in the Application Evaluation and Ranking Tool 

(AERT) 

– Modeling analysis 
• Conservation Effects Assessment Project (CEAP) 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
These inconsistencies further complicated work on assessments such as the National Resource Inventory (NRI),  the use of the Application Evaluation and Ranking Tool (AERT) to do Program ranking and funding, and doing modeling analysis in the Conservation Effects Assessment Project (CEAP).



Conservation Delivery Streamlining 
Process 

• Unclear or competing land use designations 
have been removed 

• Changes are sensitive to legacy land use 
descriptions 

• Introduces Land Use “modifiers” to more 
accurately define the land’s actual use and 
management. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
In the Conservation Delivery Streamlining Process the follow tasks have been completed as they relate to land uses:

Designations that were unclear or competing were removed.

Changes that were made were sensitive to legacy land use descriptions.

Land use modifiers are being used to define the land’s actual use and management.



Names 
Before October 1, 2013 

Names 
After October 1, 2013 

Crop 

Forest 

Grazed Forest 

Grazed Range 

Hay 

Headquarters 

Mined 

Native or Naturalized Pasture 

Natural Area 

Pasture 

Recreation 

Urban 

Water 

Watershed Protection 

Wildlife 

No Category Listed 

Crop 

Forest 

Forest 

Range 

Crop 

Farmstead 

Other 

Pasture 

Designated Protection Area 

Pasture 

Recreation 

Developed Land 

Water 

Watershed Protection 

Wildlife 

Associated Agriculture Lands 



Land Use Changes - Crop 
• Prior to October 1, 2013 

– Crop: Land used primarily for the 
production of field crops or orchard crops 
alone or in association with sod crops. 

– Hay: Land on which perennial plants are 
managed and harvested for hay. (Annual 
plants planted for hay, and forage crops in 
short-term rotation are cropland) 

• After October 1, 2013 
– Crop: Land used primarily for the 

production and harvest of annual or 
, food, fiber, 

horticultural, orchard, vineyard, or 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The following slides describe the current definitions, which are in small print under the heading of prior to October 1, 2013, and the revised definitions are in larger print under the heading of after October 1, 2013.

The definition of crop now combines two land uses crop and hay. In the new definition perennial field, forage crops were added to encompass hay and energy crops were also added.





Land Use Changes - Forest 
• Prior to October 1, 2013 

– Forest: Land on which the primary vegetation is forest (climax, natural, or introduced 
plant community) and use is primarily for production of wood products. 

– Grazed Forest: Forest land that produces understory vegetation that is used for the 
production of livestock. 

– Native or Naturalized Pasture: Forest land that is used primarily for the production of 
forage for grazing by livestock rather than for the production of wood products. 
Overstory trees are removed or managed to promote the native or introduced 
understory vegetation occurring on the site. This vegetation is managed for its forage 
value through the use of grazing management principles. 

• After October 1, 2013 
– Forest: 

. Land on which 
the primary vegetation is tree cover (climax, natural, or 
introduced plant community) and use is primarily for production 
of wood products or non-timber forest products. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
In the beginning of this webinar I made the disclaimer that these changes are dynamic and subject to change – well here is one that occur a few weeks ago.

Forest: Land on which the historic and/or introduced vegetation is predominantly tree cover managed for the production of wood products or non-timber forest products.

This new definition basically clarified the items that were in paraphases in the definition.






Land Use Changes - Range 
• Prior to October 1, 2013 

– Grazed Range: Rangeland that is used primarily for the production of domestic livestock. 
Includes native plant communities and those seeded to native or introduced species, or 
naturalized by introduced species, that are ecologically managed using range 
management principles. 

• After October 1, 2013 
– Range: 

 Land used primarily for the production 
of grazing animals. Includes native plant communities and those 
seeded to native or introduced species, or naturalized by 
introduced species that are ecologically managed using range 
management principles. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Like the recent change to the Forest definition here is a change to range:

Range: Land on which the historic and/or introduced vegetation is predominantly grasses, grass-like plants, forbs, or shrubs managed as a natural ecosystem. Rangeland may include natural grasslands, savannas, shrublands, tundra, alpine communities, marshes and meadows.

Like forest the newest definition has the first sentence which includes the historic and/or introduced vegetation and the names of plant types. It also gives a list of the different plant communities where range land may exist.




Land Use Changes - Pasture 
• Prior to October 1, 2013 

– Pasture: Grazing lands composed of 
introduced or domesticated native forage 
species that are used primarily for the 
production of domestic livestock. They 
receive periodic renovation and/or cultural 
treatments, such as tillage, fertilization, 
mowing, weed control, and may be irrigated. 
They are not in rotation with crops. 

• After October 1, 2013 
– Pasture: Land composed of introduced 

or domesticated native forage species 
that is used primarily for the 

. Pastures 
receive periodic renovation and 
cultural treatments, such as tillage, 
fertilization, mowing, weed control, 
and may be irrigated. Pastures are not 
in rotation with crops. 

 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Pasture definition did not change a lot. The new definition deleted domestic when defining the type of livestock..





Land Use Changes - Farmstead 

• Prior to October 1, 2013 
– Headquarters: Land used for dwellings, barns, pens, corrals, or other facilities used 

in connection with farm and ranch operations. 

• After October 1, 2013 
– Farmstead: Land used for facilities and supporting 

infrastructure where farming, 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The headquarters land use name was changed to farmstead. The new definition was expanded to include forestry activities. It also contained additional narrative on containment of animals, which would encompasses Confined Animal Feeding Operation (CAFO) operations being planned under Comprehensive Nutrient Management Plans (CNMPs).



Land Use Changes – Designated 
Protection Area 

• Prior to October 1, 2013 
– Natural Area: Land or water used for the 

preservation, protection, and observation of 
the existing resources, archaeological or 
historical interpretation, resource 
interpretation, or for aesthetic value. Some of 
these may be officially designated by 
legislation or other authorities. 

• After October 1, 2013 
– Land or 

water used for the preservation, 
protection, and observation of the 
existing resources, archaeological or 
historical interpretation, resource 
interpretation, or for aesthetic value. 
These areas are officially designated 
by legislation or other authorities. 

 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The Natural Area land use had a name change to Designated Protection Area. The definition remains much the same with the addition of an example at the end of the new definition: legislated natural or scenic areas and rural burial plots.



Land Use Changes – Developed Land 

• Prior to October 1, 2013 
– Urban: Land occupied by buildings and 

related facilities used for residences, 
industrial sites, institutional sites, 
public highways, airports, and similar 
uses associated with towns and cities. 

• After October 1, 2013 
– Developed Land: Land occupied 

by buildings and related facilities 
used for residences, 

, public highways, airports, 
and associated with 
towns and cities. 

 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Urban land was renamed Developed Land. The old definition was revised by changing the word institutional sites to commercial sites and changing similar uses to open space.



Land Use Changes - Water 
• Prior to October 1, 2013 

– Water: A geographic area whose 
dominant characteristic is open water, 
but which may include a large 
proportion of intermingled land, 
including coastal marsh lands. 

• After October 1, 2013 
– Water: Geographic area whose 

dominant characteristic is open 
water or . 
May include intermingled land, 
including 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The water land uses definition had the addition of permanent ice or snow and tidal-influenced coastal marsh lands.



Land Use Changes – Associated 
Agriculture Lands 

• Prior to October 1, 2013 
– No category was listed for this land use. 

 

• After October 1, 2013 

 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Associated Agriculture Lands was a new land use designation. These are areas such as pivot corners, ditches and watercourses, riparian areas, field edges, seasonal and permanent wetlands.



Land Use Changes - Other 

• Prior to October 1, 2013 
– Mined: Land on which the soil has 

been disturbed by the mining of 
minerals. 

• After October 1, 2013 
: Land that is barren, 

sandy, rocky, or that is 
impacted by the extraction of 
natural resources, such as 
minerals, 

. 

 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Mined land was renamed Other land and the definition was expanded to include gravel or sand, shale, and rock in addition to other minerals, such as coal, oil and natural gas.



Land Use Changes 

• Eliminated the following: 
: Land and water used and managed for 

recreational purposes. 
: Land managed and used 

specifically for water production into streams, 
rivers, lakes, and aquifers. 

: Land or water used, protected, and 
managed primarily as habitat for wildlife. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The following land uses were eliminated: recreation, watershed protection, and wildlife.



Land Use Changes 

• Modifiers 
– Modifiers provided a level of specificity and help 

describe how the land is actually managed. 
: Applied when an operational system is 

present and managed to supply water. 
: Applied when the client is actively managing 

for wildlife, and management is reflected in the 
conservation plan through the application of practices 
that are beneficial to wildlife. 

: Applied when grazing animals impact how land 
is managed and influence the conservation plan. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
This shows the three modifiers:

Irrigated is used when an irrigation system is present and being managed to supply water.

Wildlife is used when a client is actively managing for wildlife and the practices that are applied in the conservation plan are beneficial to wildlife.

Grazed is applied on land where grazing animals are managed.




Using the Modifiers ~ Hypothetical Examples 

Drop 
Down Box 
Modifiers 
If needed 

Irrigated 

Wildlife 

Grazed 

Land Use Names 
After October 1, 2013 

Farmstead 

Other 

Developed Land 

Water 

Crop 

Forest 

Range 

Pasture 

Associated Agriculture Lands 

Designated Protection Area 

Crop Grazed 

Forest Wildlife 

Forest Grazed 

Range Wildlife 

Range Grazed 

Pasture Irrigated 

Pasture Grazed 

Associated Agriculture Lands Wildlife 

Crop Irrigated 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
This slide shows a hypothetical example on how these modifiers could work with the land uses. On the left are the land uses and then the planner would select the appropriate modifier and on the right you could have the possible combinations.

That completes the section on land use changes and hopefully I answered some the questions that I asked at the beginning. Madalene do we have any questions. 




Why was the number of Resource Concerns reduced? 
 
What is the general definition of a Resource Concern? 
 
Example:  Why is Soil Erosion a Resource Concern?   
 
What are screening level criteria? 
 
What is an “assessment level”? 
   
How does it differ from screening level criteria? 

Resource Concern Changes 
Before Oct 1st : 72 Concerns 
After Oct 1st: 31 Concerns 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
This next section will be on changes to the Resource Concerns and the planning criteria.

Here again are some thought provoking questions for you all to ponder.



Resource Concerns and Planning 
Criteria 

• In FY 13 CDSI business teams gathered 
feedback and comments from NRCS 
employees on the following tasks: 

 1. Identify changes needed to improve the 
     understanding and use of the resource 
     concerns. 
 2. Simplify the planning criteria. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The CDSI teams evaluated  the resource concerns and the planning criteria, which used to be called “quality criteria”.



Resource Concerns and Planning 
Criteria 

• The following actions occurred: 
– Planning criteria now allows States to use State-

identified measurement and assessment tools. 
– List of resources concerns were reduced to 31 
– Clarification was provided on the relationship 

between the resource concerns and the resource 
concern components needed by planners to 
accurately plan and evaluate conservation systems 
that address resource issues. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
From the feedback that was received the following actions occurred:
           The planning criteria allows States to use State identified measurement and   
            assessment tools.
            
            Resource concerns were reduced from 72 to 31.

             For today’s webinar I will just look at a few of the concerns.

            The relationship between resource concerns and the components were 
            clarified, so that planners could better plan and evaluate conservation systems.



Resource Concerns and Planning 
Criteria 

• The following actions occurred: 
– Resource concerns and components will be 

integrated into Toolkit V7, Conservation Practice 
Physical Effects (CPPE), and the Program Contracts 
System (ProTracts) when new releases are 
deployed. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Training is being completed on version 7 of Toolkit and it will be rolled out next week.



Presenter
Presentation Notes
This was a word document that was sent out which described each of the 31 resource concerns and how they would be screened and assessed. This is housed in each State’s FOTG under Section III – Conservation Management Systems.

The first column that I have highlighted is the definition of a resource concern. We will now zoom in to that definition.




Resource Concern Definition / Cause 

• Expected degradation of the soil, water, plant, 
or animal resource base to an extent that the 
sustainability or intended use of the resource 
is impaired. 

 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The definition of a resource concern is the degradation of the soil, water, plant, or animal resource base to an extent that the sustainability or intended use is impaired.

The “Cause” is the specific reason or threat to the resource that results in the resource concern.

Picture on left shows the resource concern called Livestock Production Limitation – Inadequate feed and forage

Picture on right shows the resource concern called Soil Erosion – Sheet, rill & wind erosion and this one is wind erosion



Resource Concern Description 

• Detachment and 
transportation of soil 
particles caused by 
rainfall runoff/splash, 
irrigation runoff or wind 
that degrades soil 
quality. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Here is a description of the Soil Erosion – Sheet, rill, and wind erosion resource concern.

The definition is the detachment and transportation of soil particles. The cause is rainfall runoff/splash, irrigation runoff or wind that degrades soil quality.



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Land uses are listed in the column next to the description of the resource concern.

Some of the land uses have an * by them indicate that these have a required assessment.

The next column is the component. For planning purposes, some of the resource concerns are divided into components where there is a clear distinction in the causal factors, the mitigating actions, and the anticipated environmental effect. In this example with Water Quality the components are either Excess nutrients in surface water or excess nutrients in groundwater.





Screening Level 

• Screening level criteria are 
defined to identify sites 
with conditions that have 
little or no probability of 
needing additional 
treatment to address the 
specific resource concern 

• Example with water quality 
is the screening level for 
cropland is organic or 
inorganic nutrients are not 
applied AND PLU is not 
grazed. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The next column is the screening level and it is defined as sites with conditions that have little or no probability of needing additional treatment to address the specific resource concern.



Screening Level 

• If the site meets the 
screening level criteria, then 
no other assessment is 
needed to document that 
planning criteria are met on 
this site 

• Example with water quality 
the screening level for 
cropland is organic or 
inorganic nutrients are not 
applied AND PLU is not 
grazed. So, if the above 
conditions are present then 
no assessment is needed. If 
nutrients are applied and 
the PLU is grazed then an 
assessment is required. 



Assessment 

• Act of assessing the physical condition or 
extent of management applied 

• Assessment level – A statement describing the 
physical condition or extent of management 
applied that is used by planners to determine 
if the resource concern planning criteria have 
been met. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Assessment is defined as the act of assessing the physical condition or the extent of management that has been applied.

An assessment level is a description of the physical condition or the extent of the management that has been applied. Planners use these levels to determine if the planning criteria for a resource concern has been met.



Assessment 

• Two levels: 
– Screening level – Simple true-false statements of 

easily observable conditions planners can use to 
identify sites that have little or no probability of 
needing additional treatment to address the 
specific resource concern. 

– Basic level – Criteria used when a site does not 
pass the screening level or when no screening 
level criteria are defined. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
There are two levels to the assessment and we have already covered the screening level. The basic level is criteria that is used when a site does not meet the screening level criteria or where no screening level criteria has been defined.



Assessment 

• Methods: 
– Procedural – For some resources, planners use 

well-defined procedures to acquire data used to 
determine the resource condition. An example is 
determining the ecological health of rangeland 
using the Interpreting Indicators of Rangeland 
Health protocol. The appropriate discipline 
handbook or manual may be consulted for more 
information. 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The following are different methods of doing an assessment.

The first is procedural where a planner would use a defined procedure to acquire data to assess the resource condition.

An example would be using a technical reference called Interpreting Indicators of Rangeland Health protocol to determine the ecological health of rangeland.





Assessment 

– Predictive – The condition of some resources is 
best assessed using models created to predict the 
probability of an outcome. An example is using 
RUSLE2 to estimate sheet and rill erosion rates. 

– Observation – Where standard procedures to 
measure or model the condition of resources do 
not exist, planners often rely on direct observation 
or information provided by the client through an 
interview. Observation always implies onsite 
investigation. 
 



Presenter
Presentation Notes
An example of the observation method is a classic gully. The planner discerns the stability of the side slopes, amount of head-cutting activity, or erosion in the bottom of the gully.



Assessment 

– Deduction – When it is impractical to measure, 
model, or observe resource conditions, planners 
may rely on reason to deduce the status of a 
resource. Often, the deductive approach is related 
to treatment standards. In this case, the planner 
must assume that a certain condition is met if 
specific treatment is applied, and conversely, if the 
specific treatment is not applied, a less desirable 
condition will result. Planners must frequently rely 
on deductive methods to address offsite effects. 



Presenter
Presentation Notes
For example, the delivery of dissolved nutrients to groundwater may not be a practical resource concern to measure, and until predictive tools are readily available, the planner can deduce whether or not a problem exists based on other sources of information. If a client utilizes all reasonable nutrient management techniques and has significantly modified the rate, timing, or both of nutrients applied to a field, the planner may deduce that the field in question is no longer a significant source of nutrients entering the groundwater.




Presenter
Presentation Notes
Back to our Water Quality example. The screening level for crop is Organic or inorganic nutrients are not applied AND PLU is not grazed. So, if both were answered Yes then the planner would move onto an assessment level. The assessment level for  crop and the excess nutrients in surface water is Nutrient and amendment applications are based on soil or tissue tests and nutrient budgets for realistic yields AND Conservation practices and managements are in place to minimize surface water impacts

Assessment tools: For excess nutrients in surface and groundwater in the crop land use the tools are Client input / planner observation and the development of a nutrient budget.

For pasture the assessment tools are PCS – Pasture Condition Score and development of a nutrient budget.




Presenter
Presentation Notes
This slide shows the wildlife modifier is used with all the land uses and the assessment levels and tools.

In this example you will notice that there are no screening levels, so these will go directly to an assessment level.

For the component: Quantity, quality of food is inadequate to meet requirements of identified fish, wildlife or invertebrate species. 

The assessment level is a Wildlife Habitat Suitability Index rating greater than or equal to 0.5 AND (when surface stream present) then a Stream Visual Assessment Protocal (SVAP2) – fish habitat complexity element score greater than or equal to 7 AND SVAP2 – aquatic invertebrate habitat element score is greater than or equal to 7 
OR
Conservation practices and management are in place that meet or exceed species or guild-specific habitat model thresholds.
OR
Food is available in quality and extent to support habitat requirements for the species of interest.

The assessment tools are:
Species-specific wildlife habitat assessment tools, SVAP2, and generalized WHS Index finalized by States, and detailed models by selected species and habitat type.




Presenter
Presentation Notes
This slide shows the grazing modifier with the assessment levels and tools.

Again with this modifier there is no screening level.

The assessment level that I have highlighted is: Livestock forage, roughage and supplemental nutritional requirements addressed.

Assessment tools are: Client input / planner observation
                                        GRAS – Grassland Resource Analysis System



Other Planning Documents 

• Exhibits in the National Planning Procedures 
Handbook (NPPH) 
– Sample Resource Concern Checklist 
– Resource Concern Factsheets 

 



Presenter
Presentation Notes
This resource concern checklist can be printed out and the planner can take this to field when doing their on-site resource inventory with the client. They can document the concern and the extent of the concern.



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Factsheet asks the following questions:
What is it? Wind or water erosion is the physical wearing of the earth’s surface

Why is it important? Erosion removes surface soil material (topsoil), reduces levels of soil organic matter, and contributes to the breakdown of soil structure.

What can be done about it? Soil erosion can be avoided by maintaining a protective cover on the soil and modifying the landscape to control runoff amounts and rates.

Then there are lists of causes and some practices that can be used as solutions.
This factsheet is on sheet, rill, and wind erosion, so if the cause was long and steep slopes, then a practice might be contour farming or a combination of residue management, terraces, and contour farming




Presenter
Presentation Notes
The CDSI team also developed these hardcopy checklists that can be printed out and taken to the field. These were developed to be used by the planners in the interim until the Conservation Desktop is rolled out and then these will be imbedded into that tool.
This one is for cropland and these are available on the CDSI Sharepoint site





Presenter
Presentation Notes
This slide shows the modifiers for wildlife and grazing.



New Land Uses and Land Use 
Modifiers 

53 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Integration with other tools – Toolkit 7

In the Land Use block click the drop down for the list of land uses and the window below contains the three modifiers that can be selected.

That completes our section on the changes to the resource concerns and planning criteria. Madalene do we have any questions.



 
 
 

• What the new rules as they pertain to modifiers? 
• What is the new reporting system? 

Progress Reporting 
New Business Rules 

 



Reporting Progress – Land Uses & Modifiers 

• “When the business rules for land uses changes, the 
following table reflects the migration of land uses and 
modifiers. When this migration occurs, the business rules 
in the performance measures will be updated 
accordingly.” (PRS Business definitions document)  

• Priority = maintain consistency in existing reporting   
• New performance measures may be restricted to land 

uses with required modifiers 
• Specifics on use of land use modifiers for new 

performance measures are not yet developed 
• Use of modifiers for performance measures will be 

approved by the National Technical Data Stewards 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Our final section is on the reporting progress. I would like to thank Laura Morton, who is with the Strategic & Performance Planning Division for providing the following slides and if we have any questions on this I will direct them to her.

The Performance Results System (PRS) will be changing to the Comprehensive Agency Reporting System (CARS).



Current Measure Land uses permitted Post-migration – Reporting Changes 

1.10 – Soil Quality Crop and hay Hay land use will be eliminated, hay 
will become a cover type. No acreage 
changes as hay will be migrated to crop 

1.11 – Soil health Crop  None 

1.13 – SHMS Crop  None 

2.10 – Water Quality All land uses None 

2.20 – Water Quantity All land uses except CPC 
533, which must be on 
crop or hay  

None as hay will be migrated to crop 

2.26 – IWM/Water mgt All land uses  None 

3.11 – Grazing land 
conservation 

Grazed range, grazed 
forest, native/naturalized 
pasture, and pasture. 
Former cropland being 
converted to pasture is 
also eligible.  

The grazed modifier is set when 
migrating the NCP land uses of ‘grazed 
forest’ , ‘grazed range’, ‘pasture’, and 
‘Native/Naturalized Pasture’. 
 
Data will be monitored to make sure 
modifiers are reflected. 

3.30 – Wetlands All land uses No changes 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
I have selected the following to cover in this table:
Soil Quality

Water Quality

Grazing land conservation



Current Measure Land uses permitted Post-migration – Reporting Changes 

3.12 – Acres of 
prescribed grazing 

Grazed range, grazed forest, 
native and naturalized 
pasture, pasture 

The grazed modifier is set when 
migrating the NCP land uses of ‘grazed 
forest’ , ‘grazed range’, ‘pasture’, and 
‘Native/Naturalized Pasture’. 
 
Data will be monitored to make sure 
modifiers are reflected. 

3.21 – Wildlife 
conservation 

All land uses For consistency, no changes to require a 
wildlife modifier are planned for this 
measure at this time.   
 
New performance measures could be 
developed using wildlife modifier to 
capture landowner wildlife conservation 
objectives. 

3.30 – Wetlands All land uses No changes 

3.40 – Forest land 
conservation 

Forest and grazed forest No changes. No modifiers required or 
prohibited. 

6.15 – Stewardship 
activities (CSP) 

Crop, pasture, range, forest No changes 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Examples: Wildlife conservation

                    Forest land conservation

                    Stewardship activities



References 

• Circular #180 – 14 – 1 
• National Planning Procedures Handbook 
• National and State Resource Concerns and 

Planning Criteria – FOTG Section III 
• CDSI Sharepoint: 

https://nrcs.sc.egov.usda.gov/cdsi/display/Resource%20Concerns.aspx 
 

• Toolkit – Contact Kristie Mckinley - NRCS, Fort 
Worth, TX  

• PRS – Contact Laura Morton - NRCS, Scarborough, 
ME   

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Here is a list of references and contacts.



References 

• East Region CDSI/FMI Point of Contact: 
– Steve Boetger – NRCS 
– 336-370-3362 
– Steve.boetger@gnb.usda.gov 

 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
My contact information.



Land Use Changes 
Before Oct 1st : 15 Land Uses 
After Oct 1st: 10 Land Uses 

Progress Reporting 
New Business Rules 

 

Evaluating, Documenting, and Reporting Progress 
using NRCS’ New Land Use Planning Criteria 

Resource Concern Changes 
Before Oct 1st : 72 Concerns 
After Oct 1st: 31 Concerns 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
We have now completed the three sections of this presentation and hopefully have answered the questions that we started with. I want to thank you all for attending this webinar. I would like to turn it back to our terrific moderator, Madalene, to see if there are any more questions. 
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