5. Is the farms unit(s) containing the size (before the project) as large as the average-size

APPENDIX H
FARMLAND ASSESSMENT

The following corridor assessment criteria is used to determine the score of each alternative on
Form SCS-CPA-106, Farmland Conversion Impact Rating for Corridor Type Projects.

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 farmiand along with the land evaluation information.

1. How much land is in non-urban 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 non-urban 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. |s the 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

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 of
Farm Units in Operation with $1000 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

non-farmable because of interference with land patterns?
- Acreage equal to more than 25 percent of acres directly converted by the project - 25

_- 6. If the_site_is_chosen for the_project,_.how much of the remaining.land.on the farm will. become .. .. -

points
- Acreage equal to between 25 percent and 5 percent of the acres directly converted by

__the project- 24to 1point(s) - e
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- 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 farmers’ 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 buildings, 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 non-agricultural 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 - 24 to 1
point(s)

- No significant reduction in demand for support services if the site is converted - 0
points

10. Is the 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
non-agricultural 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
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"U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
-_.Soil Conservation Service

{1

:’ ] FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING
FOR CORRIDOR TYPE PROJECTS

SCS-CPA-08

0101

PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency)

PN

3. Date of Land Evaluation Request

2-/0

’76 4 Sheet 10! _ 2.

] ;’ Name of Project Royte 13 Corridor Study

5. Federal Agency Involved

Federal Highway Administration

2. Type of Project

4 Lane Divided Expressway

6. County and State Johnson County, Missouri

, — v
‘_"?ART Wl {To be completed by Federal Agency)

Alternative Corridor For Segment

A West B West A Near East A Far East
A. Total Acres To Be Cunveried Directly (ROW. 300ft/600ft) |47/ 23y | 42 /7:/1 Y62 /923 |¥73/9¢5
"';3. - Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly, Or To Receive Services ‘- - -
C. Total Acres In Corridor %7/ 939 Y2/ /7{1L ¥c2 /923 ?73/7?_5"

{Scare of D

DART Vi (To be completed by Federal Agency) Corrldor

"72.4% R fFlgl

e

,DAT

Maximum
I) issessmeanr/rerla (These criteris are explalned in 7 CFR 658.5(c)) Points
| »'A 1. Area In Nonurban Use 15 15 (s 15 15
2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 10 /0 /o /0 Jds)
!’ | 3. Percent Of Corridor Being Farmed 20 /7 17 47 /7
: | _4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 o (=) o (]
8. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average . 10 /0 /0 /0 /0
~ 6. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland 25 i) (2] 0 o
i | 7. Availability Of Farm Support Services ” S / / { /
8. On-Farm Investments 20 /5 /5 /0 /70
___ 8. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 25 5 5 5 5
'{ {_10._Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 g 5 5 5
“ } TOTAL CORRIDOR ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 73 78 73 73
PART Vil (To be completed by Federal Agency) - N 7
i Relative Value Of Farmiand (From Part V) 100 8/ !/ 81/ 8 )
Total Corridor Assessment (From Part Vi above or a local site 160 "
(| assessment ) : 73 78 73 73
{
B . -
-} TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 /5'7 /5'7 /5';/ /5}/
(1. Corridor Selected: 2. Total Acres of Farmlands to be |3. Date Of Selection: 4. Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
- . Converted by Project: P-285-75
| | AFar East 473/ 945
- - - i - - -ves~{H] No- X S e e
i | Reason For Selection:
L . . ,
——-l.eastimpact-to-the-aquatic-environment - |
)
Sngnature ol Ferson Completing This Part: E

qu...n_ /P /957

L DTE: Coriglete a form forkehch seament with more-than-one- Alterrnamw= Comdor

-




¥ - |
= “US. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE SCS-CPA-106A ‘
01-91 '

Se
- S0i Gonservaton Service FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING
3 ] FOR CORRIDOR TYPE PROJECTS :
Name of Project Rte 12 SheetNo. =z |
Alternative Corridor For Segment
)PARTI (To be completed by Federal Agency) B Far East . J

A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly ([3{ O.W. 300 ft / 600 ft) s502//003
]B Total Acres 1o Be Converted indirecty, Or To Recelve Services T -

}

Lo02,/ /003

iC Total Acres In"Corridor

. PART v (To be comp/atod by Federal Agency) Corrldor
SAssassment Criteria (These criteria are explalned In 7 CFR 656.5(c)) Points

[ 171, Area In Nonurban Use 1 (s

2. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 10 A- :
{ ! 3. Percent Of Corridor Being Farmed 20 /7 ]‘
| 4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 o |

5. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average 10 /0 ’
(" 6. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmiand 25 o) ;
} | 7. Availability Of Farm Suppont Services 5 / |
s 8. On-Farm Investments : 20 .| /5 !
— 9. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 25 5 |
{ i 10. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 c !
') TOTAL CORRIDOR ASSESSMENT POINTS o 160 28

("JPART V (To be completed by Federal Agency) j
| .
«\ ) Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part llf) 100 £S5 ‘

Total Corridor Assessment (From Part IV above or a local site ) 160
7 assessment ) 78 .

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 /4/'3
\r' -1. Corndor Selected: 2. Total Acres Convened: 3. Date Of Selecbon: 4. Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
? g
Vo
i; }S. Reason For Selection:
see. sheetl /NVe. /
{ 1
[ l :
]
L)
i
e i - Z
) . Signature of Person Compieting This Form: DATE |
o . L [ S ———— — L
NOTE Comolem a form for each csegment with more than one Ahorna'«ve Corrldo'
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE SCS-CPA-106
,—Soil Conservation Service 0191

] FARMLAND CCONVERSION IMPACT RATING
\ " FOR CORRIDOR TYPE PROJECTS

_PART | (To be completed by Federal Agency) 3. Date of Land Evaluation Request 2z ~s0-%¢ 4q. Shost 10 _|

| NameolProiect  poute 13 Corridor Study

5. Foderal Ageney involved 1o Jeral Highway Administration

2 TypeolProject 4 ) ane Divided Expressway 6. County and State  Henry County, Missouri

: R / Alternative Corridor For Segment
VART )l (To be completed by Federal Agenc
(T pleted by gency) AlLA__ [AEastOption | AL B AL 1Rte 7
,A. Total Acres To Be Converied Directly (R.O.W. 300 ft / 600 ft) Y54 /F07 ‘/27/ 853 397 /798 | 151/ 302
. |. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly, Or To Receive Services - 7= <
{ . Total Acres In Corridor ] ysy/ 907 72 7/553 392/ 798 [5/ /302
i"°ART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Corridor Maximum
| |ssessment Criteria (These crlteris are explalned in 7 CFR 658.5(c)) Points )
- 1. Area In Nonurban Use 15 /1S /5 /5 /5
2. Perimeter in Nonurban Use 10 /0 /0 /o /0
" ; 3. Percent Of Corridor Being Farmed 20 /6 /6 /6 /6
' 4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government 20 o o (o) o
__5. Size Oi Present Farm Unit.Compared To Average . 10 70 /0 /0 /0
i~ 6. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmiand 25 o [=] o [«]
4 | 7. Availability Of Farm Support Services " S / / / /
"~ 8. On-Famm Investments 20 Ly /0 /5 ‘0~
. 9. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services 25 5 5 5 5
| : 10. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use 10 - 5 . 5 5
\ TOTAL CORRIDOR ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 . é? 72 7 7 72
",P'{\RT VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency) o o D
1 — -
! | Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 59 59 59 £5
Total Corridor Assessment (From Part Vi above or a local site 160 ’
| |assessment) &7 72 77 72
i .
* / TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 /26 /3/ /36 /37
1. Corridor Selected: 2. Total Acres of Farmlands to be |3. Date Of Selection; 4. Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
. . Converted by Project: ~)&5-55
LAt AwithAlt. 1Rte7 |- ?-25 ‘
IR S RS NS ,,695,,/,,1,209,, e "'”-"*YES"'B’Z' NO- M,,, O

! |Reason For Selection:

_ﬁ____._‘l Least.impact to_the aquatic.environment

2. Most compatible with staged construction
3 Utlllty of lnterlm prOJects completed

! - [ S

TITE: Complefe”a form for eacﬁéeomem wnh more than one Alternatlve COI’rIdOr s s

Signature of Person Completing This Part. — - . D;'IV'E
3 72:,/%: (O FLpr - ! ,L,Jm AN J A




