lowa EQIP Prescreening Tool 10/1/2016

Instructions:

This Prescreening Tool will be completed for each eligible producer applying for EQIP assistance under fund code. The goal of
this Prescreening Tool is to ensure that conservation technical assistance and EQIP program benefits are efficiently allocated to address priority
conservation needs. Completion of this worksheet and documentation does not constitute agreement to provide EQIP program benefits or approval of
an EQIP contract. The original Prescreening Tool worksheet must be filed with the applicant case file or EQIP program file and the screening priority
(High, Medium, and/or Low) will be recorded in ProTracts. Upon request, a copy of any completed Prescreening Tool may be provided to the
applicant. All applications must be entered in ProTracts, including priority determination and estimate of EQIP cost. High priority
applications will be ranked. Medium priority applications will not be ranked until all High priority applications have been funded. Low
Priority applications will not be ranked.

Applicant Name: County:
Application Number: Field Office:
Evaluator Name: Date:

A. The application includes planned practices that will achieve a higher level of treatment for soil erosion on Cropland, i.e. planned practices
will achieve improved soil erosion protection.

Yes, (3 points) No, (0 points) N/A, (0 points)
A-2. The application includes the use of summer construction to spread out workload.
Yes, (2 point) No, (0 points) N/A, (0 points)

B. Is the application supported by a current conservation plant that includes field estimates, preliminary design based on engineering | & E
and necessary permits (as a minimum a jurisdictional determination from the Corps) (for Ag Waste the CNMP would be considered part of
the necessary permits) that addresses all resource concerns on the application land use type (e.g., Crop, Pasture, Forest, Farmstead etc.) at
the time of application?

Yes, (3 points) No, (0 points)

C. Do the planned practices in the application address the identified Ag related nonpoint source impairment within one of the following
water quality approved projects: TMDL, Watershed Protection Program Fund (WSPF), Water Protection Fund (WPF) EPA 319 Project,
lowa Watershed Improvement Review Board (IWIRB) Fund, or lowa Nutrient Reduction Strategy Priority Watersheds?

Yes, (3 points) No, (0 points)

D. The application includes conservation practices with a positive effect on Soil Health, specifically (328) Conservation Crop Rotation (with
small grain and or meadow), (329) Residue Management - No-till, (340) Cover Crops, (327) Conservation Cover (512) Forage & Biomass
Planting and/or (528) Prescribed Grazing.

Yes, (3 points) No, (0 points)
D-2. The application includes planned practices that support the switch to a less intensive management system on Crop, i.e. change
in crop rotation from intensive row-crop(CB, CC, CCB) to include perennial cover where there wasn’t before or to Pasture or
wildlife. Length of perennial cover will meet the practice lifespan.

Yes, (1 point) No, (0 points)

E. Is/was the applicant on schedule and maintaining all currently or previously held program contracts during the last 4 years (Federal,
State, or Local)? Answer Yes if the applicant was behind schedule due to NRCS action or inaction.

Yes, (1 point) No, (-6 points) NA, (1 points)

F. Is this application for a Livestock Waste Facility that will treat all the existing livestock waste resource concerns for the entire facility
with up to 25% expansion [Less than 1,000 Combined AU’s facilities within 1,250 ft. are considered one facility. More than 1,000 combined
AU’s facilities within 2,500 ft. are considered one facility]. If the app. includes planned expansion greater than 25%, answer N/A.

Yes, (3 points) No, (0 points) N/A, (0 points)

G. Application is for a Livestock Waste Facility where manure is planned to be exported where there is no NRCS 590 Nutrient Management
Plan, State Nutrient Management Plan or Manure Management Plan for the land application of the manure?

Yes, (-2points) No, (0 points) N/A, (0 points)

H. Is the application for a Livestock Waste Facility that did exist prior to March 1, 2009, (3/1/09 is the date The State Technical Committee
made decision to only provide EQIP Financial Assistance for existing facilities.) and currently has a resource concern?

Yes, (2 points) No, (-15 points) N/A, (0 points)



I. The application includes planned practices that support improved grazing management (528 Prescribed Grazing) or permanent wildlife
habitat improvement (327 Conservation Cover, 380 Windbreak, 612 Tree Planting, 644 Wetland Wildlife Habitat, 645 Upland Wildlife
Habitat Management, 647 Early Successional Habitat Development, 650 Windbreak Renovation, 657 Wetland Restoration).

Yes, (3 points) No, (0 points)

Total Points:

Determination for Protracts — Select One: High Priority: O Medium Priority: O Low Priority: O
D.C. Approval: Date Approved:

Prescreening Tool Description:
At the end of the first round batching period an office will determine if the Prescreening Tool will be used for each Sub-
account. If the Prescreening Tool is used on a subaccount it must be used on that subaccount for the rest of the FY.

Prescreening Tool Instructions:

Conservation Activity Plans (CAP) are automatically a High Priority. For all other applications follow instructions below:
*All applications will be entered into Protracts with an estimated (program) cost and priority (high, medium or low).

«If using the Prescreening Tool to determine priority, all applications in the subaccount must be screened.

*All High Priority applications will be ranked in Protracts.

*When all High Priority applications have been selected for funding Medium Priority applications will be ranked in
Protracts.

* Low Priority applications will not be ranked in Protracts.

If a subaccount has any application(s) that include CAFO practices all applications in that subaccount must use the State
Prescreening Tool. All Historically Underserved (HU) subaccounts must also use the State Prescreening Tool.

Priorities are established at the following levels for the HU and CAFO Subaccounts:
High Priority = 9 or more points

Medium Priority = 4-8 points

Low Priority = 3 points or less

If using the Prescreening Tool to determine priority for local subaccounts choose one of the following methods to
determine priority. Local sub accounts should not have a Pre-screened High Priority lower than 4 points. Any application
with a “0” or below from the Prescreening Tool will be a Low Priority.

1) Sort applications by Prescreening Tool score. Multiply the fund code’s allocation by 150%. High Priority applications
are those whose cumulative estimated cost falls within 150% of the fund code’s allocation. Medium Priority applications
are those whose cumulative estimated cost falls between 150% and 300% of the fund code allocation. Example: Fund
code allocation of $100,000 X 150% = $150,000. The cutoff point for High Priority is all sorted applications above the
cumulative total of $150,000.

2) Sort applications by Prescreening Tool score. Choose a percentage of the applications for each priority level. Set the
break at a whole point cutoff. Example: Set the High Priority for the top third of the applications, Medium as middle third
and Low as the bottom third. If the top 20% is at 6 points and when you reach down to 5 points it includes a total of 40%
of the applications you could cut off the High Priority at 5 points. The breakdown you establish on the cut off for the points
should be based on spreading out your workload. The splits you establish should help to spread applications throughout
the High, Medium and Low Priorities.

3) If not using the Prescreening tool, all applications are ranked and the application priority is based on the following
ranking criteria:

High — Equal to or greater than 40.01 points

Medium — 20.01 to 40.00 points

Low — Equal to or less than 20.00 points

The plan will consist of inventory and evaluation, NEPA documentation, needs and feasibility with preliminary design, alternatives for the entire land
use, and have a record of decisions of the producer.



