

UName and Acronym:U                         Working Lands for Wildlife (WLFW)
UDescription/Summary
Working Lands for Wildlife (WLFW) is a partnership that leverages capabilities and resources, targets assistance where it is most needed, cooperatively engages State and local partners, and works collaboratively with agricultural producers, forest land managers, and Tribes. NRCS and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) have selected seven at-risk species whose decline can be reversed given sufficient resources and landowner participation. Working Lands for Wildlife will promote voluntary, incentive-based conservation on private and Tribal lands. Species-specific priority area maps can be found on the WLFW SharePoint in the folder “Priority Area Maps by Species.”
Wildlife Species and Participating States
	Species
	Status
	Priority Location

	Bog Turtle
	Threatened
	Connecticut, Delaware, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania

	Golden-Winged Warbler
	At-Risk
	Georgia, Kentucky, Maryland, New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Virginia, West Virginia

	Gopher Tortoise Western Population Eastern Population
	Threatened Candidate
	Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama (3 counties) Alabama, Florida, Georgia, South Carolina

	Sage Grouse: Gunnison Population Greater Population Bi-State Population
	Threatened Candidate None
	California, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, North Dakota, South Dakota, Oregon, Utah, Washington, Wyoming

	Lesser Prairie Chicken
	Threatened
	Colorado, Kansas, Oklahoma, New Mexico, Texas

	New England Cottontail
	Candidate
	Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New York, Rhode Island

	Southwestern Willow Flycatcher
	Endangered
	Arizona, California, Colorado, Nevada, New Mexico, Utah


Program Contact Information
National Biologist
Danielle Flynn, (202) 690-0856, danielle.flynn@wdc.usda.gov
National WLFW Coordinator
Galon Hall, (202) 690-1588, galon.hall@wdc.usda.gov
West WLFW Coordinator
Tim Griffiths, (406) 600-3908, tim.griffiths@mt.usda.gov
East WLFW Coordinator
Bridgett Costanzo, (804) 287-1513, bridgett.costanzo@va.usda.gov Lesser Prairie Chicken Coord.
Jon Ungerer, (785) 562-5343 x 1131, jon.ungerer@ks.usda.gov EQIP Team Leader
Jeff White, (202) 690-2621, jeffrey.white@wdc.usda.gov
ProTracts Requirements
Subaccount Guidance
States must select the correct “(species) WLFW” account type for subaccounts associated with the appropriate species within this initiative for consistent analysis and the ability to track program delivery. Subaccounts will be created in ProTracts to support WLFW for each State approved for the selected wildlife species.
	ACCOUNT TYPE

	EQIP

	Bog Turtle WLFW

	G Winged Warbler WLFW

	G Tortoise WLFW

	Sage-Grouse Initiative

	Lesser Prairie Chicken Initiative

	NE Cottontail WLFW

	SWN Flycatcher WLFW


1. Application, Evaluation, and Ranking Tool (AERT) Guidance – Choice Lists and Matrix Data
a. Approved Land Types.—States must assign the following land uses that apply as eligible for WLFW in the ProTracts AERT ranking tool:
	Land Use Type

	Crop

	Forest

	Range

	Farmstead

	Pasture


b.
States must assign natural resource concerns from the following list for WLFW in ProTracts AERT:
	Fish and Wildlife – Inadequate Habitat

	
	Inadequate Habitat – Cover/Shelter

	
	Inadequate Habitat – Food

	
	Inadequate Habitat – Habitat Continuity (Space)

	
	Inadequate Habitat – Water

	Degraded Plant Condition

	
	Undesirable Plant Productivity and Health

	
	Excessive Plant Pest Pressure

	
	Wildfire Hazard, Excessive Biomass Accumulation

	
	Inadequate structure and composition

	Soil Erosion

	
	Sheet and Rill

	
	Wind Erosion

	
	Streambank, Shoreline and Water Conveyance Channels

	Livestock Production Limitation

	
	Inadequate Feed and Forage

	
	Inadequate Livestock Shelter

	
	Inadequate Livestock Water


Note: No additional resource concerns may be added or used in ProTracts AERT to support these initiatives.
c. Core Practices Required to be Offered for This Initiative
	Core Practices
	Bog Turtle
	G-W
Warbler
	Gopher Tortoise
	SWN
Flycatcher
	NE
Cottontail
	Sage Grouse
	LP
Chicken

	395 – Stream Habitat Improvement and Management
	
	
	
	X
	
	
	

	528 – Prescribed Grazing
	
	
	
	
	
	
	X

	643 – Restoration & Management of Rare & Declining Habitats
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	
	

	644 – Wetland Wildlife Habitat Management
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	

	645 – Upland Wildlife Habitat Management
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	647 – Early Successional Habitat Development & Management
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	
	


The WLFW partnership emphasizes a "systems approach" to address resource concerns. Conservation plans developed through WLFW must include a core practice. Practice-specific conservation measures contained in the FWS documents, for both core and supporting practices, must be followed when planning and implementing practices under Working Lands for Wildlife. Species-specific conservation measures can be found on the WLFW SharePoint in the folder “WLFW Species Opinions-reports.” In addition, a Wildlife Habitat Evaluation Guide (WHEG) must be completed for each project in order to identify missing habitat components and species-specific threats. The WHEGs can be found on the WLFW  SharePoint in the folder “Wildlife Habitat Evaluation Guides.” Please seek assistance from your respective State biologist on how to conduct habitat evaluations.
· Golden-Winged Warbler – Attachment 1 – Conservation measures begin on page 6 of the document titled “Working Lands for Wildlife – Golden-Winged Warbler Conservation Practices and Conservation Measures”
· New England Cottontail – Attachment 2 – Conservation measures are contained in appendix II of the New England Cottontail Conference Opinion
· Gopher Tortoise (both listed and nonlisted portions of the range) – Attachment 3 – Conservation measures begin on page 7 of the gopher tortoise conference opinion and biological opinion
· Southwestern Willow Flycatcher – Final Biological Opinion Conference Opinion February 13, 2015 – Conservation measures are contained in the southwestern flycatcher biological opinion
· Bog Turtle – Attachment 5 – Conservation measures are contained on pages 4-36 of the addendum to the existing bog turtle biological opinion
· Greater Sage Grouse – Attachment 7 – Conservation measures for each practice are contained in appendix 6 (pages 64-106)
· Lesser Prairie Chicken – NRCS LPCI Biological Opinion – Conservation measures for each practice are contained in appendix IV (starting on page 83)
d. The list of supporting practices for which conservation measures were developed and included in FWS documents are as follows:
	Supporting Practices
	Bog Turtle
	G-W
Warbler
	Gopher Tortoise
	SWN
Flycatcher
	NE
Cottontail
	Sage Grouse
	LP
Chicken

	314 – Brush Management
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	315 – Herbaceous Weed Control
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	324 – Deep Tillage
	
	X
	
	
	
	
	

	327 – Conservation Cover
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	328 – Conservation Crop Rotation
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	

	338 – Prescribed Burning
	X
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	X

	340 – Cover Crops
	
	
	
	
	X
	X
	X

	342 – Critical Area Planting
	
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	351 – Water Well
Decommissioning
	
	
	
	
	
	
	X

	378 – Pond
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	X

	380 – Windbreak/Shelterbelt Establishment
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	

	382 – Fence
	X
	X
	X
	X
	
	X
	X

	383 – Fuel Break
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	

	384 –Woody Residue Treatment/Forest Slash Treatment
	
	
	
	X
	X
	X
	X

	386 – Field Borders
	
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	

	388 – Irrigation Field Ditch Irrigation System
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	

	390 – Riparian Herbaceous Cover
	X
	
	
	X
	
	X
	

	391 – Riparian Forest Buffer
	X
	
	
	X
	X
	X
	

	393 – Filter Strip
	X
	
	
	
	
	
	

	394 – Fire Break
	
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	X

	395 – Stream Habitat Improvement
	X
	
	
	
	
	
	

	396 – Aquatic Organism Passage
	X
	
	
	
	X
	
	

	410 – Grade Stabilization
	X
	
	
	X
	
	X
	X

	422 – Hedgerow planting
	
	
	X
	
	X
	
	

	430AA-GG – Irrigation Water Conveyance-Pipeline
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	

	441 – Irrigation System, Micro Irrigation
	
	
	
	X
	
	X
	

	442 – Sprinkler System
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	

	443 – Irrigation System, Surface and Subsurface
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	

	449 – Irrigation Water Management
	
	
	
	X
	
	X
	

	472 – Access Control
	X
	X
	
	X
	X
	X
	X

	484 – Mulching
	
	X
	
	X
	X
	x
	

	490 – Tree Shrub Site Preparation
	
	X
	X
	X
	X
	x
	

	500 – Obstruction Removal
	
	
	
	X
	
	X
	X

	511 – Forage Harvest Management
	
	
	
	X
	
	X
	X

	512 – Forage & Biomass Plantings
	
	
	X
	X
	
	X
	X

	533 – Pumping Plant
	X
	
	
	X
	
	X
	X

	516 – Livestock Pipeline
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	X
	X


	Supporting Practices
	Bog Turtle
	G-W
Warbler
	Gopher Tortoise
	SWN
Flycatcher
	NE
Cottontail
	Sage Grouse
	LP
Chicken

	521 – Pond Sealing or Lining
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	

	528 – Prescribed Grazing
	X
	X
	X
	X
	
	X
	

	548 – Grazing Land Mechanical Treatment
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	

	550 – Range Planting
	
	
	X
	
	
	X
	X

	560 – Access Road
	
	
	
	
	X
	X
	X

	561 – Heavy Use Area Protection
	
	
	X
	X
	
	X
	X

	574 – Spring Development
	X
	
	
	
	
	X
	X

	575 – Animal Trails and Walkways
	
	
	
	X
	
	
	

	576 – Livestock Structure Shelter
	
	
	
	X
	
	X
	

	578 – Stream Crossing
	X
	
	
	X
	X
	
	

	580 – Streambank and Shoreline Protection
	X
	
	
	X
	
	x
	

	582 – Open Channel
	
	
	
	X
	
	
	

	584 – Channel Bed Stabilization
	
	
	
	X
	
	x
	

	587 – Structure for Water Control
	X
	
	
	X
	X
	x
	

	595 – Integrated Pest Management
	
	
	X
	X
	
	x
	

	612 – Tree/Shrub Establishment
	
	X
	X
	X
	X
	x
	X

	614 – Watering Facility
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	X
	X

	642 – Water Well
	X
	
	X
	X
	
	X
	X

	643 – Restoration of Rare and Declining Habitats
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	X

	644 – Wetland Wildlife Habitat Management
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	

	645 – Upland Wildlife Habitat Management
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	647 – Early Successional Habitat Development
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	649 – Structures for Wildlife
	
	
	
	
	X
	X
	X

	654 – Road/Trail/Landing Closure and Treatment
	
	
	
	
	
	X
	

	655 – Forest Harvest Trails & Landings
	
	X
	X
	X
	X
	
	

	657 – Wetland Restoration
	X
	
	
	X
	X
	x
	

	659 – Wetland Enhancement
	X
	
	
	X
	
	x
	

	666 – Forest Stand Improvement
	
	X
	X
	X
	X
	
	


AERT Guidance – Ranking Criteria Questions
A. The following screening and ranking criteria are to be used for the following wildlife species:
a. Bog Turtle
b. Golden-Winged Warbler
c. New England Cottontail
d. Southwestern Willow Flycatcher
Screening and ranking for Sage Grouse, Lesser Prairie Chicken and Gopher Tortoise are described individually in section B below.
WLFW funding will be made available by the respective State Conservationist in the identified species project areas only (see map), where at least one core practice will be applied or in instances where a supporting practice is necessary to implement the core practice, where a core or supporting practice will be applied on all treated acres. States may elect to utilize a screening process to assist in workload management and ensure that contracts funded through WLFW are within delineated species focal areas.
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RANKING CRITERIA
National questions developed by Programs deputy area (250 points total) and preloaded into ProTracts.
State questions to be used for all species except for Sage Grouse and Lesser Prairie Chicken, (400 points total):
1. Is there credible verification of species occurrence (for example, photos, Heritage Database, USFWS, NRCS or State fish and wildlife agency documentation)? 200 points
2. The offered area shares a common border with an area with known populations of the target species. 150 points
3. The offered area is proximal to an area with a known population of the target species. “Proximal” means within the accepted normal species dispersal ability. 50 points Note: NRCS will respect privacy of adjacent landowners
Local questions to be developed by each State, using the following guidance (250 points total):
· NRCS State offices will work with their State Technical Committee to develop criteria to determine potential conservation opportunity of offered area. This will take into consideration existing habitat conditions and the degree to which conservation practices will improve or maintain habitat for the species. Examples include—
· Soil type, elevation, vegetation type and condition, hydrology, canopy cover, forest cover in surrounding areas, invasive species issues, etc.
· Practices most beneficial to the target species.
· Proximity to known populations nearby where the habitat is actively managed (e.g., national wildlife refuge, State wildlife management area, State park, nature preserve, and private landowners).
· Parcel location should be given priority where it contributes to habitat connectivity or expanse relative to species needs.
B. Screening and Ranking for Sage Grouse, Lesser Prairie Chicken and Gopher Tortoise
SAGE GROUSE
SCREENING CRITERIA are not required for SGI; however, State Conservationists may develop and approve screening criteria to assist in workload management.
RANKING CRITERIA
National questions developed by Programs deputy area for EQIP (250 points total) and preloaded into ProTracts.
State questions to be used for Sage Grouse (400 points total):
	EQIP SGI Ranking Questions
	
	Points

	1.  Habitat Priority:

	1a. Is the application primarily located in an area identified by the State as Priority 1
	
	200

	1b. Is the application located primarily in an area identified by the State as Priority 2
	
	100

	1c. Is the application located primarily in an area identified by the State as Priority 3
	
	50

	1d. Is the application not located primarily in an area identified by the State as 
Priority 1- 3
	
	25

	* States will determine criteria for each priority
	
	

	2.  Enrolled Acreage:

	2a. 100% eligible sagebrush/grassland enrolled
	
	100

	2b. >50% eligible sagebrush/grassland enrolled
	
	50

	2c. < 50% eligible sagebrush/grassland enrolled
	
	25

	*enrolled acreage must be greater than O
	
	

	3.  Percent of Identified Threats Addressed:


	3a. 100% of identified threats addressed
	100

	3b. > 75% of identified threats addressed
	75

	3c. > 50% of identified threats addressed
	50

	3d. < 50% of identified threats addressed
	25

	* At least one threat must be addressed to be eligible for this initiative.
	

	TOTAL SGI RANKING POINTS AVAILABLE:
	400


Local questions to be developed by each State (250 points total):
Local ranking questions will be developed in consultation with the local working groups and State Technical Committees as appropriate and entered into ProTracts at the State level.
LESSER PRAIRIE CHICKEN
SCREENING CRITERIA
· The following screening criteria will be used to prioritize all applications through the Lesser Prairie Chicken WLFW. Application priority must be recorded into the ProTracts application priority for all applications.
· The Southern Great Plains Crucial Habitat Assessment Tool (CHAT) should be used to establish screening criteria and can be found at the following Web site:
http://kars.ku.edu/geodata/maps/sgpchat/
· Applications will be considered HIGH priority if more than 50 percent of the offered acreage is defined as a “focal area” (CHAT Zone 1) or “connectivity zone” (CHAT Zone 2) per CHAT.
· Applications will be considered MEDIUM priority if more than 50 percent of the offered acreage meets either of the following criteria:
· In CHAT Zone 3 (Modeled Habitat)
· Has documented presence of lesser prairie-chickens
· Applications will be considered LOW priority if more than 50 percent of the offered acreage is in CHAT Zone 4 (Modeled Nonhabitat)
All other applications outside of the above described "Screening Criteria" may not be considered for funding through LPCI.
RANKING CRITERIA
National questions are developed and entered by National Headquarters (250 points total).
State questions to be used for Lesser Prairie Chicken (400):
	EQIP LPCI Ranking Questions
	Points

	1.  Leks
	

	1a. Is there a documented lek on or within 2 miles of the offered acres that will be under contract if approved? (If the lek is located on the applicant’s operation they must be willing to share this information with NRCS in order to receive points).
	100

	2.  Conservation Reserve Program Acres
	


	2a. Will the offered acres include expired or expiring (this calendar year) Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) acres that will be maintained, enhanced, or established to LEPC habitat? These acres must be managed under Conservation Practice Standard 645 – Upland Wildlife Habitat Management.
	100

	3.  Woody Invasives
	

	3a. Will the offered acres include treatment of woody vegetation to improve LEPC habitat?
	100

	4.  Conversion to LEPC Habitat
	

	4a. Will the offered acres include cropland or noncropland acres that will be converted to LEPC habitat to address a need identified in the Wildlife Habitat Evaluation Guide (WHEG)?
	25

	5.  Prescribed Burn
	

	5a. Will a prescribed burn plan promoting LEPC habitat be applied under contract?
	50

	6.  Current Plan
	

	6a. Is the application supported by a current (less than 5 years old) approved NRCS conservation plan that addresses LEPC concerns?
	25

	Total Points:
	

	
	400


Local questions to be developed by each State (250 points total):
Local ranking questions will be developed in consultation with the local work groups and State Technical Committee as appropriate and entered into ProTracts at the State level.
Gopher Tortoise (the following questions should be included and can be supplemented as needed)
SCREENING QUESTION 1.  Is the project site within a designated gopher tortoise priority area for conservation (PAC; the PAC shapefile will be uploaded into ToolKit)?


Yes 




(high priority)


No, but gopher tortoises present 
(medium priority)


No 




(low priority)

SCREENING QUESTION 2.  When Longleaf Pine tree planting is planned, is the participant willing to accept planting densities between 454-499 trees/acre, or for planting densities 500-605 trees/acre has the participant agreed to leave Gopher Tortoise Openings? 

[See Definition.] 

Not Applicable



(high priority)

Yes 




(high priority)


No 




(low priority)

Definition:  Gopher Tortoise Openings - Required management of the openings includes the following:
· A minimum 15 percent of the site will be left in unplanted open space corridors for GT, generally a two-row width (28-foot-wide strip).
· GT open space and corridors should be planted in only native grasses, wildlife cover, or both.  
· Disking is only allowable at establishment.
· Haying or grazing are allowable.

REGIONAL RANKING QUESTION.  The participant will self-certify that his or her property supports an existing gopher tortoise population.  (Answers to this question will allow us to adjust our PAC boundaries as we learn more about gopher tortoise distribution.  The point values are low to encourage truthful responses since they are not penalized for smaller populations.)

Points given:
>250+ adults = 3 points  




>50 but less than 250 adults = 2 points




>5 but <50 adults = 1 point

Local questions to be developed by each State (250 points total):
Local ranking questions will be developed in consultation with the local work groups and State Technical Committee as appropriate and entered into ProTracts at the State level.

Required Use of Identified Priority Feature in Toolkit
Planners have the ability within Toolkit to identify priorities, including all WLFW species, for scheduled practices. All conservation plans written consistent with WLFW species conference documents, regardless of initiative funding, should utilize the identified priority tracking features built into Toolkit. This feature will allow complete reporting of accomplishments for WLFW species and other identified priorities regardless of financial assistance. If a landowner is participating in both the Longleaf Pine Initiative and WLFW gopher tortoise, select the priority based on the funding mechanism (if applicable) or if CTA only, based on the landowner’s primary priority. Instructions for using the “Identified Priority” feature in Toolkit may be found in the Toolkit user guides.


