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(5) The effects of disruption of the nat-
ural drainage patterns and severance of
private land units. Does the statement
indicate that natural drainage patterns
will be maintained? Will bridges, cul-
verts, and other water control struc-
tures be located to ensure that adja-
cent lands are not flooded or otherwise
restricted in use? Does the EIS describe
the effects of severance on private land
ownerships?

(6) The impact on existing soil and
water conservation management systems.
To what extent will conservation sys-
tems be altered, severed, or suffer
blocked outlets? Will land use or cover
be affected?

(7) Impacts on prime and unique farm-
land. Would an alternative location or
route require less prime farmland?
Does the EIS consider secondary ef-
fects on prime farmland? What benefits
are foregone if prime farmland is
taken?

(8) Impacts on ecosystems. Does the
EIS describe impacts on major plant
communities, and terrestrial and
aquatic ecosystems?

(9) Impacts on NRCS-assisted projects.
Does the statement reflect the effect of
the proposed action on present or
planned NRCS assisted projects?

(d) EIS’s referred to NRCS for depart-
mental comments. EIS’s referred by the
USDA Coordinator for Environmental
Quality Activities to the NRCS na-
tional office may designate NRCS as
the lead agency for preparing com-
ments for USDA. In this case, the
NRCS national office determines
whether inputs from STC’s and other
USDA agencies are needed. If so, STC’s
and other USDA agencies are requested
to forward comments to the Environ-
mental Services Division fo use in pre-
paring the USDA response.

(e) EIS’s referred to NRCS for agency
comments. EIS’s received by the NRCS
national office are screeened by the Di-
rector, Environmental Services Divi-
sion to determine which office within
NRCS will prepare comments. If the
proposed action is within one State,
the draft EIS will be forwarded to the
appropriate STC and he will reply di-
rectly to the agency requesting the
comments. If the proposed action in-
volves more than one State, one STC
will be designated to forward NRCS

comments directly to the agency re-
questing the comments. In some cases,
the action may be national or regional
in scope, and require inputs from sev-
eral offices within NRCS. In this in-
stance, comments will be assembled in
the Environmental Services Division
for preparation of a response to the
agency requesting comments. A copy of
each response prepared by a STC
should be sent to the Director, Envi-
ronmental Services Division.

(f) EIS’s sent to NRCS offices other than
the national office. If a STC receives an
EIS from another agency, he is to re-
spond to the initiating agency. A copy
of his comments should be sent to the
Director, Environmental Services Divi-
sion.

(1) EIS’s addressed to NRCS area or
field offices. If an EIS is received by a
field or area office of NRCS, the STC
will coordinate the response.

(2) EIS’s submitted to conservation dis-
tricts. NRCS may furnish needed soil,
water, and related resource informa-
tion to the district for their use in pre-
paring comments.

(g) Distribution of NRCS comments on
other agencies’ draft EIS’s. Five copies of
review comments made by NRCS on
draft EIS’s prepared by other Federal
agencies are to be sent to CEQ.

(h) Third party requests for a copy of
NRCS comments on another agency’s EIS
will be filled after NRCS has forwarded
copies of its letter of comments to
CEQ.

[42 FR 40118, Aug. 8, 1977]

§ 650.21 Working relations with the
U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) and related State en-
vironmental agencies.

(a) Background. The authorities and
missions of NRCS, EPA, and state envi-
ronmental agencies make it imperative
that an effective cooperative and
coordinative working relationship be
developed and maintained in areas of
mutual concern. These common areas
include air quality, water quality, pes-
ticides, waste recycling and disposal,
environmental considerations in land
use, Environmental Impact Statements
(EIS’s) and environmental consider-
ations in the conservation and develop-
ment of natural resources.
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(b) Policy. NRCS will work closely
with EPA in accordance with the provi-
sions of the EPA-USDA Memorandum
of Understanding July 31, 1974, at all
administrative levels and with related
state agencies to meet statutory re-
quirements and to achieve harmonious
implementation of all actions of mu-
tual concern directed to improving or
maintaining the quality of the environ-
ment.

(c) Responsibility—(1) NRCS national
office. The Deputy Administrator for
Field Services is responsible for overall
coordination with EPA at the national
office level. The Deputy Administrator
for Water Resources is responsible for
contacts with EPA in relation to ac-
tivities of the Water Resources Council
on water and related land resource
planning and for coordinating work
with EPA on EIS development.

(2) Technical service center. The TSC
director is responsible for contacts and
coordination with EPA regional offices
within the group of states served by
the TSC.

(3) NRCS state office. The state con-
servationist is responsible for contacts
and coordination with regional rep-
resentatives of EPA and state environ-
mental agencies in matters of mutual
concern within his state.

(d) Coordination and implementation.
(1) The NRCS national office will:

(i) Within the framework of USDA
agreements and guidelines, develop
agreements for undertaking specific
activities or projects of national sig-
nificance and mutual advantage.

(ii) Assist EPA as requested in devel-
oping EPA policy, guidelines, and
standards.

(iii) Consider EPA needs in soil sur-
vey and land, inventory, and moni-
toring activities.

(iv) Maintain needed liaison and de-
velop mutual guidelines with EPA on
water resources work and in coordi-
nating EIS’s.

(v) Advise EPA regarding soils, plant
materials, and soil and water conserva-
tion techniques.

(vi) Establish procedures for periodic
review of NRCS national standards for
treatment systems and practices for
agricultural pollution abatement, in-
cluding wind and water erosion and
sediment control, transport of pes-

ticides, organic matter and fertilizers,
and burning of residues or clearing de-
bris.

(2) The TSC director will:
(i) Within the framework of NRCS

memorandums and guidelines coordi-
nate with the EPA regional adminis-
trator(s) the development of needed
agreements for undertaking specific
activities or projects of multistate sig-
nificance and mutual advantage.

(3) The state conservationist will:
(i) Obtain early input of EPA and in-

terested state and local environmental
agencies in the planning process for
projects or measures within the state
impacting on the environment.

(ii) Coordinate preparations of NRCS
practice standards and procedures for
agricultural pollution abatement with-
in the state with EPA and related state
agencies.

(iii) Encourage the development of a
coordinated review and approval proc-
ess within the state with EPA and ap-
propriate state and local agencies in-
cluding conservation districts for ac-
tions of mutual concern.

(iv) Attempt to resolve all EPA areas
of concern on NRCS assisted project-
type actions within the state before a
final EIS is prepared.

§ 650.22 Rare, threatened, and endan-
gered species of plants and animals.

(a) Background. (1) A variety of plant
and animal species of the United States
are so reduced in numbers that they
are threatened with extinction. The
disappearance of any of these would be
a biological, cultural, and in some in-
stances an economic loss. Their exist-
ence contributes to scientific knowl-
edge and understanding, and their pres-
ence adds interest and variety to life.

(2) The principal hazard to threat-
ened and endangered species is the de-
struction or deterioration of their
habitats by human activities such as
industrialization, urbanization, agri-
culture, lumbering, recreation, and
transportation. These activities of man
will continue but the necessity of rec-
ognizing their adverse impacts and se-
lecting alternatives that minimize or
eliminate such impacts on threatened
and endangered species is imperative.

(3) The Endangered Species Act of
1973 (Pub. L. 93–205, 87 Stat. 884 (16
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