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Flowchart demonstrating when the GuSG Biological Opinion would apply 
Use of this flow chart is recommended for all NRCS assistance (CTA and FA) within the Action Area as defined by the Gunnison Sage 
Grouse Biological Opinion (BO). The completed flow chart can serve as NRCS documentation of GuSG habitat and to help determine if 
the proposed assistance will need to follow the Opinion’s conservation measures.  

 
Landowner/Participant:                                                                                                                
Completed by:        
Date:       

Answer the flow chart yes/no questions based on the site-specific, current field conditions and proposed assistance. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

  If yes to all, the Biological Opinion does apply 

Document “may affect” on the NRCS-CPA-52 and 
state “actions will follow the GuSG biological 
opinion and applicable conservation measures”. 

 Ensure that the conservation measures are clearly 
explained to the client, and included in the 
conservation plan as practice requirements. 

If the conservation measures will not be followed, for 
any reason, then consultation with the USFWS will be 
required in order to proceed with NRCS’ assistance. 

 

 

 If no, the Biological Opinion does UnotU apply 

Provide the Justification for this determination below: 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 If no, the Biological Opinion does UnotU apply 

Provide the Justification for this determination below: 

 
 
 

 

  Further coordination with the U.S. Fish & Wildlife 
Service may be required for the practices not covered. 
 Document “may affect” GuSG on the NRCS-CPA-52, 
check the box “further action is needed” and then, 
contact the Area Biologist for assistance. 

(GM 190, 410.22 (E)(6))  
 
 

1. Is the project located within the Action Area, or  
is there documented evidence1] of GuSG occupancy? 
The Action Area encompasses the range of the species, 
including the area included in the final critical habitat rule on 
November 14, 2014 (79 FR 69312).  
1] May include (but is not limited to) documentation from 
state wildlife agency representatives, sighting by a reputable 
source, or physical evidence of GuSG use within the last 
three years. 

 YES 

2. Is the area capable of supporting GuSG habitat? 
Sagebrush, grassland, and associated wetland/riparian. 

This includes suitable GuSG habitat and habitat that has the 
potential to be suitable; such as CRP or other lands that 
could be enhanced/restored to meet GuSG habitat needs.   
*refer to the GuSG WHEG for more details.  

NO 

YES 

4. Are all practices to be implemented included in 
the biological opinion? Which includes: 472, 314, 528, 
327, 533, 328, 340, 342, 382, 394, 649, 511, 512, 315, 449, 
516, 500, 550, 410, 643, 390, 654, 574, 645, 642, 614, 644, 
384, 560, 314, 362, 548, 561, 388, 441, 442, 443, 430, 378, 
338, 578, 587, 612, 638, 380. For CStP Enhancements refer 
to the Opinion. 

 

 
 

YES 

Attach the completed flow chart to the NRCS-CPA-52 
This will provide proper documentation  

of the decision reached. 

NO 

NO 
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