
Permittee: Project Name:

Address: Project County:

City, State, Zip:

Telephone: Specialist:

0 Does the Permittee have outstanding enforcement action(s)?

(0=No, 1=Yes)

0 Is the project a single 50+ acre cut and fill? 

(0=No, 1=Yes)

0 Is the project a 50+ acre building footprint?

(0=No, 1=Yes)

0 If the project is going to disturb 150 acres or more, are they going to incorporate 4 additional BMPs outlined in Part 3.A. of the guidance document?

(0=No, 1=Yes or N/A)

0 Is the project going to disturb less than 400 acres at one time?

(0=No, 1=Yes)

0 Is the site a Solar Facility that has a construction schedule as outlined in Part 3.B.i. of the guidance document? 

(0=No, 1=Yes or N/A)

0 Proximity to state waters?

(0=Over 200 ft, 1=Within 200 ft, 2=Onsite)

0 Proximity to sensitive areas (trout stream, drinking water intakes, marshes)

(0=Over 200 ft, 1=Within 200 ft, 2=Onsite)

0 Does project fall under Impaired Stream requirements of Permit?

(No=0, Yes=1)

0 Topography

 (Flat=0, Rolling=1, Steep=2)

0 Soil Erodibility

50+ Acre Clearing Decision Rationale

Basic Qualifiers

Potential Environmental Harm

Note: This rationale is a general tool for the review of information submitted by an applicant.  Due to the dynamic nature of large-scale development, 

circumstances may arise where additional review is required, even if the rationale scores an approval.



 (Low=0, Moderate=1, High=2)

0 Calculated Cumulative Environmental Harm Score

Resolution: DENIED



If the project is going to disturb 150 acres or more, are they going to incorporate 4 additional BMPs outlined in Part 3.A. of the guidance document?

Is the site a Solar Facility that has a construction schedule as outlined in Part 3.B.i. of the guidance document? 

Note: This rationale is a general tool for the review of information submitted by an applicant.  Due to the dynamic nature of large-scale development, 

circumstances may arise where additional review is required, even if the rationale scores an approval.


