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9 ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS 
Environmental commitments include complying with all federal and state laws and 
regulations and complying with all project related permits and approvals.  ITD also maintains 
a set of standard specifications that state the requirements and standards for construction of 
ITD projects.  The ITD Standard Specifications (ITD 2011b) and its updates would be used to 
prepare the contract documents for the construction of the alternative if an Action 
Alternative is selected. 
 
The ITD Standard Specifications requires that a SWPPP be prepared and implemented for 
this project.  This would include Best Management Practices (BMPs) for protection of 
wetlands, water quality, floodplains, and other sensitive areas.  It requires BMPs for erosion 
and sediment control, spill prevention, revegetation, and environmental construction 
compliance monitoring.   
 
ITD standard specifications also include provisions for:  
 

• Unanticipated discovery of cultural resources 
• Preparation of a revegetation plan 
• Preparation of a Traffic Control Plan 
• Use of weed free materials and noxious weed control on the construction site 
• Maintain access to all roadways during construction 
• Handling and disposal of waste 
• Approval of material sources, waste sites, haul routes, staging areas and stockpile sites 
• Control of fugitive dust 

 
ITD also maintains a set of standard drawings that provide guidelines for highway design 
elements.  These standard drawings incorporate several measures that would minimize visual 
impacts of the project including: 
 

• Reseeding exposed soils with native grasses.   
• Farming to the bottom of the ditch on slopes of 4:1 or flatter.   
• Creating rounded slopes and gradually tying slopes back to blend with the existing 

terrain. 
• Balancing cuts and fills which would reduce the overall scaring of the landscape. 
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Avoidance and measures to minimize adverse effects are described in Chapter 4, 
Environmental Consequences. Table 68. Mitigation Measures are measures that will be 
implemented in order to compensate for unavoidable effects resulting from the Action 
Alternatives.   

Table 68. Mitigation Measures 

Resource Mitigation Measure 
Mitigation for 

Alternative 

W-4 C-3 E-2 

Socio-Economic Maintain access to and from the right-of-way at existing public 
road connections and existing approaches.  

   

Socio-Economic Develop a traffic management plan to ensure customer/supplier 
access and parking for existing businesses during construction.  

   

Socio-Economic Coordinate with city, county and university officials to identify 
scenic turnout locations, including potential signage for the 
university and Paradise Ridge.  

   

Socio-Economic/ 

Environmental 
Justice 

Coordinate with the Hidden Village/Benson Mobile Home parks 
and the Woodland Heights Mobile Home Court residents and 
owners during final design.   

   

Land Use and 
Recreation 

In accordance with the Latah County Comprehensive Plan the 
project will provide 6-8 foot shoulders for bicyclists and 
pedestrians and sidewalks in the curb and gutter section.  The 
project will follow ITD’s Access Management Polity for Type IV 
access standards which will not allow new approaches on US-95. 
All alternatives would maintain access to Paradise Ridge and 
other recreational resources.  

   

Farmland Limit the accesses or approaches on the new US-95 to limit 
farmland conversion.   

   

Farmland ITD will work with adjacent landowners and seek to construct 
farmable slopes that will quickly be converted back to pre-existing 
uses. 

   

Floodplains A No Rise Certification will be completed during the permitting 
process and before construction. In floodplains without 
designated floodways, the encroachments will not result in more 
than a one foot rise in base flood elevations or affect beneficial 
values of the floodplain.  Any effects to the floodplains will be 
mitigated.  In the floodways, a No Rise certification will certify 
that the project will result in no increase to base flood elevations.  
If W-4 or C-3 are selected a CLOMR and/or LOMR will be 
completed and submitted to FEMA. 

   

Floodplains Floodplain effects will be minimized using engineering solutions 
such as steepening slopes and constructing culverts to pass a 25 
year flood event.  
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Resource Mitigation Measure 
Mitigation for 

Alternative 

W-4 C-3 E-2 

Floodplains Any constructed fills or structures in floodplains will be designed 
to result in no more than a one-foot rise in the base flood 
elevation. 

   

Wetlands and 
Tributaries 

Effects to tributaries will be mitigated according to the 
Compensatory Mitigation for Losses of Aquatic Resources; Final 
Rule (33 CFR 325 and 33 CFR 332, 40 CFR 230).  Affected stream 
channels will be replaced. Mitigation will be implemented during 
the project construction. 

   

Wetlands and 
Tributaries 

Mitigation will be determined by the appropriate Federal agency 
during the early design process and project permitting process. 
Mitigation for wetlands and tributary stream channel fills will be 
implemented in accordance with the Mitigation Rule [33 CFR 
Parts 325] and [332 and 23 CFR 777] prior to or concurrent with 
the wetland impacts. The Mitigation Rule emphasizes a 
watershed approach in selecting compensatory mitigation project 
locations. A Compensatory Mitigation Plan will be prepared, 
submitted for approval from the appropriate agencies and will be 
implemented.  It will contain measurable, enforceable ecological 
performance standards, monitoring, long-term protection and 
maintenance. The rule applies equivalent standards to permittee-
responsible compensatory mitigation, mitigation banks and in-lieu 
fee mitigation to the maximum extent practicable. 

There are abundant potential mitigation sites within the 
Subbasin; however the specific mitigation may include using 
available credit from the Cow Creek Mitigation Site which has 
already been constructed for all or partial mitigation, depending 
on the  alternative and the available credit.  

   

Groundwater ITD will work with Idaho Department of Water Resources to 
decommission or restrict well construction within 300 feet of the 
roadway for the selected alternative. 

   

Vegetation, Fish 
and Wildlife 

ITD and IDFG will implement the stipulations in the Memorandum 
of Understanding (MOU) which is currently being developed.   

   

Vegetation, Fish 
and Wildlife 

If disturbed, existing water features (ponds, tributaries or 
wetlands) will be maintained or replaced away from the roadway 
to benefit of numerous wildlife species. 

   

Vegetation, Fish 
and Wildlife 

Construct and install bat boxes at selected sites to provide bat 
roosts.  See the Bat Conservation International website at 
www.batcon.org  or Nongame Wildlife Leaflet No. 11 on bats 
(Wackenhut and McGraw 1996) for details on building a bat 
house. 
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Resource Mitigation Measure 
Mitigation for 

Alternative 

W-4 C-3 E-2 

Vegetation, Fish 
and Wildlife 

Nuthatch nest boxes will be installed at selected sites near the 
affected ponderosa pine stands to augment the nesting sites 
currently available. 

   

Vegetation, Fish 
and Wildlife 

Tree removal will be accomplished during a “work window” 
provided by the Idaho Department of Fish & Game and the 
Conservation Data Center designed to minimize effects to 
resident bird species and to comply with the Migratory Bird 
Treaty Act and the Eagle Act. 

   

Vegetation, Fish 
and Wildlife 

Overpass structures for county roads and culverts for streams and 
riparian areas will be constructed with adequate width to provide 
passage of small terrestrial wildlife.  This may include potential 
retrofitting of existing structures where appropriate. 

   

Vegetation, Fish 
and Wildlife 

Where practicable, culvert designs may include box culverts, 
bottomless box culverts, and corrugated metal culverts placed at 
grade or the use of stream simulation designs. This may include 
potential retrofitting of existing structures where appropriate.  

   

Vegetation, Fish 
and Wildlife 

ITD will develop and implement a weed inventory and control 
plan during final design to minimize weed establishment adjacent 
to the roadway and the spread of infestations to adjacent 
habitats during and after construction. ITD will work with local 
weed experts during preliminary and final design to develop a 
project seed mix designed to compete against weed 
establishment and infestations and to discourage wildlife foraging 
near the roadway. The seed mix will be used on all appropriate 
disturbed areas within project limits. 

   

Threatened and 
Endangered 
Species 

If streams need to be realigned, adequate drainage facilities will 
be maintained without interruption and prior to construction.      

Threatened and 
Endangered 
Species 

Ground disturbing activities will occur during the dry season to 
minimize the potential for introducing sediment to ephemeral 
streams and to control erosion in the Project Area.   

   

Threatened and 
Endangered 
Species 

Sediment fences will also be installed between areas of 
disturbance and ephemeral streams, and will be cleaned regularly 
to maintain function. 

   

Threatened and 
Endangered 
Species 

Immediately after construction, all disturbed areas adjacent to 
the highway will be seeded with an approved seed mixture.      
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Resource Mitigation Measure 
Mitigation for 

Alternative 

W-4 C-3 E-2 

Threatened and 
Endangered 
Species 

To minimize the potential for introducing hazardous materials to 
ephemeral streams in the project area, precautionary measures 
will be taken to reduce the risk of spills.  A spill prevention and 
contingency plan will be prepared by the construction contractor, 
approved by ITD prior to construction, and submitted to EPA prior 
to project implementation.   

   

Threatened and 
Endangered 
Species 

All staging, fueling, storage, and maintenance areas will be 
located away from ephemeral streams and adequately buffered 
from drainage areas by at least 150 feet. 

   

Threatened and 
Endangered 
Species 

In case of emergency, a hazardous materials spill kit will be kept 
on site during construction that is appropriate for the solvents 
involved in operation and maintenance of vehicles and machinery 
used during the project. 

   

Threatened and 
Endangered 
Species 

If additional Spalding’s catchfly surveys discover the species at 
any remnant locations that may be affected by selected 
alternative, ITD will work with the USFWS to establish appropriate 
vegetation management practices suitable for the location and 
the species occurrence. 

   

Transportation ITD will request a Road Closure Maintenance Agreement from the 
local agency (North Latah Highway District) on any existing 
roadway that will be abandoned as part of new US-95 alignment. 
The process will include negotiations with the local agency to 
bring the old US-95 up to local standards. This would not include 
widening but may involve some paving. Connectors will be 
constructed at each end of the road closure for access. Once the 
agreement has been signed all documents pertaining to that 
section of roadway (right-of-way plans and descriptions, roadway 
plans and agreements) will be turned over to the local agency.  

   

Visual Quality ITD will implement measures to help blend highly visible roadway 
features with the setting through measures such as use of native 
grass species, balancing cut and fills, and painting metal beams to 
blend with the surrounding environment.  

   

Hazardous 
Materials 

A Phase II Hazardous Materials Study will be completed during 
preliminary and final design to identify sites requiring cleanup and 
special handling and disposal of hazardous materials.  If there are 
sites requiring hazardous materials cleanup, that work will be 
accomplished by a qualified contractor specializing in hazardous 
materials cleanup before or during construction  
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Resource Mitigation Measure 
Mitigation for 

Alternative 

W-4 C-3 E-2 

Hazardous 
Materials 

Buildings constructed before 1978 will be tested for asbestos and 
lead based paint.  If determined to be present it will be 
demolished and waste handled according to applicable laws and 
regulations. 

   

Cultural 
Resources/ 
Section 4(f) 

If the W-4 Alternative is selected, a determination of adverse 
effect and Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) will be prepared 
and implemented to comply with Section 106 of the NHPA. The 
MOA will be developed in coordination with the SHPO, the ACHP, 
ITD and FHWA.  It will outline agreed upon stipulations to 
mitigate effects to the Deesten/Davis farmstead.   
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CenturyLink Webmail

http://md28.quartz.synacor.com/zimbra/h/printmessage?id=84545[1/13/2012 12:33:29 PM]

From :

Subject :

To :

CenturyLink Webmail anderenv@q.com

+ Font Size -

FW: FWS File 912.0301 2007-I-0368 Concurrence Letter

This was the response back from FWS. Ken
 

From: Clay_Fletcher@fws.gov [mailto:Clay_Fletcher@fws.gov] 
Sent: Friday, December 02, 2011 8:59 AM
To: Shawn Smith
Cc: Mark_Robertson@fws.gov; Sue Sullivan; kyle.holman@dot.gov; Victoria Jewell Guerra; Ken Helm
Subject: Re: FWS File 912.0301 2007-I-0368 Concurrence Letter
 

Hi Shawn - Given that you describe no changes to the project or anticipated effects to the Spalding's catchfly as detailed in your original project BA,
the Service agrees with the ITD's conclusion that our 2007 letter of concurrence remains valid. Reinitiation of consultation is not warranted at this
time. However, if your proposed action is modified, environmental conditions change, or additional information becomes available regarding potential
effects on listed species, you should verify that your conclusions are still valid.

In addition, our 2007 consultation included commitments by the ITD to proactively work towards the conservation of Spalding's catchfly and mitigate
damage to an existing population (Mervyn Farm site) that occurred during construction activities associated with the Top of Lewiston Hill to Genesee
project. These commitments included acquiring a conservation easement on the Renfrew property (within the Thorncreek to Moscow action area) to
protect a small catchfly population and growing out and transplanting catchfly plants on the Jensen property (adjacent to the Thorncreek to Moscow
action area), the Renfrew property, and the Mervyn Farm site (after rehabilitating and fencing the site). I assisted with seed collection in 2007 and
know seeds were germinated at the Palouse Land Trust facility, but haven't heard anything additional in quite some time. Could you please provide
me with an update on the status of these conservation efforts?

Thank you.

Clay

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
1387 S. Vinnell Way, Room 368
Boise, ID 83709
(208) 378-5256; fax (208) 378-5262
clay_fletcher@fws.gov

Shawn Smith
<Shawn.Smith@itd.idaho.gov>

12/01/2011 03:43 PM

To"Mark Robertson (Mark_Robertson@fws.gov)"
<Mark_Robertson@fws.gov>, Sue Sullivan
<Sue.Sullivan@itd.idaho.gov>

cc"'kyle.holman@dot.gov'" <kyle.holman@dot.gov>, Victoria
Jewell Guerra <Victoria.JewellGuerra@itd.idaho.gov>, Ken
Helm <Ken.Helm@itd.idaho.gov>

SubjectFWS File 912.0301 2007-I-0368 Concurrence Letter

Re:     US-95Thorncreek Road to Moscow Highway Construction Project
       (Key #9294)-- Latah County, Idaho-- Concurrence
       File #912.0301  2007-I-0368

Dear Mark,

In anticipation of submittal of a Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the above referenced project, ITD is currently  reviewing and
updating  the previous ESA consultation for the above referenced project.  Concurrence on the original Biological Assessment for the project was
received from your office April 12, 2007 that the project is not likely to adversely affect Spalding's catchfly (Silene spaldingii)

As of the latest United States Fish and Wildlife Service Species list dated August 17, 2011 the only changes to listed species within Latah County, ID
 is the removal of the Gray wolf, (Canis lupus) which was listed as experimental non-essential.

At the time of this writing the Idaho Transportation Department has not changed the original proposed highway design and are still evaluating  the
three proposed alignments your office consulted on in 2007.  Based on this information and the lack of substantive species change  there  should be
no difference in the level of effect to listed species  determined from the original B.A. for this project.  All other components of the existing
consultation remain the same and therefore, ITD believes the determination for Spalding's catchfly of "not likely to adversely affect" is still valid as
originally intended and reinitiating consultation is not warranted at this time.

Shawn W. Smith

Ken Helm <Ken.Helm@itd.idaho.gov>

FW: FWS File 912.0301 2007-I-0368 Concurrence Letter

'anderenv@q.com' <anderenv@q.com>

Wed, Dec 07, 2011 09:05 AM
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APPENDIX 2.  LIST OF PREPARERS AND REVIEWERS 
 

Name Responsibility/Role Education Experience 

US DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION - Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), Idaho Division 

Ross Blanchard Project Review B.S. Civil Engineering 18 years 

Kyle Holman Project Review B.S. Civil Engineering 6.5 years 

John Perry Project Review B.S. Civil Engineering 21 years 

Paul Ziman Project Review B.S. Civil Engineering 24 years 

Brent Inghram Project Review 
B.S. Environmental 
Planning/Management; M.S. 
Geological Engineering 

30 years 

IDAHO TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT (ITD) 

Ken Helm Project Management A.S. Drafting Technology 35 years 

Zach Funkhauser 
Project Management / NEPA 
Review 

B.S. Biology 12 years 

Shawn Smith 
Project Management / NEPA 
Review 

B.S. Biology 10 years 

Curtis Arnzen 
Project Development Engineer / 
Safety 

B.S. Civil Engineering  14 years 

Dave Couch Traffic Control / Safety B.S. Civil Engineering  24 years 

Ron Perkins Professional Land Surveyor/GIS  
2.5 years Civil Engineering 
Education 

16 years 

Mark Munch Cultural Resource Review M.A. Anthropology 16 years 

Paul Frei Traffic Control / Safety A.S. Drafting Technology 23 years 

Manny Todhunter  Floodplain Assessment  B.S. Civil Engineering 40 years 

Dave Ellis Highway Design A.S. Drafting Technology 36 years 

Dan Everhardt Architectural History Review 
B.A. Museum Studies and 
History 

9 years 

Vicky Jewell Guerra NEPA Review B.S. Environmental, M.B.A 23 years 

US ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS (USACE) 

Nicholle Braspennickx 
NEPA Review/Wetland and Water 
of US 

B.S. Biology 22 years 

ANDERSON ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING LLC 
Michelle Anderson NEPA Review/EIS Technical Writer B.A. Biology 18 years 

Suzanne Pattinson EIS Technical Writer/GIS Analyst B.S. Natural Resources 7 years 
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Name Responsibility/Role Education Experience 

TECHNICAL REPORT AUTHORS 

Russell Qualls;  
ID State Climatologist 

Weather Report 
Ph.D. Civil and Environmental 
Engineering 

24 years 

Ed Haagen;  
Private Consultant 

Farmland Report  B.S. Agricultural Soils 35 years 

Shelly Gilmore; 
Resource Planning  
Unlimited 

Wetlands Technical Reports 
B.S. Natural Resource 
Administration 

20 years 

Miguel Gaddi 
HDR 

Community Impact Assessment 
Technical Reports   

M.S. Urban and Regional 
Planning 

15 years 

Kris Horton 
Bionomics  

Traffic Noise Report B.S. Animal Science 10  years 

David Aizpitarte 
Bionomics 

Traffic Noise Report B.S. Bacteriology, MBA 25 years 

Juanita Lichthardt 
Rare Plant Inventory Report / 
Biological Assessment 

B.A. Biology, M.A. Biology 26 years 

Wayne Melquist  
Wildlife Inventory Report / 
Biological Assessment 

B.S. Biology, M.S. Zoology 
Ph.D. Wildlife Resources 

42  years 

William Ruediger Wildlife Report 
B.S. Wildlife Management 
M.S. Forest Management 

40 years 

Hall Sawyer Wildlife Report 
B.S. Wildlife Biology 
M.S. Zoology 
Ph.D. Zoology and Physiology 

17 years 

Stan Gough 
Archaeological / Architectural 
Report 

B.A. Anthropology 
M.S. Geology 

35 years  

Ann Sharley 
Archaeological / Architectural 
Report 

B.A. Anthropology 
M.A. Historic Preservation 

20 years 

Rosemary Curtain; RBCI 
Incorporated 

Public Involvement  
B.S. Economics and Political 
Science 
M.A. Public Policy  

14 years 
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APPENDIX 3.  LIST OF AGENCIES, ORGANIZATIONS AND PERSONS RECEIVING THE 
DEIS 
 
Public Viewing Locations 
The following are locations where hard copies of the DEIS may be viewed: 
 
Federal Highway Administration 
Idaho Division 
3050 Lakeharbor Lane, Suite 126 
Boise, ID 83703 
 
Genesee Public Library 
140 East Walnut Street 
Genesee, ID 83832 
 
Idaho State Library 
Main Office 
325 W State St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
 
Idaho State Library 
Northern Field Office 
1420 S. Blaine Ste. B  
Moscow, ID 83843 
 
Idaho Transportation Department 
District 2 
2600 Frontage Rd. 
Lewiston, ID 83501-0837 

Idaho Transportation Department 
Headquarters 
3311 W. State St. 
Boise, ID 83703 
 
Latah County Library 
110 South Jefferson St. 
Moscow, ID 83843 
 
Lewiston Library 
428 Thain Rd. 
Lewiston, ID 83501 
 
Moscow Chamber of Commerce 
411 S. Main Street 
Moscow, ID 83843 
 
Moscow City Hall 
206 East Third Street 
Moscow, ID 83843 
 
Moscow Public Library 
110 South Jefferson St. 
Moscow, ID 83843  

 
The document and technical reports may also be downloaded or viewed electronically 
through project website at: www.itd.idaho.gov/Projects/D2/ and select "US-95 Thorncreek to 
Moscow Phase I.” 
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List of agencies, organizations and persons to whom copies of the statement are sent:  
 

Department of Interior 
Office of Environmental Policy & 
Compliance 
Main Interior Building, MS 2342 
1849 C Street NW;  
Washington, DC 20240 
 
Carla Fromm  
Environmental Protection Agency  
1435 North Orchard Street 
Boise, ID 83706  
 
Elaine Somers  
US Environmental Protection Agency  
1200 Sixth Street  
Seattle WA 98101  
 
US Environmental Protection Agency  
Office of Federal Activities, EIS Filing  
Ariel Building; South Oval Lobby 
Mail Code 2252-A 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington DC  20460  
 
Nez Perce Tribal Executive Committee 
Nez Perce Tribe 
P.O. Box 365 
Lapwai, ID  83540 
 
Clay Fletcher  
U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service  
1387 S. Vinnel Way, Suite 368 
Boise, ID 83709  

 
Idaho Department of Fish & Game  

3316 16th Street  

Lewiston ID  83501  
 
Idaho State Historic Preservation Officer 
210 West Main Street 
Boise, ID 83702-7264 
 
Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation 
1100 Pennsylvania Ave NW, Suite 809 
Washington, DC  20004 
 
Cindy Barrett  
Idaho Department of Environmental 
Quality 
1118 “F” Street 
Lewiston ID  83501  
 
City of Lewiston  
P.O. Box 617 
Lewiston ID  83501 
 
City of Moscow  
P.O. Box 9203 
Moscow, ID  83843 
 
City of Genesee  
P.O. Box 38 
Genesee, ID 83832 
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Ronald Wittman 
Nez Perce County Commissioner 
P.O. Box 896 
Lewiston, ID  83501 
 

Tom Strochein 
Latah County Commissioner 
P.O. Box 8068 
Moscow, ID  83843 
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APPENDIX 4.  SPECIES OF GREATEST CONSERVATION NEED; CONSERVATION 
RANKING DESCRIPTIONS 
 
Global Rank (GRANK) and State Rank (SRANK) - Idaho Natural Heritage Program 
The network of Natural Heritage Programs and Conservation Data Centers--which currently 
consists of installations in all 50 states, several Canadian provinces, and several Latin 
American and Caribbean countries--ranks the rangewide (GRANK or global rank) and state 
(SRANK or state rank) status of plants, animals, and plant communities on a scale of 1 to 5. 
The rank is primarily based on the number of known occurrences, but other factors such as 
habitat quality, estimated number of individuals, narrowness of range of habitat, trends in 
populations and habitat, threats to the element, and other factors are also considered. The 
ranking system is meant to exist alongside national and state rare species lists because these 
lists often include additional criteria (e.g., recovery potential, depth of knowledge) that go 
beyond assessing threats to extinction. 
 
Components of Ranks: 
G = Global rank indicator; denotes rank based on rangewide status. 
T = Trinomial rank indicator; denotes global status of infraspecific taxa. 
S = State rank indicator; denotes rank based on status within Idaho. 
1 = Critically imperiled because of extreme rarity or because some factor of its biology makes 
it especially vulnerable to extinction (typically 5 or fewer occurrences). 
2 = Imperiled because of rarity or because other factors demonstrably make it very 
vulnerable to extinction (typically 6 to 20 occurrences). 
3 = Rare or uncommon but not imperiled (typically 21 to 100 occurrences). 
4 = Not rare and apparently secure, but with cause for long-term concern (usually more than 
100 occurrences). 
5 = Demonstrably widespread, abundant, and secure. 
U = Unrankable. 
H = Historical occurrence (i.e., formerly part of the native biota; implied expectation that it 
might be rediscovered or possibly extinct). 
X = Presumed extinct or extirpated. 
Q = Indicates uncertainty about taxonomic status. 
? = Uncertainty exists about the stated rank. 
NR = Not ranked. 
NA = Conservation status rank is not applicable. 
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Examples of Use: 
G4T2 = Species is apparently secure rangewide, but this particular subspecies or variety is 
imperiled. 
S2S3= Uncertainty exists whether the species or subspecies should be ranked S2 or S3. 
 
State Ranks Specific to Long Distance Migrants (Bats and Birds): 
A = Accidental (occurring only once or a few times) or casual (occurring more regularly 
although not every year) in Idaho; a few of these species might have bred on one or more of 
the occasions when they were recorded. 
B = Breeding population. 
M = Only applies when migrant occurs in an irregular, transitory, and dispersed manner. 
Occurrences cannot be defined from year-to-year. 
N = Nonbreeding population. 
 
Examples of Use: 
S4N = Fairly common winter resident. 
S1B,S5N = Rare breeder but a common winter resident. 
S2B,SMN = Rare breeder and uncommon spring and fall transient with lesser numbers 
remaining as local and irregular (in location) winter residents. 
 
Sources:  Accessed April 24, 2012. 
 




