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Part 610 – National Environmental Compliance Handbook 

Subpart H – Exhibits 

610.133  Sample Completed Supplementation Worksheet 

In order to ensure that the proposed action and the existing environmental assessment or environmental impact 
statement is still valid, the following checklist documents whether circumstances and environmental conditions 
have changed to the extent that a supplemental EA or EIS should be prepared for the proposed action.  If the EA 
or EIS is associated with a watershed project plan, follow the guidance in Title 390, National Watershed 
Program Manual (NWPM), Part 503, and Title 390, National Watershed Program Handbook (NWPH), 
Part 603). 

Specifically, the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) requires that supplements to existing EA or EIS 
documents be prepared if the agency makes substantial changes in the proposed action that are relevant to 
environmental concerns, or there are significant new circumstances or information relevant to environmental 
concerns that have bearing on the proposed action or its impacts.   

This checklist should be retained with the file to document that the agency assessed the need for a supplemental 
EA or EIS.  In following the Council on Environmental Quality’s Forty Most Asked Questions guidance on 
implementing NEPA (Question # 32), the following checklist is applicable for use by all projects with an 
environmental analysis that is more than 5 years old.   

New Information/Change in Existing Conditions and Need for Supplementation  
 
For each question below, provide a yes or no response with a short explanation or citation that supports the 
response.   

 
1) Have substantial changes in the proposed action been made that were not fully considered in the initial 
environmental analysis? 
 
Yes or No  
Describe extent and magnitude of change:  
 
The additional work proposed is the removal of fish migration barriers/point source sediment delivery at 
18 sites within the Stinky Creek watershed. This work entails the removal of existing culverts on existing 
forest road drainage crossings and replacing them with larger culverts. The drainages are all tributaries to 
the main stem of Stinky Creek. At each site the forest road will be regarded to address potential forest 
road surface runoff and sediment delivery to the drainage. As needed, the stream channel upstream and 
down-stream of the culvert will be graded to match the channel reference reach. In some cases it is 
expected that in order to achieve a stable channel section that in-stream grade control structures will be 
needed (i.e., rock cross vanes). 
 
Note that the 2 of the 4 primary purpose of the recommended plan as outline in the FNSI is to— 
1.) Improve water quality by reducing soil erosion on rangeland, forestland and cropland. 
2.) Maintain, protect, and enhance cultural resources, fish habitat and wildlife habitat. 
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The section of the FNSI titled “Effects of Recommended Actions” states that the project implementation 
schedule includes removal of anadromous fish barriers, improvement of stream corridor vegetation, 
channel condition, rangeland, forestland and riparian areas.  Water quality will be improved in Stinky 
Creek by reducing fecal coliform levels, stream temperatures and excessive runoff and sediment from 
roads. The combine effects of these treatments will result in improved water quality and fish habitat in 
approximately 40 miles of habitat. 
 
The section titled “Summary of Alternative Five Components” in the FNSI outlines a list of components, 
this section needs to be amended to include the installation of: 
 

- 18 culverts 
- 3,600 feet of forest road grading 
- 1,800 feet of stream channel stabilization 
- 2 acres of critical area seeding 
- 2 acres of tree and shrub planting 

 
In order to achieve the benefit outlined in the “Effects of Recommended Actions” section of the FNSI, this 
additional work is necessary. 
 
 
2)  Have project conditions or information changed such that the proposed action may have 
increased the potential for significant adverse effects on public health or safety? 
 
Yes or No  
Describe extent and magnitude of change: The planned or proposed additional work will not have a 
negative impact on health or safety. The proposed additional work will be conducted in forestland location 
contained within the Confederated Salmon Tribe reservation.  
 
3) Have project conditions or information on the proposed project changed such that  the proposed 
action may have increased significant adverse effects on such natural resources and unique 
geographic characteristics as historic or cultural resources; park, recreation or refuge lands; wilderness 
areas; wild or scenic rivers; national natural landmarks; sole or principal drinking water aquifers; prime 
farmlands; wetlands (Executive Order 11990); floodplains (Executive Order 11988); national monuments; 
migratory birds (Executive Order 13186); and other ecologically significant or critical areas under Federal 
ownership or jurisdiction? 
 
Yes or No 
Describe extent and magnitude of change: No increases of significant adverse effects for the planned or 
proposed additional work are anticipated.  The proposed additional work will help achieve the desired 
effects described in the FNSI. 
 
4) Have project conditions or information on the proposed project changed such that the proposed 
action may have increased the potential for highly controversial environmental effects or involve 
unresolved conflicts concerning alternative uses of available resources (NEPA Section 102(2)(E))? 
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Yes or No 
Describe extent and magnitude of change: An increase of highly controversial environmental effects is not 
anticipated. The proposed additional work will result in positive environmental benefits for the Stinky 
Watershed. 
 
5) Have project conditions or information on the proposed project changed such that the proposed 
action may have increased the potential for highly uncertain and potentially significant 
environmental effects or involve unique or unknown environmental risks? Example: Dam 
classification and engineering has changed to require the dam to be classified as a high-hazard dam.  
 
Yes or No 
Describe extent and magnitude of change: No increases of highly uncertain and potentially significant 
environmental effects or involve unique or unknown environmental risks for the planned or proposed 
additional work are anticipated.  
 
6)  Have project conditions or information on the proposed project changed such that the proposed 
action may have increased the potential for setting a precedent for future action or represent a 
decision in principle about future actions with potentially significant environmental effects? 
 
Yes or No 
Describe extent and magnitude of change: No increases in the potential for setting a precedent for future 
action or represent a decision in principle about future actions with potentially significant environmental 
effects for the planned or proposed additional work are anticipated.  
 
 
7)  Have project conditions or information on the proposed project changed such that the proposed 
action may have increased the potential to result in actions with individually insignificant but 
cumulatively significant environmental effects? 
 
Yes or No 
Describe extent and magnitude of change: No increases in the potential to result in actions with 
individually insignificant but cumulatively significant environmental effects for the planned or proposed 
additional work are anticipated.  
 
 
8)  Have project conditions or information on the proposed project changed such that there is an 
increased potential for effects on historic properties listed in or eligible for listing in the National 
Register of Historic Places as determined by the NRCS State office after consultation with the State 
historic preservation officer, appropriate federally recognized American Indian Tribes, appropriate Tribal 
historic preservation officers, or other appropriate consulting parties that the State office identifies, in 
accordance with the National Historic Preservation Act Section 106 as implemented by 36 CFR Part 800?  
 
Yes or No 
Describe extent and magnitude of change: No increases in the potential for effects on historic properties 
listed in or eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places for the planned or proposed 
additional work are anticipated.  
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9) Have project conditions or information on the proposed project changed such that there is an 
increased potential for effects to species listed, or proposed to be listed, on the List of Endangered or 
Threatened Species under the Endangered Species Act, or have the potential for effects on 
designated critical habitat for these species? 
 
Yes or No 
Describe extent and magnitude of change: There have been changes to the to the Federal and State T&E 
species listings and there is a potential for adverse impacts to salmon species and adverse modifications to 
designated critical habitat.  Consultation will be required and changes to the designs are likely.  It is 
anticipated that even with mitigation, there may be an adverse impact to species present in the area. 
 
10) Have project conditions or information on the proposed project changed such that the proposed 
action may have increased the potential for violating a Federal law, or a State, local, or Tribal law 
or requirement imposed for the protection of the environment? 
 
Yes or No 
Describe extent and magnitude of change: No increases in the potential for violating a Federal law, or a 
State, local, or Tribal law or requirement imposed for the protection of the environment for the planned or 
proposed additional work are anticipated. 
 
11) Have project conditions or information on the proposed project changed such that the proposed 
action may have increased the potential for disproportionately high and adverse effect on low-
income or minority populations (Executive Order 12898)? 
 
Yes or No 
Describe extent and magnitude of change: No increases in the potential for disproportionately high and 
adverse effect on low income or minority populations for the planned or proposed additional work are 
anticipated. 
 
 
12)  Have project conditions or information on the proposed project changed such that the proposed 
action may have increased the potential to contribute to the introduction, continued existence, or 
spread of noxious weeds or non-native invasive species known to occur in the area or actions that 
may promote the introduction, growth, or expansion of the range of such species (Federal Noxious 
Weed Control Act and Executive Order 13112)? 
 
 
Yes or No 
Describe extent and magnitude of change: No increases in the potential to contribute to the introduction, 
continued existence, or spread of noxious weeds or nonnative invasive species known to occur in the area 
or actions that may promote the introduction, growth, or expansion of the range of such species for the 
planned or proposed additional work are anticipated. 
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The RFO is to check below the appropriate response on whether or not a supplemental EA or EIS is 
warranted based on the review above.   
 
Based on the responses provided above, I find that: 
 
____ a) Substantial changes in the proposed action have not been made or the potential effects and 
information on the proposed action have not significantly changed such that a supplemental EA or EIS 
needs to be prepared, and there is no new information having a bearing on environmental effects or 
environmental conditions to the degree that necessitates the preparation of a supplemental EA or EIS. 
 
__X__ b) Substantial changes in the proposed action have been made, or the potential effects or 
information on the proposed action have significantly changed such that a supplemental EA or EIS needs 
to be prepared, or there is new information having a bearing on environmental effects or environmental 
conditions have that necessitates the preparation of a supplemental EA or EIS. 
 
Justification for the determination: A supplemental EA will be prepared to address changes to project 
design and implementation and will include a complete analysis of impacts to federally listed species and 
designated critical habitat.  Formal consultation will be initiated and documented in the plan EA.  The 
public scoping process will be reinitiated to ensure that all appropriate issues and concerns of the affected 
community and the Tribe can be addressed.  Relevant information from the project sponsor along with 
their consent to initiate consultation with FWS and NMFS will be obtained. 
 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Responsible Federal Official             Date 


