LESA Evaluation Form 
Site Location___________________________________________________________

Developer’s Name_______________________________________________________

Lemhi County Case #_____________________________________________________

Date Received____________________

	Existing Conditions
	Score 
	Site Score

	
	
	

	Agricultural  Preservation
	
	

	1. Proposed developments that are within Area of City Impact are considered to have a minimal effect on agriculture.  
	0
	

	2. Proposed developments or associated improvements that predominately border land defined as agricultural are considered to have an adverse impact on agriculture
	-10
	

	3. Proposed developments or associated improvements that are located on prime agricultural land or farmland of statewide importance as defined by the NRCS are considered to have an adverse impact on agriculture.  
	-20
	

	TOTAL SCORE
	-30
	

	
	
	

	Agricultural Water Systems/Irrigation
	
	

	1. Proposed developments located on land without agricultural water user facilities or adjoining an agricultural water use facility are considered to have minimal impact on agricultural water user facilities.  
	0
	

	2. Proposed developments located on land with agricultural water user facilities or adjoining an agricultural water use facility or have the potential to be irrigated are considered to have an adverse impact on agricultural water user facilities and fish screens..   
	-10
	

	3. Proposed developments that involve the abandonment or transfer of water rights from the property being subdivided, or that involve the abandonment or removal of agricultural water user facilities are considered to have an adverse impact on agricultural water user facilities
	-20
	

	4. Proposed developments or associated improvements that will alter access or maintenance of agricultural water user facilities are considered to have an adverse impact on agricultural water user facilities.  
	-10
	

	5. Proposed developments or associated improvements that will alter diminish the movement or availability of water are considered to have an adverse impact on agricultural water user facilities
	-30
	

	TOTAL SCORE 
	-70
	

	
	
	

	Natural  Environment
	
	

	1. Proposed developments that are within the Area of City Impact and will use existing water and/or sewer utilities are considered to have a minimal impact on the natural environment except as otherwise provided in condition directly below this
	0
	

	2. Proposed developments or associated improvements that are located on land having evidence of soils with building or site development limitations or are proposed on slopes greater than 30 percent, are considered to have an adverse impact on the natural environment.  
	-20
	

	3. Proposed developments or associated improvements that are in locations with riparian areas, rivers, streams, lakes, wetlands, floodplains or floodways, or other natural surface waters are considered to have an adverse impact on the natural environment.  
	-20
	

	TOTAL SCORE
	-40
	

	
	
	

	Ground Water Quality
	
	

	1. Proposed developments that are within the Area of City Impact and are connected to existing central water and sewer utilities are considered to have a minimal impact on ground water quality
	0
	

	2. Proposed developments that are within the Area of City Impact and are not connected to existing central water and sewer utilities are considered to have a minimal an adverse impact on ground water quality
	-30
	

	3. Proposed developments outside of the Area of City Impact that are connected to existing central water and sewer utilities are considered to have a minimal impact on ground water quality 
	0
	

	4. Proposed developments outside of the Area of City Impact that are not connected to existing utilities are considered to have an adverse impact on ground water quality
	-10
	

	5. Proposed developments that are associated with high risk soils are considered to have an adverse impact on ground water quality
	-20
	

	TOTAL SCORE
	-60
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	Public Health and Safety
	
	

	1. Proposed developments that are within the Area of City Impact, and/or where existing police, fire and emergency services can respond within 10 minutes or 90% of all emergencies are likely to have a minimal impact on public health and safety
	0
	

	2. Proposed developments located outside of areas where police, fire and emergency services can respond within 10 minutes for 90% of all emergencies are considered to have an adverse impact on public health and safety.
	-5
	

	3. Proposed developments or associated improvements that are attributed with land conditions that may be detrimental to public health such as landslides, mine tailings, subsidence or other features with severe development limitations, are considered to have an adverse impact on public health and safety
	-10
	

	4. Proposed developments or associated improvements that are located within the floodplain as defined by Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) are considered to have an adverse impact on public health and safety
	-10
	

	5. Proposed developments or associated improvements that are located within the Wildland Urban Interface (WUI) boundary are considered to have an adverse impact on public health and safety
	-10
	

	6. Proposed developments that do not show evidence of adequate water supply are considered to have an adverse impact on public health and safety
	-30
	

	7. Proposed development of the water supply systems has an adverse impact on any existing senior water rights
	-20
	

	TOTAL SCORE
	-85
	

	
	
	

	Fish, Wildlife and Habitat
	
	

	1. Proposed developments that are within the Area of City Impact are considered to have a minimal impact on fish, wildlife and habitat except as otherwise provided in the next two listings below
	0
	

	2. Proposed developments or associated improvements that are proposed in locations that would interfere with known important or critical fish and wildlife corridors are considered to have an adverse impact on fish, wildlife and habitat.   
	-15
	

	3. Proposed developments or associated improvements that are located on lands with rare, threatened, or endangered species, as identified by state or federal agencies, are considered to have an adverse impact on fish, wildlife and habitat.
	-20
	

	4. Proposed developments or associated improvements that are proposed on or adjacent to land identified by state or federal agencies as critical habitat are considered to have an adverse impact on fish, wildlife and habitat.  
	-10
	

	TOTAL SCORE
	-45
	

	
	
	

	Transportation System/Access Management
	
	

	1. Proposed developments that are contiguous to or within the Area of City Impact and provide safe and adequate access to existing road networks are considered to have minimal impact on the overall transportation system except as otherwise provided in the next two listings below.  
	0
	

	2. Proposed development or associated improvements that would require adoption or maintenance by the county are considered to have an adverse impact on the overall transportation system
	-20
	

	3. Proposed developments or associated improvements that require new access to State Highways 93 or 28 are considered to have an adverse impact on the overall transportation system
	-20
	

	4. Proposed developments or associated improvements that maintain private, unpaved road systems are considered to have an adverse impact on the overall transportation system.  
	-10
	

	5. Proposed developments or associated improvements on ground that abuts public land that would prohibit or restrict current or existing access to public lands are considered to have an adverse impact on the overall transportation system
	-25
	

	TOTAL SCORE
	-75
	

	
	
	

	Cultural and Historic Preservation
	
	

	1. Proposed developments that are located in an area without known or documented historical significance are considered to have minimal impact on cultural/historic preservation
	0
	

	2. Proposed developments or associated improvements that are on land with historical, cultural, archeological, or paleontogical features are considered to have an adverse impact on cultural/historic preservation
	-10
	

	TOTAL SCORE 
	-10
	

	
	
	

	OVERALL SCORE 
	
	


	Mitigating Conditions
	Score
	Site Score 

	
	
	

	Agriculture
	
	

	1. Prime agricultural lands on adjacent properties may be protected by establishing a 50 foot open space buffer between any structures and adjacent prime agricultural lands.
	10 
	

	2. Prime agricultural lands located on the site shall be protected from adverse impacts if at least 60% of the entire property, not including any undeveloped portions of individual development lots, is maintained as open space.
	20 
10 (if only 30%)
	

	                a) Open space shall consist primarily of lands designated as prime agricultural lands
	3
	

	                b) Open space areas shall be clustered so that they abut neighboring open lands, wherever possible.
	3
	

	                c) Open space is protected through a conservation easement.  
	15
	

	3. Open space contains dedicated parkland, wildlife, river, and stream buffers, and up to 1/3 of open space areas may be used for community water and community wastewater systems (Hillsides with slopes greater than 30% must be subtracted from the total amount of required open space)
	10
	

	4. Cluster development on non-prime ag land
	10
	

	OR:
	
	

	5. Proposed developments provide own mitigation plan (must be approved by County) for adverse impacts to agriculture including specified design features and utilizing resource specific best management practices and some or all of the factors listed above.
	Up to 30
	

	TOTAL SCORE
	71
	

	
	
	

	Agricultural Water User Facilities
	
	

	1. Ditch easements may be established in locations of appropriate topographic characteristics and sufficient width, to allow the physical placement and unobstructed maintenance of open ditches or underground pipelines for the delivery of water for irrigation to persons and lands legally entitled to the water under an appropriated water right or permit of an irrigation district or other private or public entity formed to provide for the use of the water right
	10
	

	2. Where the average lot size is 1 acre or less and the developer may provide for disclosure, that adequately notifies potential buyers of lots that are classified as irrigated land and may continue to be assessed for irrigation water delivery even though the water may not be deliverable
	5
	

	3. The developer may, unless otherwise provided for under separate written agreement or filed easement, file and record ditch easements for unobstructed use and maintenance of existing water delivery ditches, pipelines, and facilities in the development that are necessary to convey water through the subdivision to lands adjacent to or beyond the development boundaries in quantities and in a manner that are consistent with historic and legal rights
	10
	

	OR:
	
	

	4. Proposed developments may mitigate for adverse impacts to agricultural water facilities through a pre-approved mitigation plan including specified design features and utilizing resource specific best management practices and some or all of the factors listed above.
	Up to 75
	

	TOTAL SCORE
	25
	

	
	
	

	Natural Environment
	
	

	1. All structures and roads meet the applicable setback standard (i.e., distance from the ordinary high water mark of the water body and any structures) and vegetated buffer standard, in which existing native species may not be removed.  Setback distances shall be measured from the ordinary high water mark of the water body and no structure shall be allowed within the minimum setback area: 

a.  Class 1 stream: Seventy five foot (75') setback 

b.  Class 2 stream: Fifty foot (50') setback. 

c.  Class 3 stream: Thirty foot (30') setback 
	10
	

	2. Developments may consider natural drainage patterns for surface waters, including stormwater runoff. Minimum stormwater standards should consider:

a. Peak post-development stormwater flows 

b. Mitigate the impacts of increased runoff due to development

c. Maximize infiltration and minimize runoff from developed properties

d. Facilitate groundwater recharge

e. Protect groundwater quality

A plan for handling the stormwater runoff may be submitted
	5
	

	3. Developments located in areas of soils with building or site development limitations, or slopes greater than 30%, provide engineering reports submitted by an Idaho licensed professional engineer showing mitigation measures for each limiting factor
	5
	

	OR:
	
	

	4. Proposed developments may mitigate for adverse impacts the natural environment through a pre-approved mitigation plan including specified design features and utilizing resource specific best management practices and some or all of the factors listed above.
	Up to 40
	

	TOTAL SCORE
	20
	

	
	
	

	Ground Water Quality
	
	

	1. Proposed developments with soil limitations (nutrient and/or pathogen contamination, shallow soils, high permeability, shallow ground water or fractured bedrock) provide an approved Nutrient Pathogen Evaluation as required by the Idaho Department of Environmental Quality (DEQ) demonstrating that the proposed on-site wastewater treatment system(s) will not degrade ground water or surface water quality beyond existing background levels
	20
	

	OR:
	
	

	2. Proposed developments may mitigate for adverse impacts to ground water quality through a pre-approved mitigation plan including specified design features and utilizing resource specific best management practices and some or all of the factors listed above.
	Up to 60
	

	TOTAL SCORE
	20
	

	
	
	

	Public Health and Safety
	
	

	1. On proposed developments that are not located within 10 minutes of emergency services, for 90% of all emergencies that might take place,  the developer discloses to potential buyers regarding these limitations
	5
	

	2. Any residence located within the WUI boundary, follows guidelines provided by wildland fire management agencies for defensible space and safe building practices
	10
	

	3. Proposed development provides substantial and credible evidence to support that the cumulative impact of all water supply systems will not harm any existing senior water rights
	20
	

	4. Land with conditions that may be detrimental to the health, safety or general welfare of existing or future residents because of potential hazards such as landslides, mine tailings, subsidence, or other features with severe development limitations may not be developed for building or residential purposes unless the hazards or other features are eliminated by lawful permit or overcome by approved design and construction plans
	20
	

	OR:
	
	

	5. Proposed developments may mitigate for adverse impacts to public health and safety through a pre-approved mitigation plan including specified design features and utilizing resource specific best management practices and some or all of the factors listed above.
	Up to 65
	

	TOTAL SCORE
	55
	

	
	
	

	Fish, Wildlife and  Habitat
	
	

	1. Critical wildlife habitat and corridors may be protected with the establishment of a 50 foot open space buffer (or a buffer recommended by a public wildlife and/or fish agency) between any habitable structures and any critical fish and wildlife habitat and corridors
	10
	

	2. Proposed developments located within established wildlife travel corridors - mitigate for migration of big game species wildlife.
	5
	

	3. Submission of a plan that accommodates wildlife “friendly” fencing, clustering of homes, and minimizing road obstacles  
	5
	

	4. Loss of riparian habitat can lead to increased water temperatures, bank instability, increased winter icing, noxious weeds and increased soil erosion. Developer agrees, to the greatest extent possible, to leave riparian areas intact and allowed to function naturally
	10
	

	5.  Preservation of critical habitat
	10
	

	OR:
	
	

	6. Proposed developments may further mitigate for adverse impacts to wildlife and wildlife habitat through a pre-approved mitigation plan including specified design features and utilizing resource specific best management practices and some or all of the factors listed above.
	Up to 45
	

	TOTAL SCORE
	40
	

	
	
	

	Transportation System/Access Management
	
	

	1. Developer submits a transportation plan that, whenever feasible, connects all streets and alleys to other streets within the neighborhood/development and connect to existing or projected through streets, as part of an interconnected street network, outside of the development
	15
	

	2. If safe and adequate access cannot be provided or maintained within the traffic impact area, the developer proposes to either construct the necessary improvements to ensure safe and adequate access or provide payment in lieu to the applicable department to cover the costs of the constructing the improvements.  
	15
	

	3. Proposed developments adjacent to public lands provides access through easement to existing and established public trails and road systems in coordination with the public land management agency
	15
	

	4. Development proposals may include consideration for reducing dependence on motorized transportation. Pedestrian walkways, and trail systems should be implemented with consideration for connectivity to the overall non-motorized transportation system within Lemhi County
	15
	

	5. Willingness of developer to establish access to public lands where no access currently exists with approval of affected agency
	15
	

	OR:
	
	

	Proposed developments may mitigate for adverse impacts to the local transportation system through a pre-approved mitigation plan including specified design features and utilizing resource specific best management practices and some or all of the factors listed above.
	Up to 75
	

	TOTAL SCORE
	75
	

	
	
	

	Cultural and Historic Preservation
	
	

	1.  Developments within known areas of cultural significance may mitigate for impacts to this resource by conducting an approved cultural inventory and buffering any resources identified by this inventory
	10
	

	OR:
	
	

	2. Proposed developments may mitigate for adverse impacts cultural and historic preservation through pre-approved mitigation plan including specified design features and utilizing resource specific best management practices and some or all of the factors listed above.
	Up to 10
	

	TOTAL SCORE
	10
	

	
	
	

	OVERALL SCORE
	
	


Existing Conditions Score

____________

Subtract Mitigation Score

____________

LESA SCORE



____________

A score of 30 or below in any one category, or an overall score of 100 or below shall require a Development Engineering Report to be completed. 

Final Score – The development application will be scored and development potential will be determined on the following scale:



1.   Scores from 0 to -35 – Best suited for development



2.   Scores from -35 to -60 – Moderately suited for development



3.   Scores from -60 to -85 – Least suited for development



4.   Scores under -85 – Very limited development potential


Note:  If any single category receives a mitigated score under 30 the land will also be deemed as having very limited development potential.  
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