Local Work Group:

Otsego CD- Otsego county

Attachment C - Local
Workgroup Feedback FY2026

(Area, County or Conservation District)
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(duplicate if more space is needed for questions)




Attachment A - Local Workgroup Feedback

Are there any watersheds which should be considered for priority projects? Briefly explain what work is
currently occurring there and how NRCS programs could assist. Provide the HUC for the watershed.

Otsego lake and Au Sable river

Do you have any suggestions for changes to the ranking pools used in the programs?

Include local resource concerns

Priority Resource Concerns: Identify local Resource Concern Categories in order of priority, with 17
being most important and 1 being least important.

6_ Air Quality L Pest Pressure

& Aquatic Habitat 2_ Salt Losses to Water

5_ Concentrated Erosion 5_ Soil Quality Limitations

L Degraded Plant Condition 9_ Source Water Depletion

L Field Pesticide Loss i Storage and Handling of Pollutants

17 Field Sediment, Nutrient and Pathogen Loss 13 Terrestrial Habitat

10 Fire Management 3 Weather Resilience
4 Inefficient Energy Use 8 Wind and Water Erosion
7 Livestock Production Limitation

Suggestions for new CSP Enhancements (provide link to publications describing the activity, if possible):

Other Suggestions/Considerations:
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