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Rangeland Health Evaluation Summary Worksheet 

Part 1, Area of Interest Documentation [Bold items require completion, other information is optionoll 

State V\( Office 0 2>0 . Management Unit CA 51 674 )')t/ 

Posture/Watershed ID# k \' I\ l Major land Resource Area ( 

Location (description)-------------------------;~=,-,­
&·.Y>''fl.Z­

_ 1/4, _]j4 or lot __ ,Long __ or UTM CoordiJ''/5.?170· > Legal T __ ,R __ ,Sec __ , 

---------- Photo(s) Taken Yes X_ No _ 

-'""'W~t-L!""'f-'Y-I-!-/-"e'C'A.""·"'\t,"'-1\+-._'-'1 '"--' fuv'--'1?.=···.-h Date b -/ - 0 Z. 

Ecological Sitep'WL'.!44U...l.W.~{)JLJ&:.\lc·-'.'•>-''~'-'' ·.w',_.:_\1-_".!_{_ Soil Map Unit Nome _£!6CJ'tc___ ____ _ 

---------------Soil/Site Verification--------------­
Rangeland Ecological Site Description and/or Soil Survey Ar~a of Interest Determination 
Surface Texture Surface Texture ------------
Depth: Very Shallow 0 Shallow 0 Moderate 0 Deep 0 Depth: Very Shallow 0 Shallow 0 Moderate 0 Deep 0 

(< 1 0") (1 0"-20") (20"-40') (>40") (< 1 0") (1 0"-20") (20'-40") (>40") 
list diagnostic horizons in profile and depth list diagnostic horizons in profile and depth 
1 3 1 3 
2 4 2 4 --------

Parent Material Slope _il_ % Elevation 'fl:oo ft Topographic Position __ Aspect /:: . 

Avg Annual Precip Recent Weather (last 2 years) Drought)!.,._ Normal __ Wet __ _ 

Describe wildlife and livestock use and recent disturbances Lo,f.c, Ll!u -\ic; ,I J lv,zu./ sku I'' · 5c "''­

.,;.k, I,"'-fo< \.,"+ \""l.;j.-.·1 ·\:;v A>\.·(dop( T'\'"[c,;\-;;~ ·, "- ·,•~d)lr \IC<{/u/ 

Describe offsite influences on area of interest-------------------



Species Dominance Worksheet 

Part 1 (Required) 

The most common species, noxious weeds (state-listed plants), invasive natives, invasive exotics 

(non-noxious) are ranked according to dominance using cover'lzJ or weight 0 . 

Dominant Species on Site 
1 -VI c.o 
2 Me, 
3 ____________ _ 

4--------------------
Invasive Natives 
1 0"-

2----------------------3 __________________ _ 

Part 2 (Optional) Dominant Species by Life Farm 

No~iyus Weeds 
1 No" / 

2-------------
3 ----------------------

Invasive Exotics 
1 i" /2-- -~:;; 

2 /)"'rr g,dJ:,-c,,f' 

3 

The most common species are ranked according to dominance using cover 0 or w'eightO by life form. 

Annual Grasses 
1 l",tz-1.~ 

2----------------------3 _________________ _ 

Perennial Grasses 
et.. 5A 5/!I·Y 

2 orz_.ttY 1:n 
3 fo<;1;- J(; 

Shrubs and Trees 
1 Af-;JO rt: &A 
2 Al- c..o t- ff.v'A 
3 CftiJ I 8 {, lA )A 

Kfi-LA 
Jc<.oS 
'>/1Vg' 

Annual Forbs 
1 SA I ~"2 
2 5\AL 
3 C:tz.L.-1 

Succulents 
0 ,,_.f-lCL_ 

:s.5fl 

Dt-s L(u.-v-t:ct. fit\H .. .cd-........_~ ·· 
:J.,v(,c._.~ fo·(C\·jo 

~N i)vdlcrc-•<{ 

2--------------------
3 ----------------

Biological Crust (rate by component not species, e.g., lichen, moss, or algae) 

1 0/rl()f.-' (f'" :>·\· 

2--------------3 __________________ _ 



Functional/Structural Groups Worksheet 

State V\ l Office 0 kD Ecological Site -------- Site ID 

Observer(s) P""l-?:5; //?-r0(1, l-1;< p.:(bvt, Ti9<>'L) Dote s-- I- oz __ 

Functional/Structural Groups Species List for Functional/Structural Groups 

:-- ;, i OcC' 
>_',-c<~ ;J>c:\Jellnal' . /0tuae .c !(_-_" i ~ T.'f<-· • ,,-. -· .. -

~ 

~ 
' GrCtc;< rl \0 

(>, (;v p.<,S 
t -Is 31 

c;0r~b ~! () ><1 

A. 'fl;(b ) L-1 

Y, 0·rb liS 8: 

ljOl> 
-:;--o-o 
(;00 

Biological Crust3 frLS, Jlccj·· 

Indicate whether each "structural/functional group" is a Dominant (D) (roughly 41-100% composition), a 
Subdominant (S) (roughly 11-40% composition), a Minor Component (M) (roughly 3-10% composition), or a 
Trace Component (T) (<3 % composition) based on weight or cover composition in the area of interest 
(e.g., "Actual2

" column) relative lo the "Potential'" column derived from information found in the ecological site 
description and/or at the ecological reference area. 

Biological Crust3 dominance is evaluated solely on cover not composition by weight. 
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Cover Worksheet 

State __ (/('---'-~-----Office --'0"'-. _:L:::..'"-"0::...._ __ Ecological Site __,_)..::"2----t.~/ ______ _ 

Observer(s) ------------- Date------- Site ID _______ _ 

COVER ClASSES 

LIFE FORMS' 0 

1 Life Forms Cover- Record multiple canopy cover classes; total plant canopy may exceed 100%. Small 

openings (less than 2" in diameter) are included as cover. 

2 Ground Cover- Category I is an estimate of total vascular plant cover; overlapping canopies are counted as 

only one canopy (record life form with first point of contact). Total vascular plant cover (I) together with the sum of 

cover in Categories II-VI should total to approximately 100%. 

Notes: Include source of cover data (e.g., estimates or measurements) 



Part 2. Indicator Rating 

Indicators 

1. Rills 

2. Water Flow PaHerns 

S,H,B 

H 

B 15. 

Comments: 

B 

Comments: 

B 

Comments: 

Departure from Ecological Site Description/ 
Ecologi<l'l Reference Areo(s) 



Part 3. Summary 
A. Indicator Summary 

Departure from Ecological Site Description/ 
Ecological Reference Area(s) 

B. AHribute Summary · Check the category that best fits the "preponderance of evidence" lor each of the three 
o»ributes relative to the distribution of indicator ratings in the preceding Indicator Summary table. 

Attribute 

Soil/Site Stability Rationale: 

Hydrologic Function Rationale: . 

Biotic Integrity Rationale: 

·-soii!Sitdltab11iw 

Biotic Jnt~rlty 
Watershed FUnction 

Appendix 6 

Attrlbute Ratm~- Cb k et: one m esc b row 
···::-- Not Stable D At Rlsk----.l& Stable D 

Not Intact D AtRlsk-D Intact )YI 

Non-F\Jnrtionin.l!- D AtRlsk-D F\Jnrtioninr.- M 

Comments o~ Jndicator(s) on other side of tbis page 

40 

c;;otk .. o-vrt. (9 ric){/ t>ltA.v\17 (;;..rosi or 4 Sor'l hwtA'vrLPil(, Page z 
_L-;vtS\cY--/v &•<:."v{Shtv!) ·>e.J?.v'"' In be cm"'Hb~,~·I·K \" ')or\ 

\V\ \c,l,lli \y- . . 
o.· .I · .l l \ J. b ,\· r I s1 ,,\ .. ( 1 

&- !LokA 
lo'"'"V'>"C·err~·-~v .s 11\:('(1 " vw;·V t7 _,., 

.K,,"'-\ rL,cve.. r"~ "'·. d,op,\ ~"~Cis', 1;\/tvt!'<:bry t/ ~~ Vt 11 

"'oi.PttA.p.,\e,. c.LwlP· ck Coy,cL\ ·h Oh) -\\ ( ~- fOSt>; M .. ·H-v~AI 
h, ·HA\ s <~; -le' Sju.' s d,vf'l s; fy 1) cr, A I :( ' \' n '''/;t,,j,~ 

·\·l•-\ <) :;;\1' ;s ·)"''\ i·''";,~·:v·h '>""''' r~rr•'•S _(" G!.t :AI/< !l~·•tr•\', 
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Rangeland Health Evaluation Summary Worksheet 

Part 1. Area of Interest Documentation (Bold item> require completion, other information i> optional) 

Stole U{ Office ()-z__._O Management Unit £115f D1CI 5'7j 
-<') - r, 1'6 I 

Pasture/Watershed ID# . ~ ''-\' _ Major Land Resource Area -----~ 

Location (description) ------------------------=--c~=~ 
t:.: 3 "32. \30 

Legal T __ ,R __ ,Sec __ , ~ 1/4, --1/4 or Lot __ ,Long~ or UTM Coord,;. ~s l=i r 26 

Size of Evaluation Area Phato(s) Taken Yes£ No _ 

Observer(s) 
6 ?\l {( 1 ~~?LnJy! fte·d~vl .-To'i'<'C-5 . ~ate_· .:..r;_-..1./~o:.....<.-~~~~~~­

Ecological Site. '[:Qr;((.,r--\- Lo"'vv1 (-.,\M,&\'c "'-\c::)'V-Soil Mop Unit Name -==t-=L=-~~~~-
---------------Soil/Site Verification---------------
Rangeland Ecological Site Description and/or Soil Survey Ar~a of Interest Determination 
Surface Texture Surface Texture -------------
Depth: Very Shallow 0 Shallow 0 Moderate 0 Deep 0 Depth: Very Shallow 0 Shallow 0 Moderate 0 Deep 0 

(<10") (10"-20") (20'-40") (>40") (<10") (10"-20") (20'-40") (>40") 
List diagnostic horizons in profile and depth list diagnostic horizons in profile and depth 
1 3 1 3 
2~~~-~- 4 -~~~~~~- 2 --~-~~4 -----~--

Parent Material Slope_\_ % Elevation ifr; (,(, ft Topographic Position __ Aspect __ 

Avg Annual Precip Recent Weather (last 2 years) Drought L Normal __ Wet ---,-

Describe wildlife and livestock use and recent disturbances V.c" '/ b;.u,v Y S \."_.Lt.-(" \A) L· · ']\.J" vi /,__,,1 L 
ftz5-\ [f•'t-,)(' \\\oh,~,,-\',J' J--Lv>J-t.!::. c~~ iv. o...-+•·+-..~" 0.."-"do -<-- 4 J2_,.,. '·ll.....- fAJ-b,·.f-.,..~4-

Describe off site influences on area of interest-------------------
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Species Dominance Worksheet 

Part 1 (Required) 

The most common species, noxious weeds (stole-listed plants), invasive natives, invasive exotics 

(non-noxious) are ranked according to dominance using cover"t2a or weight D . 

Dominant Species on Site 
ATe{? 

3 _ _,t'-'J'-"'"'··~;:;·\...;')wil\e.;l"'''>w5'---------4 ____________ __ 

Invasive Natives 

1--~~~---------------
2--------------3 ____________ __ 

Part 2 (Optional) Do,"'inant Species by Life Form 

Noxious Weeds 

1 N /~ 
2-----------
3 --------------------------

Invasive Exotics 
1 g,, {,v/{,.lvl 

2 c k,_,/9 tv<r 
3 ____________ __ 

The most common species are ranked according to dominance using cover ,g{ or weight D by life form. 

Annual Grasses Annual Forbs 
(SRIK 1 g,, (;v-/1, (_'"~' 

2 2 Hi\ L 

3 3 SAKA 

Perennial Grasses Perennial Forbs 
:Lf L so co 

_I,_,d;,,, I 
2 Y!Mtq \bC( 2 

3 3 

Shrubs and Trees Succulents 

Alco v -z__ 

2 ARS 2 

3 kR Ll>r 3 

Biological Crust (rate by component not species, e.g., lichen, moss, or algae) 
1 £\"cl:: Cyo + 
2~e_------------------3 ___________ __ 
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Cover Worksheet 

State U -r Office 0 l 0 Ecological Site __,)_'l_/_'-'/----,.-,---
Observer(s) Ov-A eo I \\uJ'f I tie"'-"'"', \akr~-~ Date c)- -·- o'l- Site ID ----'·r_-_·--'-)~; ;,_,_/.:00 __ _ 

I~ 1 ~ 
I lb.- r• 
. /{;\1/ 

COVER ClASSES (% 

LIFE FORMS1 0 2-5 &l5 

2-5 6-15 16-30 

1 Life Forms Cover- Record multiple canopy cover classes; total plant canopy may exceed 100%. Small 

openings (less than 2" in diameter) are included as cover. 

2 Ground Cover· Category I is an estimate of total vascular plant cover; overlapping canopies are counted as 

only one canopy (record life form with first point of contact). Total vascular plant cover (I) together with the sum of 

cover in Categories II-VI should total to approximately 100%. 

Notes: Include source of cover data (e.g., estimates or measurements) 
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Part 2, Indicator Rating 

AHribute Indicators 

S,H 1. Rills 

s 

Departure from Ecological Site Description/ 
Ecologic~! Reference Area{s) 



Part 3. Summary 
A. Indicator Summary 

S Soil/Site 

H 

Departure from Ecological Site Description/ 
Ecological Reference Area(s) 

B. Attribute Summary· Check the category that best fits the "preponderance of evidence" for each of the three 
atlributes relative to the distribution of indicator ratings in the preceding Indicator Summary table. 

Attribute 

Soil/Site Stability Rationale: 

Hydrologic Function Rationale: . 

Biotic Integrity Rationale: 

Attribute Ratm~- c k bee one m esc h row 

'Soii!Sii~''Stlibilitv 
. -.. ·~ Not Stable 0 At Rlsi<--D Stab'· 

Not Intact .Kt AtRlsk-D Intact +-Biotic Jnt~rity 
Watershed Function Non-Functionin2- [) At Risk-O Functioninl!- id 

1';:.1 H< r.v'\ s\-- "'f \) $ ..... I S'<»M +vt S <>(I J I? >5. 

~: Comments o~ Jndicator(s) on other side of this page . ' S, \Jc L-1\c K> ~o:,f2N~I"~ ")V"-'/,c s if S "'-'rv'V.::S; ~0t.J V~s "''> C\(( ilb,L.,rl 

Appendix 6 

f 

Page2 



Bureau of Land Management 
Salt Lake Field Office 

2370 South 2300 West 
Salt Lake City, UT 84119 

This product may not meet BLM standards for 
accuracy and content. Different data sources 

and input scales may cause misalignment of data layers. 

Figure 1. East Grassy allotment Rangeland Health Assessment Site Locations. 
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FUNDAMENTALS OF RANGELAND HEALTH 
Standards and Guidelines Assessment 

East Grassy Allotment 

Utah Standards for Rangeland Health were assessed by and an interdisciplinary team on 
5/01/2002 on the East Grassy (#04025) allotment. The interdisciplinary team (consisting of 
Rangeland Management Specialists, Wildlife Biologists, and Natural Resource Specialists) 
utilized the Tooele County Soil Survey (USDA-NRCS 2000), Range Site Descriptions (USDA­
SCS 1994), and Interpreting Indicators of Rangeland Health (USDI-BLM et al. 2000). Specific 
Upland sites were selected based on land ownership, representative range sites, livestock use 
patterns, and the permittees (figure 1). 

PART 1. CONFORMANCE REVIEW 

STANDARD# I Upland soils exhibit permeability and infiltration rates that sustain or 
improve site productivity, considering the soil type, climate, and landform. 

Utilization Site # 1 Stable Functioning 

Trend Site # 1 &2 At Risk Functioning 

Trend Site #5&6 Stable Functioning 

RESOURCE CONDITIONS WITHIN THE ALLOTMENT MEET THE STANDARD? Yes 

Rationale: 

STANDARD#2 

The Ecological Sites in this allotment included Desert loam (Shadscale) 
(#122), Desert gravelly loam (Shadscale) (#120),Desert Flat (Shadscale) 
(#126), Alkali Flat (Greasewood) (#004), Semi-desert stony loam (Black 
sagebrush) (#252), Semi-desert sandy loam (Wyoming big sagebrush) 
(#226). There were no signs of gullies, wind scours, or blowouts. Bare 
ground was considered adequate for site potential and litter was found to 
be in place. No sign of compaction was observed. Flow patterns matched 
that expected for the sites studied. There were no active pedestals or 
deposition areas. The vegetation on the site is adequate to protect the site 
from erosion. These factors indicate that the existing soil resource is 
stable and functioning hydrologically. 

Riparian and wetland areas are in properly functioning condition. Stream 
channel morphology and functions are appropriate to soil type, climate and 
landform. 
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No Riparian Areas on N/ A 
allotment 

RESOURCE CONDITIONS WITHIN THE ALLOTMENT MEET THE STANDARD? NIA 

Rationale: There are no riparian areas on the East Grassy Allotment. Standard #2 
does not apply. 

STANDARD#3 Desired species, including native, threatened, endangered, and special­
status species, are maintained at a level appropriate for the site and species 
involved. 

Trend Site #1&2 Intact 

Trend Site #5&6 Not Intact 

Utilization # 1 At Risk 

RESOURCE CONDITIONS WITHIN THE ALLOTMENT MEET THE STANDARD? No 

Rationale: A portion of the allotment nearly matches the Range site descriptions, biotic 
diversity is for the most part "Intact." All native plant species are present and in 
abundance on all sites studied and the condition of the allotment was considered 
to be improving. The Rangeland health assessment team determined that Trend 
Site #1&2 is "At Risk" due to the exotic nonnative forb Halogeton (Halogeton 
glomeratus). Halogeton is currently a minor component of this site, but could 
become dominant if some disturbance were to happen. The Biotic Diversity for 
Site #3 was determined to be "Not intact." The Site is an Alkali Flat 
(Greasewood); major components of this ecological site are missing. The team 
concluded that it was along the Hastings Cutoff and could have been due to 
historic grazing practices. 

STANDARD#4 BLM will apply and comply with water quality standards established by 
the State of Utah (R.317-2) and the Federal Clean Water and Safe 
Drinking Water Acts. Activities on BLM lands will fully support the 
designated beneficial uses described in the Utah Water Quality Standards 
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(R.317-2) for surface and groundwater. 

RESOURCE CONDITIONS WITHIN THE ALLOTMENT MEET THE STANDARD? Yes 

Rationale: 

PART2. 

Standard #1 

The allotment is not located near a water body, water source, or wetland. 

ARE LIVESTOCK A CONTRIBUTING FACTOR TO NOT 
MEETING THE STANDARDS? 

No. The East Grassy allotment is currently meeting the standard for Soil Stability and Hydrologic 
Function. 

Standard #2 

No. This standard does not apply to the East Grassy allotment. 

Standard #3 

No. The East Grassy allotment is not currently meeting the standard for Biotic Diversity. 

The Rangeland Health Assessment team found that Trend Site #1&2 was "At Risk" to invasive 
nonnative annual forbs. The Biotic Integrity of this site was determined to be "At Risk" because 
of the presence of Halogeton throughout the site. Halogeton is currently a minor component, 
although some disturbance or chain of disturbances on this site may allow Halogeton to dominate 
this site. It was determined that the current livestock use on this site is not contributing to the 
Halogeton problem. 

The assessment team determined that Site #3 is "Not Intact" due to large Halogeton flats that 
have had some historical disturbance. The team could not identify the cause of the disturbance. 
Tllis site is located along the Hastings Cutoff trail, an important migration route for early settlers 
to the west. Perennial grasses are almost completely absent and the shrub component is 
significantly reduced. It was determined that the current livestock management is not 
contributing to the Biotic diversity situation. 

The cmTent management on the East Grassy allotment will be according to the East Grassy 
Allotment Management Plan. 

Standard #4 

No. This standard does not apply to the East Grassy allotment. 
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PART 3. GUIDELINES FOR GRAZING MANAGEMENT TO IMPLEMENT 

The East Grassy Allotment is currently meeting the standards in all Rangeland Health 
assessments except the Biotic Diversity standard on Site #3. Site #3 was determined to be ''Not 
Intact" due to historic disturbance and the over abundance of Halogeton (Halogeton glomeratus). 
It was determined that the "Not Intact" condition of Site #3 was not due to current livestock 
grazing practices. Grazing management practices will be implemented that: maintain sufficient 
residual vegetation and litter to protect the soil from wind and water erosion and support 
ecological function; encourage innovation and alternatives to improve rangeland management 
practices; give priority to rangeland improvement projects and land treatments that offer the best 
opportunity for achieving the Standards. When manipulations are necessary, best management 
practices will be utilized; on rangelands where a standard is not being met and conditions are 
moving toward meeting the standard, grazing may be allowed to continue. 

I concur: 

Mike Gates 

Randy Swilling \ 

I also concur: 

Glenn A. Carpe~ 
Salt Lake Field Office Manager 
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Rangeland Health Evaluation Summary Worksheet 

Part 1. Area of Interest Documentation (Bold items require completion, other information is optional) 

State ([[ OHice f J _)f) Management Unit 6A. $1 GJ tl ?5" t/ 
I 

Pasture/Watershed _ _____ ID# - - - -- Major Land Resource Area ------

Location (description)---- ----------------------­

Legal rdN,R ~Secd,R_. , ALL 1/4, _l/4 or Lot- ,Lrg- or UTM Coord 

Size of Evaluation Area Photo(~~ Taken Yes .::s,_ No _ 

Observer(s) ~ L 11 JifiJI}f) I ~1//'(S Date ·a /j :Z..()/::{f22;).. 
Ecological Site ~ j ( <d i) f: f } Soil Map Unit Name --.lJfo~j+--------
- ------- ------ Soil/Site Verification-------------­
Rangeland Ecological Site Description and/or Soil Survey Area of Inte rest Determination 
Surface Texture Surface Texture - -------- ---
Depth:VeryShollow D Shollow D Moderate D DeepD Depth:VeryShollowD Shallow D ModerateD DeepD 

(< 1 0") (1 0"-2011
) (2011-40") (>4011

) (< 1 0") (1 0"-20") (2011-40 11
) (>4011

) 

List diagnostic horizons in profile and depth List diagnostic horizons in profile and depth 
1 3 1 3 
2 4 2 4 

Parent Material ___ Slope ~ % Elevation 1/l-/£(} ft Topographic Position __ Aspect _;::_..;_ 

Avg Annual Precip Recent Weather (last 2 years) Drought _ _ Norma l _ _ Wet ---

Describe wildlife and livestock use anGI recent disturbances / JV/"' /r)(t Uor /o.f.s rh ~ ')h ti/ J 
-}lod / 1~ · &2f t/f,4nfe &;t )f J t1f't4 . · 

L 
Describe oHsite influences on area of interest ---l~c....:t...-'-'f:....L/..L/ -L().e..f Y-~'f____,_-/-'-"()-',--"':L..C'l-~f ....:.' .,...1 ....:.~f.....:.J..2....!.'.:...~..c:-'"-, .....:l:....:.:....:./1.:..:.11....:.' -'-' _ 

lvedttft_ rill( l-u/1 l i.h{( +o · I 



Species Dominance Worksheet 

Part 1 (Required) 

The most common species, noxious weeds (state-listed plants), invasive natives, invasive exotics 

(non-noxious) ore ranked according to dominance using cover~or weightO . 
./ 

4 ______________ _ 

Invasive Natives 

1 J! 

2--------------------------
3 ---------------------------

Part 2 (Optional) Dominant Species by Life Form 

Noxious Weeds 

1 vtJf 

2 -------------------------
3 

lnv\lsive Exotics 
1 l/f{ 

2 · ~rr'-"A1 'rr et+e 

The most common species ore ranked according to dominance using cover~ or weightO by life form. 

Annual Grasses 
1 (--

2--------------------------3 ______________________ __ 

Perennial Grasses 

1 "J\r -<.q/i-rll Witt! fw 
2 /)( lA . J 
3 {6~ 

Shrubs and Trees 

1 -A/0f Chvi 
2 .,J-1 n Te. +o 
3 Gh-A :3l,1S 

' 

~~ ('!) 
_t;c/U\ 
Ef'1< 

Annual Forbs 
1 r:; /v I (( 

2 

3 

Perennial Forbs 

1 .;5pco 
2 

3 

Succulents 

1 Cf!Af1htj 
2 

3 

r) 

Biological Crust (rote by component not species, e.g., lichen, moss, or algae) 

1 1>)ad;_ C[rASf= 

2 -----------------------3 ________________________ __ 

I 
I 

I 
\ 



Functional/Structural Groups Worksheet 

State ~L/_,_) __ Office C),)O Ecological Site Jtqf-f /m,/1 L:SlJI,/~~~~(~ ___._._/)'---- -/ __ 

Observer(s) ...~.0;,..L!· tJI~le..:...::S'*"l .L.I.f&J=L...L:.(j~~++I..J._;f-h!..!..!ft?I~~=~'f...:.,;r.''---41:.L-' 1.!...!''~-- Date rJL/j ~~/tJd-. 

Functional/Structural Groups Species List for Functional/ Structural Groups 

I • ·'-"!.[< .··••· .• N~rne . ,.PP/ential 1 
' · ;A'ctual2 . :"·:.ft,.,. .. 

PI ''''' N' '"TJ:'::;c':';.+ 
, 0 1!~·.,:·;.~;1',!~ . ant , amf!.S , ~i''' 

AtlY//;1~; 0rtl1~ ~ 

fert, tJI &ra~ 4~ ~0 

;h((Jj}£ L I() ;7 

A1)ll}of11 fnr h 7 JC 5 
7 1-

I 1; f (,1) Jt I ifll f!)(b I 

J?J 
tyoo 

Biological Crust3 tr1~1 IIJ~ 
Indicate whether each "structural/functional group" is a Dominant (D) (roughly 41-100% composition), a 
Subdominant (5) (roughly 11 -40% composition), a Minor Component (M) (roughly 3-10% composition), or a 
Trace Component (T) (<3 %composition) based on weight or cover composition in the area of interest 
(e.g., "Actual2" column) relative to the "Potential 1

" column derived from information found in the ecological site 
description and/or at the ecological reference area. 

Biological Crust3 dominance is evaluated solely on cover not composition by weight. 
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Cover Worksheet 

State. L 1( / Office {):2/) Ecological Site ---'-/=~...;...L_./.___~~----
Observer(s) Got-/ts

1 
tfvtrJ.y / J/zr~t TOri( Date 0 L-1,/.Jt;/d. 01;] Site ID ----'----'-{1_- _/ __ _ 

COVER CLASSES (% Canopy) 

LIFE FORMS 1 0 0-1 2-5 6,15 16-30 31-50 51-75 zo-1oo 
.·_ 

F I • Rrii.cc ·§('' ' '·.f[ ,. ,,,, 
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Annual s I 

Native Perennial 1 ,,,. 

Exotic Perennial 0 ·c ·,:;;:; "Fe"' __ .,r. - ~ 
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VI, .:till. ·•• ..... ~ .. . · .. ; ...... _, - ' 
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% GROUND COVER2 0 - 0-1 2-5 6-15 16-30 31-50 51-75 76-100 

I · Vascular Plants ' I 5;) 
II ·Standing Dead Vegetation Li . --

Ill • Litter (in contact with the soil surface) '-1 " 
IV • Biological Crust IS ) 

V ·Rock/Gravel 
- ,. I /1) ;; - ' 1' -+. :'\ 

VI • Bare Graund //4 \ _ 
1=. 

·-· 

1 Life Forms Cover- Record multiple canopy cover classes; total plant canopy may exceed 100%. Small 

openings (less than 2" in diameter) are included as cover. 

2 Ground Cover - Category I is an estimate of total vascular plant cover; overlapping canopies are counted as 

only one canopy (record life form w ith first point of contact) . Total vascular plant cover (I) together w ith the sum of 

cover in Categories II-VI shou ld total to approximately 100%. 

Notes: Include source of cover data (e.g ., estimates or measurements) 



Part 2. Indicator Rating 

Attribute Indicators 

S,H l . Rills 

Comments: 

S,H 2. Water Flow Patterns 

Comments: 

S,H 3. Pedestals and/or Terracettes 

Comments: 

4. Bare Ground 

Departure from Ecological Site Description/ 
Ecologic~l Reference Area(s) 
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Port 3. Summary 
A. Indicator Summary 

: .... . ..~ : .,..; ....... ~ .. - " . 

Departure from Ecological Site Description/ 
Ecological Reference Area(s) 

Rangeland Health Attributes 

B. Attribute Summary- Check the category that best fits the "pr~ponde.rance of evidence" for each of the three 
attributes relative to the distribution of indicator ratings in the precedmg lnd1cator Summary table. 

Attribute 

Sail/Site Stability Rationale: 

Hydrologic Function Rationale: · 

Biotic Integrity Rationale: 

b Attribute Ratio~- Check one ID eac row 
·. ::-1 Not Stable 0 At Risk-O ··soii!Site·:stabitin> 

0 At Risk~ Not Intact Biotic 1Dte2rity 
Watenbed Funl"tion Non-Functionin2- D At Risk - O 

Comments o~ lD~Jicator(s) on other side of this page 
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