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FUNDAMENTALS OF RANGELAND HEALTH
Standards and Guidelines Assessment
West Grassy Allotment

Utah Standards for Rangeland Health were assessed by and an interdisciplinary team on
8/27/2002 on the West Grassy (#04042) 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-BIM 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

4

STANDARD#1 Upland soils exhibit permeability and infiltration rates that sustain or
improve site productivity. considering the soil type, chimate, and landform.

Trend Site #1&2 | Stable Functioning
Trend Site #3&4 | Stable Functioning
Trend Site #5&6 | Stable Functioning
Trend Site #7&8 | Stable Functioning
Site #2 Stable Functioning
Site #3 Stable Functioning

RESOURCE CONDITIONS WITHIN THE ALLOTMENT MEET THE STANDARD? Yes

Rationale: 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
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stable and functioning hydrologically.

STANDARD#?2 Riparian and wetland areas are in properly functioning condition. Stream

channel morphology and functions are appropriate to soil type, climate and
landform.

No Riparian Areas on
allotment

RESOURCE CONDITIONS WITHIN THE ALLOTMENT MEET THE STANDARD? N/A

Rationale: There are no riparian areas on the West 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.

B R R R T

Trend Site #1&2 At Risk

Trend Site #3&4 Intact

Trend Site #5&6 Intact

Trend Site #7&8 Intact

Site #2 Intact

Site #3 Not Intact

RESOURCE CONDITIONS WITHIN THE ALLOTMENT MEET THE STANDARD? Yes

Rattonale:

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 1s “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

Page2of 5



Site #3 was determined to be “Not intact.” The Site is an Alkali Flat
(Greasewood); major components of this ecological site are missing. The
concluded that it was along the Hastings Cutoff and could have been due to
historic grazing practices.

STANDARD#H4 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
{R.317-2) for surface and groundwalter.

RESOURCE CONDITIONS WITHIN THE ALLOTMENT MEET THE STANDARD? Yes
Rationale: The allotment is not located near a water body, water source, or wetland.

AR 2. ARE LIVESTOCK A CONTR UT NG FACTOR TO NOT
MEETING THE S ANDARDS?

Standard #1

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

Standard #2

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

Standard #3

No. The West Grassy allotment is cuirently 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 Halogeton is common 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. Tt 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 which
resulted from some historical disturbance. The team could not identify the cause of the
disturbance. This sife 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
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not contributing to the Biotic diversity situation.
Standard #4
No. This standard does not apply to the West Grassy allotment.

PART 3. GUIDELINES FOR GRAZING MANAGEMENT TO IMPLEMENT

The West 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 management. Therefore, Guidelines for Grazing Management to Implement are not
required at this time.
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