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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 futerpreting fudicators ofRangeland 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 landfmm. 

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 N/A 
allotment 

RESOURCE CONDITIONS WITHIN THE ALLOTMENT MEET THE STANDARD? NIA 

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. 

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 

Rationale: 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 
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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#4 BLM will apply and comply with water quality standards established by 
the State ofUtah (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.31 7 -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 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 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 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. 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 which 
resulted from some historical disturbance. The team could not identify the cause of the 
disturbance. This 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 
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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. 

tLt~)a~ 
Ac.TIJ\.1 ~ Glenn A. Carpenter 

~ :Z.Salt Lake Field Office Manager 
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West Grassy Allotment 

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. West Grassy Allotment Rangeland Health Assessment Site Locations. 



Rangeland Health Evaluation Summary Worksheet 

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

State ut Office lA1 o')o Management Unit l0e ?k Go@~ 
ID# "'G-2 Pasture/Watershed----- -- VV 1/::. Major Land Resource Area _____ _ 

Location (description)-----------------------------,~~ 
tJ'. </S-I~"fl#'-1 

Legal T- ,R __ ,Sec _ , _ 1/4, _ 1/4 or Lot _ ,Long __ or UTM Coord £: ~ 19 -.,_.,1-
Siz.e of Evaluation Area Photo(s) Taken Yes L No _ 

Observer(s) Gc-.+e..S / H-u.+ot\' Torr~S Date4.8;,.!.,/,_--z-.=........:..-=t-_/~0_7---______ _ 

Ecological Site~~ /Y"v'l V r£, -5h:>~:X u.l & ) Soil Map Unit Name c V"""' ~h. 
--------------""'-- Soil/Site Verifitation ~ 
Rangeland Ecolog ical Site Description and/or Soi l Survey 
Surface Texture ---------- --­
Depth: Very Shallow 0 Shallow 0 Moderate 0 Deep 0 

I< 1 O"J 11 0"-20") (20"-40"1 (>40"1 
list diagnostic horizons in profile and depth 

1 3 ------ --

2------- 4 --------

Ar~a of Interest Determination 

Surface Texture -------- ----­
Depth: Very ShallowO ShollowO Moderate D DeepO 

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

Parent Material Slope _I_ % Elevation "/3qfj ft Topographic Position Aspect tJvJ 
Avg Annual Precip Recent Weather (last 2 years) Drought X Normal __ Wet ---

Describe wild life and livestock use and recent disturbances 5Wf 0\....JL,~V"'l h (.of:> o-I: -/va,.;Lr'n§-
(oiz, o I' "lu a ,,(J ""...f 

Describe off site influences on area of interest & f ~ ~ 0 A '2- Z 1-t-->,.- n JdA r f ~A ~ o <"' 1 .k_ 
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Species Dominance Worksheet 

Part 1 (Requ ired) 

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

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

Dom,\nant Species on Site 
1 rt+co 
2 tP.Arb 
3 __________________________ _ 

4----------------------------
Invasive Natives 

1 

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

Part 2 (Optional) Dominant Species by Life Form 

Noxious Weeds 

1 

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

Invasive Exotics 
Lfv ly lt·, ) 

2 ~t::f!..( 
3 _____________ _ 

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

Annual Grasses 

1 &fL 
2 ---------------------------

3 ----------------------------

Shrubs and TrAttx-
1 AI GO 

2 KoA~rn CztY?f\, 

3 Ar:sf 

Annual Forbs 
1 ~ 0j nA.. ~!NL '-ll-l-1 (2-P..f.c;C; .~,.+vu·~ 
2 'B!Aff_w/trf C1m 

I 

3 M ... g.j,.nL 

Perennial rorbs 
1 ,r,( > ) /{; 

=> J \ j 
2 ---------------------------
3 ---------------------------

Succulents 

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

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

1 V!qtt C.rw« 
2---------------------------3 ________________________ _ 



Functional/Structural Groups Worksheet 

LJl( O'Z-0 
State Office Ecological Site -------- Site ID ------

Observer(s) G~A -k--s 1 \-\-~ -\--oV\' Tov-r .. e.s Date _~___.:._/_-z-__:..r-~.1~<>_""2-.:;,__ _____ _ 

Functional/Structural Groups Species List for Functional/Structural Groups 

Biological Crust3 

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 3-1 0% composition}, or a 
Trace Component (T) (<3 % composition} based on weight or cover composition in the area of interest 
(e.g. , "Actual2" column) re lative to the "Potential1

" 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. 



Cover Worksheet 

State lJ\T OHice (5)'2,.-0 

Observer(s) c~+v; J ~~ -\-ov~o. J Tt:~ ('{".12. s 

% GROUND COVER2 

I · Vascular Plants 

Ill • LiHer (in contact with the soil surface) 

~ IV · Biological Crust 
V · Rock/Gravel 

VI · Bare Ground 

0 

Ecological Site-----------

Date 8/z..r/bz- SiteiD ______ _ 

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 w ith first point of contact). Total vascular plant cover Ill together w ith the sum of 

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

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



I 
• 

Port 2. Indicator Rating 

Attribute Indicators 

S,H 1. Rills 

Comments: 

S,H 2. Water Flow Patterns 

1 0 . Plant Community Composition and 
Distribution Relative to Infiltration and Runoff 

Departure from Ecological Site De5Cription/ 
Ecological Reference Areo(s) 



I 

Part 3. Summary 
A. Indicator Summary 

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

~------------------------------------~~~~~------

s 
H 

B 

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

Attribute 

Soil/Site Stability Rationale: 

Hydrologic Fundion Rationale: . 

Biotic lntegrity·Rotionale: 

Attn ute atm2- ec 'b R • Cb k one me acb row 

''£.oii!Sit~''Stanil~ 
.. ..... Not Stable D At Risk--O Stab" 

Not Intact D At Risk ----0 bltact 

~ 

w'i 
Biotic lnte2rity 
Watenbed Funl'tion Non-Functionin2- D At Risk ----0 ·Functionin2-lif 

Appendix 6 . 

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

5o.·l5 <;~.JZ- ):?~+ ~L; s 4~ lA t- ·ocr 5ivu-·p -\v~~.-;UY'-6- Page ·2 
~VOK)<k _:i k. A\so .Y~L- ~s ex:- 1(3+-- -ot- (.:\.Y\~ e.l ope... 
' "'- t~'i \ Vv'\ W\. r ~Lt e- ~ (_. &4..-" .(_p\. I 

G;t>-1-ic. i <::. ;A.~c.+fi~V\+ d;,v.Rt<:.~~ ;c; /Adrzz~-t..A..~ t, C:n"'·-s.J 

to~pos i ~~A I"") 1 ~v-).VV ¥\A~ V\. .f....)t fe C f. .1'( ) Sh yv,b <; 

{}..'r(_; (VU)v{.. ~.,._)AV\..\- ~V\ ..up_e cfd, Tt'\V().~)vti,.s- Y-VL-

CJ V\ l ~ "-. V\1\)t f't,O V {..o vv\.po VlRVJ. +- CJ ~ ~ p /Pt 1"\ k- {A y•~ I'Vl V\.~ '"1-



Rangeland Health Evaluation Summary Worksheet 

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

State uS Office L.Cr- 020 Management Unit UJeS± sf?.A.-"25\/ 
I 

Posture/Watershed _____ __ ID# ----- - Major land Resource Area _ ____ _ 

Location (description) --- --------- -------------:-r---=-:-=-- = 
; LJ.::-/ <;- ::r ~ 7 

Legal T __ ,R __ ,Sec __ , _ 1/4, __ l/4 or Lot __ ,long __ or UTM Coordte · ~ ~~ -z '38 

Si:z.e of Evaluation Area . Photo(s) Token Yes --\-- No _ 

Observer(s) fff/111 Jr }. ( r)f/1/-t£) Tof/7 S 'Dote --'-. (_:._J "'+/_.:.:' _;_' :_:..1_.:::~....:....:. ... :__ _ _ ___ _ 

Ecological Site A/bJ-":1 t= l 0\t{j;d lfl.. )(..lv.)ooof) ·Soil Mop Cnit Name ;{hi :f"1--a (brkh 
1 Soil/Site Ve rificotion (( U:, ,Ma){) rAIIfqh 

Rangeland Ecological Site Description and/or Soil Survey Area of Interest Determination 

Surface Texture Surface Texture - ---- ---- - - --
Depth: Very ShollowD ShollowO Moderate D Deep O Depth: Very ShollowD ShallowD ModerateD DeepD 

(< 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 profi le and depth 
1 3 1 3 
2 4 2 4 

Parent Material Slope 0 % Elevation lj}-'Bo ft Topographic Position Aspect ;J /A 
Avg Annual Precip Recent Weather (lost 2 years) Drought k Normal __ Wet __ _ 

Describe wildlife a nd livestock use and recent disturbances ~lhf( ) o-- ll~ll\+, VlP ~ i'O h. o+ 
Cv._vv-Ut-rL-IvLstr.v.l fJte- 7 i0%, C:oMP <:: ~.., lo-Lki1 & P'rJ -k/~pe 

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

s s \ \c-
) 



' . 

Species Dominance Worksheet 

Part 1 (Required) 

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

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

Dominant Species an Site Noxious Weeds 

Ab&-"= 
I 

1 tk\odf+on 
2 <.Ave; 

2 ---------------------------
3 ----------------------------
4 ------------------------------

Invasive Natives 
1 )J,~ 

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

Part 2 (Optional) Dominant Species by Life Form 

3 

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

Annual Grasses Annual Forbs 

1 f212-lb 1 ~.z-::~~ <A~o" 2 2 
3 3 s,, \ <.ol Ct ; bP"" ,· <'lk-

Perennial Grasses Perennial Forbs 
1 ~llflt 1 

2 2 

3 3 

Shrubs and Trees Succulents 

1 SA:VG 1 

2 2 

3 3 

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

1 FL~Avlv Gr-tAs+: 

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

\.-.~);! yVW)~ro'\ 



Functional/Structural Groups Worksheet 

State lJ\T Office 0 --z,.o Ecological Site -------- Site ID ------

Observer(s) b "'-te/>1 \-\·-t-"mi\, \ofv'..P.; Date_'J--'-/ ....... 7_1._./'--'o::.._-z:..... ______ _ 

Functional/Structural Groups Species list for Functional/Structural Groups 

A.l==br~ 7 '-jD 

P. f?N1 ) \0 0 

S~r0-b 1V r;s 
A • G? rc....S'S 6 s 
?, (j, VR5 5 Zo T 

Biological Crust3 

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" colum n) re lative to the "Potential1" 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 (AT Office o 2- D Ecological Site-----------

Observer(s) rZe-.\-e.-5
1 
l±~ivV\ 1 }0rt-e.-S Date 8 /1,-=t/ 02-- Site ID _____ _ 

.· .. -· 

"'o GROUND COVER2 0 2-5 6-l5 16-30 

I · Vascular Plants 

II ·Standing Dead Vegetation 'i 
Ill • Litter lin contact with the soil surface) 

·~; & 
IV • Biological Crust t-j 
V · Rock/Gravel -· 

VI • Bare Ground . .. ; · . . 7-0 

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

open ings (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 fi rst point of contact). Total vascular plant cover (I) together with the sum of 

cover in Categories II-VI should total to approximately 1 00%. 

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

91 



Port 2. Indicator Rating 

Attribute Indicators 

S,H 1. Rills 

2. Water Flow Patterns 

3. Pedestals and/or Terracettes 

Departure from Ecalogical Site Description/ 
Ecologic~! Reference Area(s) 



, 

Part 3. Sum mary 
A. Indicator Summary 

Rangeland Health Attrib utes 

s 
H 

B 

Departu re from Ecological Site Description/ 
Ecological Reference Area(s) 

B. Attribute Summary- Check the category that best fits the "pre ponde rance of evidence" fo r each of the three 
attributes relative to the distribution of indicator ratings in the preceding Indicator Summary table. 

Attribute 

Soil/Site Stability Rationale : 

Hydrologic Fundion Rationa le: . 

Biotic lntegrity·Rationale: 

At1ribut~ Ratin2- Check b on~ in eac row 

''5oii!Sit~'£tabili~· 
.--.--... Not Stablf' 0 At Risk--D Stab'-

Not lntact .JI( At Risk-O Intact 

._, 
0 

Biotic lnterritv 
Wat~nhed Funrtion Non-Functionine- 0 At Risk-O Functionine- fKf 

Comments on lndicator(s) on other ·side of this page 

Appendix 6 . 



Rangeland Health Evaluation Summary Worksheet 

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

State LlT OHice Ll-\:- D]D Management Unit lJJL'S~ {~w'b' / 
Pasture/ Watershed ______ _ ID# ------ Major Land Resource Area _ _ ___ _ 

location (description)------------------------~-.~..,..,..,...-= 
,..- tl · 4 ':Y.I 'f<l 'i 3 

Legal T J.tL ,R ~,Sec_!_, Nt:- 1/4, _l/4 or Lot_ ,Long _ or UTM Coord l<>7{:.•J?'f 

Size of Evaluation Area Photo(s) Taken YesL No _ 

G 1 ,..._ ,__1,... J -, orr.e 5 · o;zs/ ~~ Observer(s) ""~ ~' ' <.;...-<-~ ,<>"" · Date_o ___ _ r--_________ _ 

Ecological Site~ ~ (s!rt(J.Jfu. k...) Soil Map Unit Name I CQV(e_. l-T~ t'rv\V 

------------- s "1/S" " "f" • _______ L_ . .;..O.;.;.rl\..._-+\...;. .. ....1(,"""" .....~'1.......,_ 01 1te .. en •c:a t1an - -- -

Rangeland Ecolog ical Site Description and/or Soil Survey Area of Interest Determination 

Surface Texture Surface Texture - - ------ -----
Depth: Very Shallow D Shallow 0 Moderate D Deep D Depth: Very Shallow D Shallow D ModerateD Deep D 

(< 1 0") (1 0"-20") (20"-40") (>40") (< 1 0") (1 0"-20") (20n-40n) (>40n) 
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 j_ % Elevation Lj6Z0 ft Topographic Position Aspect tJ.-S ~ 
Avg Annual Precip Recent Weather (last 2 years) Drought )( Normal __ Wet ---

Describe wildlife a nd livestock use and recent disturbances 56-e?? AUo fvv.u.Af · 

Describe oHsite influences on area of interest--------------------

[oo.Jc~ aJ 5o (r;x_, 

ffi.\?- C:. l) «' J c:n..Uf' 61(J.tft ( l'/ ~ vr;f'J..y LO;AH\. 

~~!{ 6t7J..t.C-lly (Co-M (~tlfJJ-:Scc.d~ 
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Speties 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 )2Sf or weight 0 . 

Dominant Species on Site 

1 AT c..v 
2 lL\<.-kA 
3 \~Jo~~"'-
4------------------------------
Invasive Natives 

1 /\I m(>.,.,.4/ 

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

Part 2 (Optional) Dominant Species by Life Form 

Noxious Weeds 
No'-/'J-

2 

3 

Invasive Exotics 
1 tlo.l 0" 1o}"J 

L ( , I . 
2 SP\.Is , a I ,_,e I' ·CA-

3 r--;(A ( < ~ tte.: CA.-'-f? 
~ -e"t¥ 

The most common species ore ranked accord ing to dominance using cover 0 or w'eightO by l ife form. 

Annual Grasses 
1 Bf2.7(./ 

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

Perennial Grasses 
1 og.H Y }.)wad.A. B[~A..£-t/l"'"'ss 

' ~ 
2 S"L ft'f 
3 fo:& tf 

Shrubs and Trees 
1 Gv-.SA Af!.-sf ffNG 
2 kR-LA t'rlJJA 
3 11 e-o 1-F=.Jdo 

Annual Forbs 
1 j1? IcC L -to;"-
2 l.'3tc rP d "'.!-+,...,· C '-' ( 

3 5 )so I~ I. kfo ,.,· c_...-

Perennial Forbs 

2 

3 

5tJ~(rv"" lr oD Ceii<)Vl-~o'-

Succulents 

1 OPrO 

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

Biolo~ical Crust (rote by component not species, e.g., lichen, moss, or algae) 
1 13/()..C:,~ Cv "'-.) t 

2-----------------------3 _____________ _ 



Functional/Structural Groups Worksheet 

State ll\ \ Office ~ Z 0 

Observer(s) H~+nn 1 G~ k ~, 

T-l Ecological Site -------- Site ID ------

T ov- f e..-:.. Date-~~/_Z---=-5.;._/ _ _;,_C--______ _ 

Functional/Structural Groups Species list for Functional/Structural Groups 

~i:: :'''~l]NO!h~]i~,~;:,,~ ... f''' · ... ,,. · · i(t.::;),,. l j.c~· .,:, i2S· ·';: :::x;~b~'' , · · •.... · .• '" ., . . , , ''' ''"' l ;'t"'"'"~·~"'''· ';i;:~~umlr:,,, ::· DS-:- .. ;1':'}ii.~:·;:.: · ::, ,,::t),;;,; .. · .. <: ~"-' ·-1{:,;: ''')i\~?,':P lUI W •l;" 

A 1-ov~ 
"" 

JJ-
I/ I) -p FlJ'rb l • 

c;~~V'-_(:J L--{ () ss 
A-, GYC\. $) 0 .s 
~., /' 

I , ...:? r -S5 ""/S 25 

Biological Crust3 

Indicate whether each "structural/ functional group" is a Dominant (D) (roughly 4 1-100% 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 "Potential1" 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. 



Cover Worksheet 

State lJ\ I OHice C> Z c::::> Ecological Site --- ------ -

Observer(s) GV\.c\-e--s 1 M-(fo..t\o..-..... 1 \ov- ...-.e.s Date ...;g~/....:2::.....::.3!..../_-=>_-.: _ _ Site ID _ -...:.../_ -__ ) ___ _ 

COVER ClASSES 1% Canopy) 

II 

II\ 

% GROUND COVER2 

I · Vascular Plants 

I II- Standing Dead Vegetation 

\\ Ill • Litter lin contact with the soil surface) 

~ IV • Biological Crust 

\ V • Rock/Gravel 

VI • Bare Ground 

0 6-15 

:8_­
\£_;·;: 

16-30 

1 Life Forms Cover · Record mu ltiple 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 ore 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 Roting 

Attribute Indicators 

S,H 10 Rills 

Comments: 

S ,H 2 0 Water Flow Patterns 

Comments: 

S,H 

s 
Comments: 

H 7 o litter Movement 

Comments: 

S,H,B 80 Soil Surface Resistance to Erosion 

Comments: 

S,H,B 9 0 Soil Surface Loss or dation 

Comments: 

H 1 00 Plant Community Composition and 
Distribution Relative to Infiltration and Runoff 

Comments: 

S,H,B 

Comments: 

B 

Comments: 

140 Litter Amount 

Comments: 

B 150 Annual Production 

Comments: 

B 

B 

Comments: 

Departure from Ecalagical Site Description/ 
Ecalogic~l Reference Area(s) 



• 

Part 3. Summary 
A. Indicator Summary 

Rangeland Health Attributes 

s icotors 1-6, 8, 9 & 11 

H 

B 

"" ,.,~ ..,--.. ~-·-·-..: -~; --.!.1 1 .. ,. .. "?:.-.. --•• -....... • --:0 . . .... .,. ..... . 

Departure from Ecological Site Description/ 
Ecological Reference Areals) 

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

Attribute 

Soil/Site Stability Rationale: 

Hydrologic Fundion Rationale: . 

Biotic Integrity-Rationale: 

Attribut~ R • atmg- Cb k ec b one 1n eac row 

''£.oii!Site':St abilm> 
..• 

Not Stablf' 0 At Risk--O Stab'-

Not Intact 0 At Risk~ bJtact 

ftf· 

0 
Biotic lnte£rity 
Watenbed F\Jof'tion Non-FuoMionio~- 0 At Risk --0 Functionin2- f&l 

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

Appendix 6 . 



Rangeland Health Evaluation Summary Worksheet 

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

State \J...:f OHice (kt - Q;).p Management Unit lJX:.Df (;f"l,J£;)c( 

Pasture/Wa tershed------- ID# ------ Major Land Resource Area ------

Location (description)---------------------------~~ 
jJ. 4s-2-. dJ -rs-

Legal T __ ,R __ ,Sec __ , __ 1/4, __ l/4 or Lot __ ,Long __ or UTM Coord l .;z._ llf~~ 

Size of Evaluation Area Photo(s) Taken Yes 'X_ No _ 

Observer(s) C~-k..s.J+~~"'~ \b_ r .. ..e_'" Date ...... · 8..>....+--t .....:Z.=--<.7~/_u_L=--------
Ecological Site D~Uf' ~~c:d: ~dht;.rAXf.JtY loil Map Unit Name t::rr'p~ ( fbfl(t /11;J d1 

--- ---- ----- --- Soil/Site Verification &J- (~) 
Rangeland Ecological Site Description and/or Soil Survey Area 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 O"J (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 .fd_% Elevation '!tJ3 ft Topographic Position Aspect {'1 lA 

Avg Annual Precip Recent Weather (last 2 years) Drought _L_ Normal __ Wet "' 

Describe wi ldlife and livestock use and recent disturbances AJo .::,,·alA o9 [AU.t)tve-;£., 111 ~~ 
0 

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



' . 

Species Dominance Worksheet 

Part 1 (Required) 

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

(non-noxious) ore ranked according to dominance using cover [l} or weight D. 

Dominant Species on Site 

Jt!..OAM. 

2 ATCD 

3 -----------------------------4 ____________________________ __ 

Invasive Natives 
1 {\){!) "'-k 

2 --------------

3 ----------------------------

Part 2 (Optional) Dominant Species by Life Form 

Noxious Weeds 

1 !Vo~ 

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

Invasive Exotics 
1 ~loc..L---h>"'-

0 
2 

3 

The most common species are ranked according to dominance using cover D or w·eightD by life form. 

Annual Grasses 
1 ________________________ __ 

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

Perennial Grasses 
1 ______________ _ 

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

Shrubs and Trees 

1 A-TCO ATTO-
2 p,O A All ( GtU(I 

3 "J,A-\.J/3, 

Annual Forbs 
1 tk\bc.Q \rnl 

d 

2 ---------------------

3 ------------------------

Perennial Forbs 

2 

3 

Succulents 

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

Biological Crust (rate by component not species, e.g., lichen, moss, or algae) 
1 €,1 (}.,Jv &II')+-

2-----------------3 ________________ _ 



Functional/Structural Groups Worksheet 

State _V-"--~1 __ Office 6 Z--0 Ecological Site -------- Site ID ------

Observer(s) _ C_ c:;;__--.:-{-e_-.:::..l.L-L..I .!..:t+:...::efo.=.;:..-\b_ "-_._, _- .!.,.\ 0.....;r_,_..e.....:5:..__ ____ Date --=:8:::.....£/-.:'"'Z-:;:_r!.-1../...:o::...Z...=:.. ______ _ 

A, l==oot b I'-.. 

p, r Jvb 
Is 0 

r kJ~la 

A. (:, r tAS<:J 0 

P. C 'f tA S5 10 0 

Biological Crust3 

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 3-1 0% 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 "Potential1" 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. 



) 

Cover Worksheet 

State lA I Office 0 ? o Ecological Site -----------

Observer(s) G~-\-.esl r\e.o--\-o"'~ \ontS Date S/ z //0 L Site ID _______ _ 

0 16-30 

I - Vascular Plants 

~ r-II_-_S_t_a_n_d_in~g~D_e_a_d_~_e~g~e_t_a_ti_o_n~--~~~~--~r-a~· ~-7r--~-~~---+~~~ 
l\\r-11_1_-_L_iH_e_r~(in_c_o_nt_oc_t_w_ith __ th_e_so_il_s_ur_fo_ce~)+-----r~~~-----+-~\~.O~·.· ~·r----~~~~----_,+B~~ 

\\I ltK JJ.tt 1--IV_ - _B_io_l_og:=:_i_c_a_l c_r_u_s_t ---- +--- -+=:----:-:: 
V - Rock/Gravel 

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

open ings (less than 2 11 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 with the sum of 

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

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

l? 
'( 



I • 

Part 2. Indicator Roting 

AHribute lndicotors 

S,H 1. Rills 

2. Water Flow Patterns 

3. Pedestals and/ or Terrocettes 

B of Perennial Plants 

Comments: 

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



.• 

Part 3. Summary 
A. Indicator Summary 

s 
H 

B 

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 
attributes relative to the distribution of indicator ratings in the preceding Indicator Summary table. 

Attribute 

Soil/Site Stability Rationale: 

Hydrologic Fundion Rationale: . 

Biotic Integrity Rationale: 

Attn ute atm~- ec 'b R ' Cb k - each row ODeiD 

''Soiilsitc''StabiliW 
....... Not Stable 0 At Risk--O Stable 

NotlDtact 0 At Risk-O lDtact 

~ 
ttl 

Biotic J.nt~rity 
Watenbed Funrtion Non-Functionin2.- 0 At Risk 0 Functionine.-hf 

Comments o~ J.ndicator(s) on other ·side of tbis page 

Appeudix6 . 
~~ ~f)c. I<; ~ "-le c..+· lAc~~ <So.rVVV ~ · ~-~ Page 2 

~57i ~ ~ ~-;-s WY'\1\..f OY\.Qr t 
1 

b"'+ o-..C C ov-e::>L ""8;- -ic::> . 
iY..e ~ s~o{; 1S ~ -L. ~S" b..l.-e- ~~"-- ~ W~ S ~ <0- 5 ~..-
"-5 w {.., (fo. Y\. te-ll.''"' (/1 C,A- ) ~ 9-? . u 

'Soils- 0.."-t.- )i-vtbfl/ JIAJ, + biotlC- CNvtS-f- Uu-v£, .. 
!'. 



LA- \ 

Rangeland Health Evaluation Summary Worksheet 

Port 1. Area of Interest Documentation (Bold item~ require completion, other information is optional) 

State L[( Office ll+ ~ Olo Management Unit ~ 6(o...SS \( 

Posture/Watershed------- ID# ------ Major land Resource Area _____ _ 

Location (description)----------------- --- ---- ----::-----:-
JJ \~lglJC-f07(... 

legal T __ ,R __ ,Sec __ , __ 1 I 4, __ 1 I 4 or lot __ ,long __ or UTM Coord E'· toreJ"&"o 

Siz:e of Evaluation Area Phato(s) Taken Yes X- No _ 

Observer(s) <fi 01..--j-e__< , l-J~+z,"" lo ~rt- ~ Date __,g"""';'--~-3--'-/_6_-z...... _____ _ _ _ 

Ecological Site '$eM\ ~-\-- ~f.oA-( Lcc,VV\ Soil Map Unit Name {j rko ~ I rfrV S--4/\. '/ 
~0<-k- 'r!~~) Soil/Site Verification rn. Q.M :t± 22. 

Rangeland Ecological Site Description and/or Soil Survey 

Surface Texture - --- ------ - - ­
Depth: Very Shallow D Shallow 0 Moderate 0 Deep D 

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

Ar~a of Interest Determination 

Surface Texture ------- -----­
Depth: Very ShallowD ShallowD ModerateD DeepO 

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

Pare nt Material Slope __f;z_ % Elevation IJ/fS ._ ft Topographic Position Aspect _!}_____ 
Avg Annual Precip Recent Weather (last 2 years) Drought _L Normal _ _ Wet _ _ _ 

Describe wildlife a nd livestock use and recent disturbances 5~ 0\....\ lo -fvv\.V, d . c:Ktro• lP 
1 ( L.e-

~loi~\-- G 

Describe oHsite influences on area of interest Dcn5t.. cb!lr/lf!P/2? J/IVI/1 .?1 f,'..--,t!JJrf iJ 
L~( " V V 



. . 

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 0 or weight 0 . 

Dominant Species on Site 

~ l~v ·b 
3 _____________ _ 

4 ------------------------------

Invasive Natives 

1 

2 ---------------------------

3 ------------------------------

Part 2 (Optional) Dominant Species by Life Form 

Noxious Weeds 

2 
3 

Invasive Exotics 

1 u-Je 
2 
3 

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

Annual Grasses 

lS!Z--Ttr 

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

Perennial Grasses 
1 6()'"" I 
2 ft?~L-
3 'R/vrtbl1M h 

Annual Forbs 

1 Bv1rrbJ,J/-ler "11e 
2 {J,/rA 
3 

Perennial Forbs 

1 

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

Succulents 

1 O!un h0 
2 
3 

Biological Crust (rate by component not species, e.g., lichen, moss, or algae) 
1 .!)/A.d::; I 1 )-

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



Functional/Structural Groups Worksheet 

State \/\.\ Office 0 v.? Ecological Site -------- Site ID _ (Jt __ -__ { __ 
Gt:\teSJ .u-_,- '--oA, Ti:?r'~"t S 0 /z..s/o-z,. Observer(s} - T' ~ i / Date -""()....t.... _ ___:_ __________ _ 

Functional/Structural Groups Species List for Functional/Structural Groups 

l ~m'')i1'·:n.[.j;1''"''· ·' ' c.Nci/fl~]'I~:.· ;:. •i·] .'; r'''' 'f: :(:Potent{gJ!.'i;r ~:' 'i·.§1~~1f ·.+ ~: .• ' .. t~· · ' ··;~·:~·~· ' , , ,: .;:,:•;;;, . ,~·j~:::~ 
''''":/ .•u :_;;;:n;c{'i'\ 'f 

f{f(fl/ld Gr~s~ !./) r;)0 

HrtmtJ/ fz;(b '7 c_ 
.... J 

t) tJJ1tA t~l .i1Jt h J I 

)j ,(blfo { ? 7D 
A nnut1! uf1155 - 3 

Biological Crust3 

Indicate whether each " structural/ functional group" is a Dominant (D) (roughly 4 1-100% 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 to the "Potential ' " column derived from information found in the ecological site 
description and/or at the ecolog ical reference area. 

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



I 

t 

I , 
0 

Cover Worksheet 

State V\ \ Office 0 z...o 
Observer(s) 6v-.{-LS ~ 1-t~~---hf\, 'T:,yr.(..S 

% GROUND COVER2 0 

I · Vascular Plants 

II· Standing Dead Vegetation 

Ill • LiHer (in contact with the soil surface) 

IV • Biological Crust 

Ecological Site ------ --- --

Date 2/zs/o '- Site ID __ IA_----'-1 _ _ _ _ 

2-5 6-15 16-30 

I 
V • Rock/Gravel 1.3 • 
VI - Bare Ground ::< 

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 on 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 II) 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) 



I • 

Port 2. Indicator Rating 

Attribute Indicators 

S,H 1. Rills 

s 
.... 

H 

S,H,B 

S,H,B 

H 

'Departure from Ecological Site Destription/ 
Ecologic~! Reference Area(s) 



.• 

Par1 3. Summary 
A. Indicator Summary 

s 
H 

B 

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

B. Attribute Summary- Check the category that best fits the "prepondera nce of evidenceu for each of the three 
attributes relative to the distribution of indicator ra tings in the preceding Indica tor Summary table. 

Attribute 

Soil/Site Stability Rationa le: 

Hydrologic Fundion Ra tionale: . 

Biotic Integrity-Rationale: 

t1n ute a m~:- ec A 'b R t" Cb k one IDea c:brow 

''£oii1Sit~'<St~ibilm· 
.··. ··.., Not Stablt' 0 At Risk--O Stab•· 

•' 

0 At Risk--O Intact 

.d 
:::1!1...-

Biotic: lDte2rity Not Intact 

Watenbed Funrtion Non-Funnionin~· 0 At Risk-O Functionin2-l:f , 

Comments 0~ lndicator(s) OD other 'side or tbi! page 



Rangeland Health Evaluation Summary Worksheet 

f 
• I 

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

State U.\ Office CL{--D?-o Management Unit tJe.:)t snc::· 5..; 
Pasture/Watershed ID# Major Land Resource Area _ _ ___ _ 

Location (description) --------------------------,---~-
)J~ Lj<;>'Vi> "?"7 

Legal T __ ,R __ ,Sec 'k3 , _ 1/4, _l/4 or Lot _ ,Long _ or UTM Coord .... J~ r~ rS 

Size of Evaluation Area Photo(s) Taken Yes _j_ No _ 

Observer(s) ~ · · .e..u-..fe.~ 'lov v-e 5 Date_·<?!...!.....:..! __________ _ 

Ecological Site ·_secOe/ clfL){fJf 5-?·<t~ /o?thl Soil Map Unit Name Jk'"V::N\:tp:k---§, fli.4X\'J 

_______ ......;;;:1_' ._, -1 -· - ' .. ·?_Y-__ J.I_ Soil/Site Verification ¥661 -
Rangeland Ecological Site Description and/or Soil Survey 

Surface Texture------------­
Depth: Very Shallow 0 Shallow 0 Moderate 0 Deep 0 

I< 1 O"l 11 0"-20") 120"-40") 1>40") 
List diagnostic horizons in profile and depth 
1 3 _______ _ 
2 4 ___ ___ _ _ 

Area of Interest Determination 

Surface Texture ------------­
Depth: Very ShallowO ShallowO ModerateD DeepO 

I< 1 O"l 11 0"-20") 120"-40") (>40"1 
List diagnostic horizons in profile and depth · 
1 3 
2 4 

Parent Materia l Slope ?-- % Eleva tion 5""oJ~ ft Topographic Position Aspect 5 W 

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

Describe wild life and livestock use and recent disturbances ~? ,JM-<:-- n t 

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 0 or weight 0 . 

Dominant Species on Site 

1 lttw 
2 Si !)1 .. 

J 
3 t<rl0 

4----------------------------
Invasive Natives 

2 ------------------------------3 _______________________ __ 

Par t 2 (Optional) Dominant Species by Life Form 

Noxious Weeds 

2 
3 

Invasive Exotics 
1 {V·'t. 

2 5 1.; 

3 

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

Annual Grasses 

1 g r2.-1 e 
2 --- ----- - - --- --

3 ------------------------------

Perennial Grasses 
1 51 H-Y 
2 6'/Z-ltj' 
3 l O/)(' 

Shrubs and Trees 
1 AR'fR. K.g.LA 
2 GlASA A~SP 

3 AJ C...O 

Annual Forbs 
, tm)t10k~i'- r~A/ra~llcr 
2 ~.,..-.) ·'- ,lo .. ;~ 
3 Upd; I.Av"'-" ft."\_,,/,'.--. 1-"~ArV'-

Perennial Forbs 
1 ?tJ oy 

2 

3 

Succulents 

1 

2 

3 

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

1 fSlN. r. r rw1 .J-

2 --- ------------------------

3 -------------------



.. 

Functional/Structural Groups Worksheet 

State _.:..;V[;,....T __ Office _~___..:..-z,o ____ Ecological Site ------- Site ID -----

Functional/Structural Groups Species List for Functional/Structural Groups 

~~~~·~.:~~,±~·':t~·."''.?;Hv:,·! .:s:·.•::,,. ,,. ··· w·r:'~.::-· ,,, .~lit .. · , <.·''"'' l•:h l m:i' k;.;;t·;~ ,2.':'~1 . ;_~' NCIIlJe,;;()- , , , ,, 1i'3 ''•'-''" ."·" ,,,, ,f;~, ·Y.·- ~;~.'· '.'- .;•;!·':·~~ .. ~~·:;.~~;-

lr 0tr~ 71/'? ~ 

? Fbvb 
IJ [ , 

.... , 
b 

--; c ~;;_ ')~, ~_:) 

A. {zrt:~..S<; 
- c 

_) 

?. GreSS' .ss ;}t; 

---rr.re. 1 

Biological Crust3 

Indicate whether each "structural/ functional group" is a Dominant (D) !roughly 41-100% composition), a 
Subdominant (S) !roughly 11-40% composition), a Minar Component (M) !roughly 3-10% composition), or a 
Trace Component (T) 1<3 % composition) based on weight or cover composition in the area of interest 
!e.g., "Actua12

" column) relative to 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. 



Cover Worksheet 

State -~lJ-_T~----- Office ---=o=--z-D _____ Ecological Site ------ --- --

Observer(s) G.._~ -\-6 ~ '' N' Date 81 ':Z.3/o 7- Site ID _____ _ _ 

COVER CLASSES (% Canopy} 

% GROUND COVER2 0 

I · Vascular Plants 

II- Standing Dead Vegetation 

Ill • Litter (in contact with the soil surface) 

• VI • Bare Ground 

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 Ill together with the sum of 

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

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



Part 2. Indicator Rating 

Indicators 

1. Rills 

Comments: 

S,H 2. Water Flow Patterns 

l 
Departure from Ecologicai'Site Description/ 

Ecologic~! Reference Area(s) 



·' 

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

r-------------------------------------~~-=~--~~~ 

Part 3. Summary 
A. Indicator Summary 

s 
H 

B 

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

Attribute 

Soil/Site Stability Rationale: 

Hydrologic Function Rationale: . 

Biotic Integrity Rationale: 

A11ribute Rahng- ec one 111 eac Cb k b row 

':Soii!Sit~'~t abiliw 
. . ·· .. · ... Not Stab)t' 0 At Risk--O Stab'-

Not Intact 0 At Risk-O Intact 

.Y' 

-~ 
Biotic lnt~rity 
Watenbed Funrtiou Non-Funnionin~· 0 At Risk-O FunctioniDI!c- JR( 

Commeuts o~ lndicator(s) ou otber side of this page 

40 

Appendix6 . 

U)~ Pcttnn/tt I jftr.9_) S 11JOv{ :;f,rvtb5 1hv/YI t:rpaJtA 

&ra~s d/t ot~ d, sJlqd~k d/t o\~ 
' 

:f"n +rm151 )1 OVJ r7( t t c1 5 l?t rf ~11 t c1f 

+rtl111 ~ift "! 

Page2 

.. 



West Grassy Allotment 

e Study Site Locations 

- Allotment Boundary 

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. West Grassy Allotment Rangeland Health Assessment Site Locations. 


