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Figure S- 1. General vicinity map of the Sumter National Forest 
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About our Plan Monitoring Program 
Purpose 
The purpose of the biennial monitoring evaluation report is to help the responsible official determine whether a 
change is needed in forest plan direction, such as plan components or other plan content that guide 
management of resources in the plan area. The biennial monitoring evaluation report represents one part of the 
Forest Service’s overall monitoring program for this national forest unit. The biennial monitoring evaluation 
report is not a decision document—it evaluates monitoring questions and indicators presented in the Plan 
Monitoring Program chapter of the forest plan, in relation to management actions carried out in the plan area.  

 

  

Our monitoring plan covers these eight topics required under FSH 1909.12, in 
addition to social, economic and cultural sustainability. You’ll find each of these 
topics addressed in this report. 

1. The status of select watershed conditions. 

2. The status of select ecological conditions including key characteristics of 
terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems. 

3. The status of focal species to assess the ecological conditions required under § 
219.9. 

4. The status of a select set of the ecological conditions required under § 219.9 
to contribute to the recovery of federally listed threatened and endangered 
species, conserve proposed and candidate species, and maintain a viable 
population of each species of conservation concern. 

5. The status of visitor use, visitor satisfaction, and progress toward meeting 
recreation objectives. 

6. Measurable changes on the plan area related to climate change and other 
stressors that may be affecting the plan area. 

7. Progress toward meeting the desired conditions and objectives in the plan, 
including for providing multiple use opportunities. 

8. The effects of each management system to determine that they do not 
substantially and permanently impair the productivity of the land (16 U.S.C. 
1604(g)(3)(C)) and (36 CFR 219.12(a)). 
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How Our Plan Monitoring Program Works 
Monitoring and evaluation requirements have been established through the National Forest Management Act 
(NFMA) at 36 CFR 219.  Additional direction is provided by the Forest Service in Chapter 30 – Monitoring – of the 
Land Management Handbook (FSH 1909.12).   

The Sumter National Forest monitoring program was updated in September 2016 for consistency with the 2012 
planning regulations [36 CFR 219.12 (c) (1)]. The Sumter National Forest Plan was administratively changed to 
include the updated monitoring program in Chapter 5.  For a copy of the current monitoring program, including 
supporting documents for this executive summary, go to 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/scnfs/landmanagement/planning.  Monitoring questions and indicators were 
selected to inform the management of resources in the plan area and not every plan component was 
determined necessary to track [36 CFR 219.12(a)(2)]. See the Plan Monitoring Program at 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/scnfs/landmanagement/planning for discussion on how the monitoring 
questions were selected to be consistent with the 2012 planning regulations 36 CFR 219.12.  

Providing timely, accurate monitoring information to the responsible official and the public is a key requirement 
of the plan monitoring program. This biennial monitoring evaluation report is the vehicle for disseminating this 
information.  

Monitoring Objectives 
The objectives of our forest plan monitoring plan include: 

• Assess the current condition and trend of selected forest resources. 

• Document implementation of the Plan Monitoring Program  

• Evaluate relevant assumptions, changed conditions, management effectiveness, and progress towards 
achieving the selected desired conditions, objectives, and goals described in the Forest Plan. 

• Assess the status of previous recommended options for change based on previous monitoring & 
evaluation reports. 

• Document scheduled monitoring actions that have not been completed and the reasons and rationale 
why. 

• Present any new information not outlined in the current plan monitoring program that is relevant to the 
evaluation of the selected monitoring questions. 

• Incorporate broader scale monitoring information from the Regional Broad-Scale Monitoring Strategy 
that is relevant to the understanding of the selected monitoring question. 

• Present recommended change opportunities to the responsible official. 
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Monitoring Results Summary 
The Sumter Plan Monitoring Program considers 28 monitoring questions: 24 questions evaluated by the national 
forest staff (unit-level) and 4 questions evaluated by Region 8 staff (broad scale).  Of the 24 unit-level questions, 
there were 77 conditions or monitoring indicators evaluated.  The results of those 77 evaluations spawned 29 
recommendations for some type of change.  Of the 4 broad-scale questions, there were 10 conditions or 
monitoring indicators evaluated.  No changes are warranted at this time from broad-scale monitoring, however, 
a baseline has been established for these questions to track for future evaluations.  

Tables S1 to S3 below summarize current recommendations for line officer consideration, as well as providing a 
status for recommendations from past reports. 

Table S1. Quantitative summary of adaptive management recommendations for all monitoring questions addressed 
in this report (24 unit-level questions) 

Recommendation Yes, need for 
change 

Unsure 

Change to Forest Plan warranted 3  5  
Change to Plan monitoring program 8  
Change to management activities 17    
Focused assessment needed 1  

Table S2:  Recommended changes and type of change by monitoring category (unit-level) for 2020 Biennial 
Monitoring Reporting 

Type of Change Recommended Change 

1. Status of select watershed conditions, including conditions of aquatic ecosystems, aquatic 
species, and effects of air quality 

Monitoring program or 
monitoring activity 

Develop sampling protocol for macroinvertebrates (MQ 5).  

Develop sampling protocol to determine instream flow conditions (MQ 15). 

Management activity 

Incorporate watershed restoration into upcoming vegetation management projects. 

Develop a systematic method to document riparian conditions during project level 
analyses and upscale the information at Forest level. 

Assess, prioritize, and restore impacts in riparian areas from user created trails 
(Both 2018 and 2020 recommendations). 
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Type of Change Recommended Change 

2. The status of select terrestrial ecosystem conditions, including key characteristics, stressors and threats 

Forest Plan 

Eliminate or restate OBJ 8.05 to address landscape level departure in mesic 
deciduous forests. 

Strengthen standard FW-37 to protect existing shortleaf pine.  

Monitoring program or 
monitoring activity 

Develop a monitoring strategy for woodlands.  Change the monitoring element to: 
Monitor the conditions of woodlands, savannas, and grassland ecosystems on the 
Sumter National Forest (Sumter), including key characteristics of composition 
(ground cover), structure, function (fire regime), and connectivity. 

Management activity 

Develop strategies to increase the oak restoration (OBJ 8.03) and shortleaf pine 
(OBJ 8.04). 

Advanced oak regeneration in existing loblolly stands should be addressed in stand 
exams. 

3. Status of Focal Species, including management indicator species 

Management activity 
Address the short supply of early successional habitats across the Sumter. 

Participate in national and international landbird conservation strategies. 

4.  The Status of Select Set of Ecological Conditions Required to Contribute to Species Recovery, including 
rare habitats 

Monitoring program or 
monitoring activity 

Inventory and monitor native canebrakes in riparian corridors. 

Management activity 

Follow up on agreements and strategies for restoration of small whorled pogonia. 

Prioritize non-native invasive species (NNIS) treatments in designated botanical, 
rare plant communities and wild and scenic river corridors. 

5a. Visitor Use, Satisfaction, and Progress on Recreation Objectives 

None  

5b. Visitor Use, Satisfaction, and Progress on Objective specific to the Chattooga Wild and Scenic River 
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Type of Change Recommended Change 

Monitoring program or 
monitoring activity 

Additional analyses of year-round visitor use data on the upper segment of the 
Chattooga Wild and Scenic River (Chattooga WSR). 

District staff perform informal monitoring of conditions, particularly at Burrells Ford. 

Conduct vehicle counts every 5 years using the visitor use monitoring report. 

Conduct the full monitoring protocol every 10 years, and implement an Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) approved survey instrument. 

Management activity 

Follow up on workshop action plan to control visitor use. 

Nantahala Ranger District follow up on designating campsites in North Carolina. 

Evaluate visitor use impacts and follow up actions periodically. 

Redesign parking along Burrells Ford. 

7. Progress Toward Meeting Desired Conditions and objectives; related to Wilderness, Wild and Scenic 
Rivers, Heritage Resources, outputs and other services 

Forest Plan 
Administrative change is needed to assign newly acquired lands to management 
prescriptions. 

Management activity 

Use Minimum Requirements Decision Guide prior to project approval in wilderness. 

Implement 2012 Chattooga Environmental Assessment (EA) to reduce visitor 
impacts. 

Lead remediation needed on Cedar Creek Rifle Range and move to a sustainable 
site. 

Develop Heritage Preservation Plans for at risk sites; Inventory plowed wildlife 
fields; Develop a Forest Heritage Curation Plan. 

8. Effects of Management Systems on Productivity of the Land 

Management activity 
Consider susceptible soils during project design, consider developing an operating 
season. 
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Table S3. Past monitoring recommendation status summary from the 2018 Biennial Monitoring Report 

Type of Change Recommended Change Status 

Forest Plan 

Modify Desired Conditions and Standards in multiple 
management prescriptions to address restoration of longleaf 
pine in the Piedmont (Long Cane only).  This item is carried 
over into the 2020 report. 

Add Desired Conditions to identify ecological conditions for 
the most updated list of Proposed, Endangered, and 
Threatened species and address through ecosystem and rare 
community provisions as needed. Ensure ecological 
conditions for the most up-to-date list of at-risk species 
include acceptable fire regimes and levels of invasive species 
infestations.  

Carry over into 2020. 

An assessment of 
potential red-cockaded 
woodpecker habitat 
will be developed in 
Fiscal Year 2021. 

Monitoring 
program or 

monitoring activity 

Reword monitoring elements for vegetation to address 
desired acreage and ecosystem condition for a diversity of 
ecosystems.  This item is carried over into the 2020 report. 

Reword monitoring elements to address target conditions 
and desired acreage for the variety of ecosystem types. This 
item is carried over into the 2020 report. 

A plan for macroinvertebrate sampling is being developed. 
This item is carried over into the 2020 report. 

Monitoring question 19 is too broad to be helpful in 
determining if we are complying with forest plan direction on 
vegetation management and management of newly acquired 
tracts and should be reworded. This item is carried over into 
the 2020 report. 

Reword or eliminate objective 8.05 to address existing levels 
of landscape-level structural departure needs in mesic 
deciduous forests. This item is carried over into the 2020 
report. 

Carry over into 2020. 

 

Carry over into 2020. 

Carry over into 2020. 

Carry over into 2020. 

DopRe-evaluate during 
the next forest plan 
revision. 

Management 
Activities 

There are 11 recommended management activities in the 
2018 report.  All are carried over into the 2020 report. 

Carry over into 2020. 

Forest Supervisor's Certification 
This report documents the results of monitoring activities that occurred through Fiscal Years 2018 and 2019 
on the Sumter National Forest. Monitoring on some topics is long-term and evaluation of those data will 
occur later in time. 

I have evaluated the monitoring and evaluation results presented in this report. I have examined the 
recommended changes to the 2004 Land Management Plan, as amended at this time. I therefore consider 
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the 2004 Land Management Plan sufficient to continue to guide land and resource management of the 
Sumter National Forest for the near future, and plan a deeper examination of the recommended changes 
through engagement with resource specialists and the public. Information about public engagement 
sessions will be posted at: 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/scnfs/landmanagement/planning/?cid=STELPRDB5261459  

10/20/2020 

JOHN RICHARD LINT  Date 
Forest Supervisor  
Francis Marion and Sumter National Forests 

 

Summary 
This monitoring category is comprised of questions that relate to conditions of water quality, aquatic ecosystems 
and species, wetlands, and air quality.  The condition of watersheds affect water quality and the ecosystems and 
species dependent on clean and abundant water.  The following results reflect updates from data collected from 
2018-2019. New information collected or compiled from the last evaluation report in 2018 has been 
incorporated.  

Summary of Monitoring Questions and Indicators 
This category synthesizes the results of 6 monitoring questions.  The questions respond primarily to the goals 
and objectives of the Forest Plan, Chapter 2: Riparian Area Management, Water Quality, Aquatic Habitats, Soil, 
and Air, (Plan, pp. 2-1 to 2-5).   Monitoring questions (MQ) 5, 6, 10, 15, 16, and 26 address the topics related to 
watershed conditions, water quality, riparian areas, and air quality (Sumter Monitoring Program, 2016).  Key 
monitoring elements (indicators) are listed in Table 1B below with a citation to the corresponding monitoring 
questions. Specific data for the key results are posted online for each monitoring question at: 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/scnfs/landmanagement/planning/?cid=STELPRDB5261459 

1. Status of select watershed conditions, including conditions of aquatic
ecosystems, aquatic species, and effects of air quality[ ] 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.fs.usda.gov%2Fdetail%2Fscnfs%2Flandmanagement%2Fplanning%2F%3Fcid%3DSTELPRDB5261459&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ce9984014a1784b98dcd408d842c154dc%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%7C0%7C637332745400232909&sdata=ENk%2F%2BpRraM%2FqagQEoi40ORplOtekeebQh9JAqVaXOKo%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.fs.usda.gov%2Fdetail%2Fscnfs%2Flandmanagement%2Fplanning%2F%3Fcid%3DSTELPRDB5261459&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ce9984014a1784b98dcd408d842c154dc%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%7C0%7C637332745400232909&sdata=ENk%2F%2BpRraM%2FqagQEoi40ORplOtekeebQh9JAqVaXOKo%3D&reserved=0
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 Key Results 
Table 1A.   Plan objectives and trends of accomplishments for Category 1 Questions.  

Plan Objective (or Desired 
Condition) 

2018/2019 
Contribution 

Cumulative 
Condition 

Recommendation 

Stabilize or Rehabilitate 1,500 
acres to improve soil and water 
condition (OBJ 1.01) 

30 acres Not on target 

(Need 150 
acres/year.) 

Incorporate watershed 
restoration projects into 
upcoming vegetation 
management projects 

Improve stream habitat and 
aquatic communities on 50 miles 
of stream and adjacent riparian 
area (11-OBJ-2) 

46 miles (2018) 

48.5 miles 
(2019) 

On target None 

Improve soil productivity on 8,000 
acres (OBJ 5.01) 

200 acres On target None 

Create and maintain native 
vegetation on 1 to 5 percent of 
the total riparian corridor (OBJ 
4.01) 

Control of NNIS 
plants 

On target None 

Improve structure and 
composition on 2,000 acres within 
the riparian corridor on the 
Piedmont.  (11-OBJ-1) 

30 acres Undetermined 

See 11-OBJ-2 

None 

Determine stream flows needed 
on 50 streams (OBJ 2.01) 

N/A Not on target 

(undetermined) 

Develop a protocol to 
determine conditions 
needed for instream flows  

Monitor and Evaluate Air Quality N/A On Target None 

 

Table 1B.  Monitoring Elements and findings for Category 1.  (Evaluated in 2020 and 2018)  

Monitoring Element 2018/2019 
Monitoring Activity 

Finding 

Trends in macro-inverts (MQ 5) None Need sampling protocol 

Trends in fish communities (MQ 5) 19 streams surveyed Stable fish populations 
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Monitoring Element 2018/2019 
Monitoring Activity 

Finding 

Presence of large wood in streams  
(MQ 5) 

49 streams surveyed 31 percent of streams mile meet 
desired conditions 

Culvert blockage of aquatic species 
(MQ 5) 

28 crossings(2018) 

116 crossings (2019) 

7 barriers (2018) 

21 barriers (2019) 

Stream temperatures (Chattooga WSR) 
(MQ 5) 

4 sites monitored 3 sites within desired conditions for 
trout, Earl Ford with some 
departure 

Impacts to soil/water from recreaction 
activities (MQ 10) 

3 Rifle Ranges 
assessed 

Presence of lead above EPA 
industrial levels 

Impacts to soil/water from OHV or User 
created trails (MQ 10) 

Assessed at project 
level 

Assessed at project level analyses. 
Impacts have been observed, but 
not well documented 

Best management practices (MQ 15) 3 timber sale units 

2 gas transmission 
lines 

1 prescribed fire 

1 unit: Non Compliance; 2 units: 
Marginal compliance 

Gas lines: Met compliance. 

Prescribed fire: Met compliance, 
follow-up on 2 firelines 

Wetland function in riparian areas (MQ 
16) 

20 acres reviewed Riparian prescription is being 
implemented as planned 

Particulate Matter (MQ 6) Coordination with SC Within standards 

Ozone (MQ 6) Coordination with SC Within standards 

Acid Deposition (MQ 6) Coordination with SC Within standards 

Wet Deposition(Nitrogen/Sulfates) 
(MQ 6) 

Coordination with SC Within standards 

Recommended Changes  
Recommendations for 2020 reporting cycle and follow-up from 2018 

Changes in the Forest Plan:  None recommended 
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Changes to the monitoring program or monitoring activities:  No changes to the monitoring program.  Follow-up 
needed on monitoring activity from both the 2018 and 2020 report as follows: 

• Sampling protocol for macroinvertebrates (MQ 5) 
• Sampling protocol to determine instream flow conditions (MQ 15) 

Changes in management actions:  

• Incorporate watershed restoration into upcoming vegetation management projects (Both 2018 and 
2020 recommendations) 

• Develop a systematic method to document riparian conditions during project level analyses and upscale 
the information at Forest level (Both 2018 and 2020 recommendations) 

• Assess, prioritize, and restore impacts in riparian areas from user created trails (Both 2018 and 2020 
recommendations) 
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Summary 
This monitoring category is a synthesis of questions that relate to terrestrial ecosystem condition, 
including key characteristics, stressors and threats.  The intent is to track whether or not key 
characteristics of selected terrestrial systems are trending toward desired conditions.  The following 
results reflect updates from data collected from 2018-2019. New information collected or compiled 
from the last evaluation report in 2018 has been incorporated. 

Monitoring Questions and Indicators 
This category synthesizes the results of 2 monitoring questions.  The questions respond primarily to the 
goals and objectives of the Forest Plan, Chapter 2: Wildlife Habitats and Forest Vegetation, (Plan, pp. 2-5 
to 2-8).  Monitoring questions (MQ) 2, and part of MQ 6 address the topics related to key characteristics 
of terrestrial ecosystems (Sumter Monitoring Program, 2016).  Key monitoring elements (indicators) are 
listed in Table 2B below with a citation to the corresponding monitoring questions. Specific data for the 
key results are posted online for each monitoring question at: 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/scnfs/landmanagement/planning/?cid=STELPRDB5261459 

Key Results 
Table 2A.   Plan objectives and trends of accomplishments for Category 2 Questions 

Plan Objective (or Desired 
Condition) 

2018/2019 
Contribution 

Cumulative 
Condition 

Recommendation 

Restore 2,000 - 6 ,000 acres of 
native communities currently in 
Loblolly pine  (OBJ 8.01) (MQ 2) 

Cumulatively, 3,356 
acres 

On target None 

Provide woodlands on dry xeric 
sites (8,000-11,000 acres 
Piedmont; 4,000-5,000 acres 
Mountains (OBJ 8.03) 

Cumulatively 3,800 
acres 

Not likely on 
target 

Need long term monitoring 
strategy 

Restore dry mesic oak, oak 
pine, pine oak on 20,000 acres 
in Piedmont currently in 
Loblolly pine (OBJ 8.03) 

3,000 acres of 
thinning, 173 acres 
of herbicide release 

Not on target Develop strategies to 
achieve the Objective. 

      2. The status of select terrestrial ecosystem conditions, including 
key characteristics, stressors and threats 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.fs.usda.gov%2Fdetail%2Fscnfs%2Flandmanagement%2Fplanning%2F%3Fcid%3DSTELPRDB5261459&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ce9984014a1784b98dcd408d842c154dc%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%7C0%7C637332745400232909&sdata=ENk%2F%2BpRraM%2FqagQEoi40ORplOtekeebQh9JAqVaXOKo%3D&reserved=0
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Plan Objective (or Desired 
Condition) 

2018/2019 
Contribution 

Cumulative 
Condition 

Recommendation 

Increase shortleaf pine 
communities on 2,000-10,000 
acres of Piedmont (OBJ 8.04) 

Approximately3,000 
acres planned 

On target 

3,000 acres 
currently.  This 
doubles in 
near future 

None 

Create canopy gaps in 1 to 5% 
of mid and late deciduous 
mesic forest  (OBJ 8.05) 

None Not on target Amend the plan to delete 
this Objective.  Not needed 
at this time 

Restore native communities on 
2,000 acres currently in white 
pine stands (OBJ 8.06) 

None,  Future 
planned = 1,972 
acres 

On target None 

Control non-native invasive 
plants on 1,000 acres (OBJ 
15.01) 

None On target None 

Improve 10,000-50,000 acres of 
pine stands by reducing density 

None On target None 

Maintain Fire Regime Condition 
Class 1 on approximately 
250,000 acres 

None On target None 

 

Table 2B.  Monitoring Elements and findings for Category 2.  (Evaluated in 2020 and 2018)  

Monitoring Element 
2018/2019 Monitoring 

Activity 
Finding 

Note: Monitoring elements for 
objectives 8.01 to 8.06 are same 
as listed in the Objective, and not 
duplicated here 

N/A N/A 

NNIS: Feral Hogs   See Wild Hog Task Force 
report 

Wild hog population is increasing 
despite control efforts   
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Monitoring Element 
2018/2019 Monitoring 

Activity 
Finding 

NNIS: Plant treatments Approximately 11,600 
acres infested 

Average 2,000 acres 
treated  

Non-native invasive plant populations 
are increasing despite control efforts 

Trends in forest fuels 40,700 acres (2018) 

31,924 acres (2019) 

Within range of targets.  Fire staffing 
is below efficient level due to funding 
shortages 

Amount of Fire Regime Condition 
Class (FRCC) 1 

111,000 acres (2018) 

110,000 acres (2019) 

These are estimates, the procedure 
for calculating FRCC is evolving 

Recommended Changes  
Recommendations for 2020 reporting cycle and follow-up from 2018 

Changes in the Forest Plan:   

• Eliminate or restate OBJ 8.05 to address landscape level departure in mesic deciduous forests. 

• Strengthen standard FW-37 to protect existing shortleaf pine  

Changes to the monitoring program or monitoring activities: 

• Monitoring strategy for woodlands is recommended.  Change the monitoring element to: 
Monitor the conditions of woodlands, savannas, and grassland ecosystems on the Sumter NF, 
including key characteristics of composition (ground cover), structure, function (fire regime), 
and connectivity. 

Changes in management actions:  

• Develop strategies to increase the oak restoration (OBJ 8.03) and shortleaf pine (OBJ 8.04) 
• Advanced oak regeneration in existing loblolly stands should be addressed in stand exams 
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Summary 
The intent of category 3 is to track the presence of species that would provide insight into the functioning of key 
characteristics of selected ecological conditions and habitats.  The following results reflect updates from data 
collected from 2018-2019. New information collected or compiled from the last evaluation report in 2018 has 
been incorporated. 

Monitoring Questions and Indicators 
This category synthesizes information in the project record selected elements of monitoring questions (MQ) 2, 3, 
and 4.  The questions respond primarily to the goals and objectives of the Forest Plan, Chapter 2: Wildlife 
Habitats and Forest Vegetation, (Plan, pp. 2-5 to 2-8).  MQ 2 and part of MQ 6 address the topics related to key 
characteristics of terrestrial ecosystems (Sumter Monitoring Program, 2016).  Key monitoring elements 
(indicators) are listed in Table 3 below with a citation to the corresponding monitoring questions. Specific data 
for the key results are posted online for each monitoring question at: 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/scnfs/landmanagement/planning/?cid=STELPRDB5261459 

Key Results 
Table 3.  Monitoring Elements and findings for Category 3.  (Evaluated in 2020 and 2018)  

Focal Species Ecosystem Finding 

Pileated Woodpecker (S. 
Blue Ridge) 

Rich Cove Forests Increasing trends in Blue Ridge.  
Ecological systems appear to be stable.  
(Note: Slight decrease in piedmont) 

White Oak Dry Mesic Oak Forests Not reported  

Shortleaf Pine Southern Appalachian shortleaf pine 
oak forests and woodlands 

Not reported 

Post Oak (Piedmont)  Dry xeric pine-oak woodland and 
savanna 

Not reported 

Hooded Warbler Mesic and Mesic Slope forests Decreasing trends.  Dense understory and 
mid-stories in mesic systems may be 
affected with active management. 

Management Indicator Ecosystem Finding 

3. Status of Focal Species, including management indicator 
species 

3. Status of Focal Species, includ·ng management indicator 

species 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.fs.usda.gov%2Fdetail%2Fscnfs%2Flandmanagement%2Fplanning%2F%3Fcid%3DSTELPRDB5261459&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ce9984014a1784b98dcd408d842c154dc%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%7C0%7C637332745400232909&sdata=ENk%2F%2BpRraM%2FqagQEoi40ORplOtekeebQh9JAqVaXOKo%3D&reserved=0
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Species 

Scarlet Tanager Oak Forests Increasing trend. Prescription 9.G.2 
provides habitat and being implemented 
as planned 

Pine Warbler Pine and Pine Oak Habitats Slight decreasing trend. Prescription 8.B.2 
provides habitat and being implemented 
as planned 

Acadian Flycatcher Riparian Forests All riparian areas are protected 

Brown Headed Nuthatch Pine and Pine Oak Habitats Slight decrease (Blue Ridge), Increase 
(Piedmont).  Prescription 8.B.2 provides 
habitat and being implemented as 
planned 

Early Seral Habitats Ecosystem Finding 

Prairie Warbler, 
Swainson’s Warbler, Field 
Sparrow 

Early Successional Habitats (ESH) Decreasing trends.  Early successional 
habitats are underrepresented.  Desired 
conditions for 4 prescriptions range from 
4-10 percent; existing conditions are 3 
percent or less.  Desired condition for 2 
prescriptions are 10-17 percent; existing 
conditions are 7 percent or less. 

Recommended Changes  
Changes in management actions:  

• Address the short supply of early successional habitats across the Sumter. 
• Participate in national and international landbird conservation strategies. 

.
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Summary 
This monitoring category is a synthesis of questions that relate to ecosystem conditions that contribute to the 
recovery of Federally Threatened or Endangered Species.  Also, the conditions for rare habitats are considered in 
this monitoring category.  The following results reflect updates from data collected from 2018-2019. New 
information collected or compiled from the last evaluation report in 2018 has been incorporated. 

Monitoring Questions and Indicators 
This category synthesizes the results of monitoring questions (MQ) 1, 7, and 20 that respond primarily to the 
goals and objectives of the Forest Plan, Chapter 2: Proposed, Endangered, Threatened, Sensitive, and Locally 
Rare Species (Plan, pp. 2-8 to 2-9); Special Areas, Rare Communities, and Old Growth (Plan, pp. 2-9 to 2-11).  Key 
monitoring elements (indicators) are listed in Table 4 below with a citation to the corresponding monitoring 
questions. Specific data for the key results are posted online for each monitoring question at: 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/scnfs/landmanagement/planning/?cid=STELPRDB5261459 

Key Results 
Table 4.   Plan objectives and trends of accomplishments for Category 4 Questions 

Plan Objective or 
Desired Condition 

2018-2019 Contribution Cumulative Condition Recommendation 

Restore 8 populations of 
smooth coneflower (OBJ 
10.1, Blue Ridge) 

Prescribed fire and 
thinning to maintain 2  
populations 

On target; 6 self- 
sustaining populations 
currently 

 

Restore 4 populations of 
small whorled pogonia 
(OBJ 10.1, Blue Ridge) 

Agreements with Atlanta 
Botanical Garden to 
increase restoration 

Uncertain Follow up on agreements 
and strategies for 
restoration 

Restore 8 populations of 
Georgia Aster (OBJ 10.2, 
Piedmont) 

Populations have been 
prioritized for 
maintenance and 
restoration 

8 populations have been 
prioritized to meet OBJ 
10.2 

 

4. Status of Select Set of Ecological Conditions Required to 
Contribute to Species Recovery, including rare habitats 

4. Status of Select Set of Ecologica Conditions Required to 
Contribute to Species Recovery, including rare abitats 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.fs.usda.gov%2Fdetail%2Fscnfs%2Flandmanagement%2Fplanning%2F%3Fcid%3DSTELPRDB5261459&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ce9984014a1784b98dcd408d842c154dc%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%7C0%7C637332745400232909&sdata=ENk%2F%2BpRraM%2FqagQEoi40ORplOtekeebQh9JAqVaXOKo%3D&reserved=0
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Plan Objective or 
Desired Condition 

2018-2019 Contribution Cumulative Condition Recommendation 

Restore 1 population of 
Florida Gooseberry (OBJ 
10.2, Piedmont) 

Not reported ?  

Northern Long-eared bat Populations monitored 
by SRS and Clemson 

Decreasing trend due to 
White nosed syndrome 

 

Red-cockaded 
Woodpecker 

Translocation of 9 birds  

Plan amended in 2018 to 
provide RCW conditions 

Increase from 0 to 17 
individuals 

 

Carolina heelsplitter 
mussel 

First stocking of juveniles  Stable populations  

Restore 500 to 2,500 
acres of Table Mountain 
Pine Forest (OBJ 12.01) 

961 acres planted  On target  

Restore 1 to 5 percent of 
riparian corridors on 
slopes less than 8 
percent in canebrake 
communities (OBJ 12.02) 

29 acres restored in 
partnership with 
Chattooga Conservancy, 
Eastern Band of 
Cherokee Indian 

Objective is met; more 
than 625 acres  

 

Rare plant communities 
or species 

14 communities 
monitored for non-native 
invasive species (NNIS) 

About 12,000-13,000 
acres of rare plant 
communities or species 
are present 

Prioritize NNIS 
treatments in designated 
botanical, rare plant 
communities and wild 
and scenic river corridors 

Recommended Changes  
Changes to the monitoring program or monitoring activities: 

• Inventory and monitor native canebrakes in riparian corridors 

Changes in management actions:  

• Follow up on agreements and strategies for restoration of small whorled pogonia 
• Prioritize NNIS treatments in designated botanical, rare plant communities and wild and scenic river 

corridors 
 



18 

 

 

Summary 
This monitoring sub-category is comprised of questions that relate to environmental and social 
conditions that affect visitors and recreation users of the forest’s lands and waters.  Nature based 
recreation experiences, hunting for demand species, and changes in scenery and recreation settings are 
considered in this category. The following results reflect updates from data collected from 2018-2019. 
New information collected or compiled from the last evaluation report in 2018 has been incorporated.  

Monitoring Questions and Indicators 
This sub-category synthesizes the results of monitoring questions (MQ) 8, 9 and 13, that respond 
primarily to the goals and objectives of the Forest Plan, Chapter 2: Recreation-Developed, Dispersed and 
Backcountry (Plan, pp. 2-21 to 2-23); Aesthetics/Scenery Management (Plan, pp. 2-26 to 2-27).  Key 
monitoring elements (indicators) are listed in Table 5A below with a citation to the corresponding 
monitoring questions. Specific data for the key results are posted online for each monitoring question 
at: https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/scnfs/landmanagement/planning/?cid=STELPRDB5261459 

Key Results 
Table 5A.   Plan objectives and trends of accomplishments for Category 5a Questions 

Plan Objective or 
Desired Condition 

2018-2019 
Contribution 

Cumulative Condition Finding or 
Recommendation 

Provide high quality 
recreation experiences 
(Goals 22, 23). Trends 
in User Satisfaction 
(MQ 9) 

About 97% of users are 
satisfied with their 
experiences 

On target.  Increase of 
36% from 2008. About 
1,143,000 visits across 
national forests in SC 

None 

Protect scenery (Goal 
30).  Acres that meet 
scenic integrity 
objectives (SIO) (MQ 
13) 

Evaluated for each 
project with ground 
disturbing activity;  
SIO’s are met 

On target None 

5a. Visitor Use, Satisfaction, and Progress on Recreation 
objectives 

r 

Sa. Visitor Use, Satisfaction, and Progress on Recreation 
objectives 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.fs.usda.gov%2Fdetail%2Fscnfs%2Flandmanagement%2Fplanning%2F%3Fcid%3DSTELPRDB5261459&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ce9984014a1784b98dcd408d842c154dc%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%7C0%7C637332745400232909&sdata=ENk%2F%2BpRraM%2FqagQEoi40ORplOtekeebQh9JAqVaXOKo%3D&reserved=0


19 

 

Plan Objective or 
Desired Condition 

2018-2019 
Contribution 

Cumulative Condition Finding or 
Recommendation 

Increase land blocks of 
2,500 acres in size 
away from open roads 
by 35,000 acres 
(piedmont) (MQ 13) 

None? This Objective has been 
met 

None 

Harvest data for 
bobwhite quail (Goals 
22 and 23) (MQ 8) 

0.39 coveys per hour. 
Slight increases from 
2016-2017 

General decreasing 
trend over the last 20 
years is reversing 

The uptick is due to 
increased use of 
prescribed fire, 
woodland 
management, and 
thinning 

Harvest data for white 
tailed deer (Goals 22 
and 23) (MQ 8) 

About 4 -5 % increase 
over 2017 

The record year is 
2002.  The 2018-2019 
harvests are 39-40% 
below 2002  

None 

Harvest data for 
eastern wild turkey 
(Goals 22 and 23) (MQ 
8) 

About 3 to 6 percent 
decrease from 2017 

The record year is 
2002.  The 2018-2019 
harvests are below 
2002 

Poor reproduction 
probably due to cold 
and wet conditions 
during nesting season 

Harvest data for black 
bear (Goals 22 and 23) 
(MQ 8) 

Not available General increasing 
trend 

Increasing suitable 
habitat 

Maintain or improve 
150 acres of ponds for 
recreational fisheries 
(OBJ 23.01) (MQ 8) 

773 acres of pond 
improvement 

Exceeds targets None 

Recommended Changes  
None at this time  
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Summary 
This monitoring sub-category is comprised of questions that relate to visitor use specific to the 
Chattooga Wild and Scenic River.  The following results reflect updates from data collected from 2018-
2019. New information collected or compiled from the last evaluation report 2018 has been 
incorporated.  

Monitoring Questions and Indicators 
This sub-category synthesizes the results of monitoring questions (MQ) 21(a-d)   that respond primarily 
to the goals and objectives of the Forest Plan, Chapter 2: The Chattooga Wild and Scenic River (Plan, pp. 
2-24 to 2-26).  Key monitoring elements (indicators) are listed in Table 5B below with a citation to the 
corresponding monitoring questions. Specific data for the key results and specific information about 
each parking area or river reach are posted online for each monitoring question at: 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/scnfs/landmanagement/planning/?cid=STELPRDB5261459 

Key Results 
Visitor use data for the upper segment of the Chattooga Wild & Scenic River (Chattooga WSR) was 
collected in 2016 and 2017. Monitoring results are posted on-line at 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd645266.pdf 

Table 5B.   Monitoring elements for Category 5B Questions 

Plan objectives, 
Desired Conditions or 
monitoring element 

2018-2019 
Contribution 

Cumulative Condition Recommendation or 
Finding 

Vehicle counts at 
frontcountry and 
backcountry parking 
areas (MQ 21a) 

Frontcountry: Increases  
for all areas except 
Grimshawes Bridge 

Backcountry: Increases 
for all areas except 
Chattooga Cliffs 

All sites remained 
below Group at one 
time (GAOT) capacities 
set in 2012, except the 
Ellicott Rock 
backcountry reach. 

See recommendations 
below 

Proportion of 
recreation use by type 
(MQ 21b) 

Most use occurs in Backcountry.  In the order of 
highest type uses: 1) hiking/walking; 2) fishing; 3) 
backpacking 

 

5b. Visitor Use, Satisfaction, and Progress on OBJective 
specific to the Chattooga Wild and Scenic River 

, 

Sb. Visitor Use, Satisfaction, and Progress on OBJective 
specific to the Chattooga Wild and Scenic River 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.fs.usda.gov%2Fdetail%2Fscnfs%2Flandmanagement%2Fplanning%2F%3Fcid%3DSTELPRDB5261459&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ce9984014a1784b98dcd408d842c154dc%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%7C0%7C637332745400232909&sdata=ENk%2F%2BpRraM%2FqagQEoi40ORplOtekeebQh9JAqVaXOKo%3D&reserved=0
https://www.fs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/fseprd645266.pdf
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Plan objectives, 
Desired Conditions or 
monitoring element 

2018-2019 
Contribution 

Cumulative Condition Recommendation or 
Finding 

Daily backcountry use 
related to number of 
encounters (MQ 21c) 

Increased use results in increasing encounters;  
More access points at reaches result in more use; 
Fewer access points at reaches result in more 
encounters due to “bottlenecking” at the access. 

See full report for 
specific reach data 

Number of encounters 
affecting solitude (MQ 
21c) 

Data shows that solitude experience expectations 
are being met 

 

Number of encounters 
compare to user 
tolerance (MQ 21c) 

Generally visitor tolerances are not being 
exceeded in the backcountry. Some exceedance 
of tolerance is due to lack of solitude experience 
in frontcountry 

 

Daily frontcountry use 
levels affecting 
perception of 
crowding, congestion 
(MQ 21d) 

Crowding satisfaction scores range from 
“average” to “less crowding than expected”; 
Parking has the largest impact on crowding 
satisfaction; frontcountry conflicts made up less 
than one percent of encounters reported 

 

 

Recommended Changes 
Changes to the Forest Plan: none 

Changes in Monitoring Program: 

• Additional analyses of year round visitor use data collected by the contractor (assessment) 
• District staff perform informal monitoring of conditions, particularly at Burrell’s Ford 
• Conduct vehicle count every 5 years using the visitor use monitoring report 
• Conduct the full monitoring protocol every 10 years, and implement an OMB approved survey 

instrument 
Changes in Management Actions: 

• Follow up on workshop action plan to control visitor use 
• Nantahala RD follow up on designating campsites in NC 
• Evaluate visitor use impacts and follow up actions periodically 
• Redesign parking along Burrell’s Ford 
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Summary 
This monitoring category is comprised of a question related to the 2012 Planning Rule about how climate 
variability has changed, the influence of climate change on the plan area, and effects of national forests on 
climate change.  This monitoring is conducted and reported by the Southern Region as part of the broad-scale 
monitoring requirements in the 2012 Planning rule. The following results reflect updates from data collected 
from 2018-2019. New information collected or compiled from the last evaluation report 2018 has been 
evaluated.  The “Broad-Scale Climate Change Monitoring Evaluation Report for the Southern Region” is posted 
at: https://www.fs.usda.gov/main/r8/landmanagement/planning#Monitoring  

Monitoring Questions and Indicators 
The Broad-Scale Monitoring Questions have been incorporated into the Sumter Monitoring Program as 
monitoring questions (MQ) 22, 23, and 24.  The broad-scale report has been downscaled for the Sumter and the 
results are available at: 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/scnfs/landmanagement/planning/?cid=STELPRDB5261459 

Key Results 
Refer to Appendix C of the “Broad-Scale Climate Change Monitoring Evaluation Report for the Southern Region” 
for individual assessments of climate change effects and mitigations for the national forests in Region 8.  The 
report focused on scenarios of low level and high level emissions.  For the Sumter monitoring report, the 
potential threats and recommendations from those assessments are listed here. 

Table 6.  Potential threats and recommendations from the “Broad-Scale Climate Change Monitoring 
Evaluation Report for the Southern Region” for Sumter National Forest considerations. (MQ 22 -23) 

Potential Threats from a changing climate  Potential mitigations to consider during future 
planning efforts 

Extreme Weather: The potential for severe storm 
events is expected to increase in the future, including 
more intense hurricanes making landfall in the 
southern US. Extended periods of extreme high 
temperature and drought may lead to drier forest 
fuels which will burn more easily and contribute to 
larger and more frequent wildfires. More cloud-to-
ground lightning due to warming may also increase 
wildfire ignitions. 

Identify areas that provide particularly valuable 
ecosystem services, like timber harvest or carbon 
sequestration, and are also vulnerable to extreme 
weather, like hurricanes or fires. Then plan 
conservation strategies (e.g. thinning, selective 
species planting) accordingly to mitigate for extreme 
weather impacts.  

Reduce increased wildfire potential by conducting 
prescribed burns 

6. Climate Change and Other Stressors ( 6. crmate Change and Other Stressors ] 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/main/r8/landmanagement/planning#Monitoring
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.fs.usda.gov%2Fdetail%2Fscnfs%2Flandmanagement%2Fplanning%2F%3Fcid%3DSTELPRDB5261459&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ce9984014a1784b98dcd408d842c154dc%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%7C0%7C637332745400232909&sdata=ENk%2F%2BpRraM%2FqagQEoi40ORplOtekeebQh9JAqVaXOKo%3D&reserved=0
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Potential Threats from a changing climate  Potential mitigations to consider during future 
planning efforts 

Water Resources:  Shifts in rainfall patterns will lead 
to periods of flooding and drought that can 
significantly impact water resources. Increases in 
heavy downpours and more intense hurricanes can 
lead to greater erosion and more sedimentation in 
waterways. Increased periods of drought may lead to 
poor water quality. Geographically isolated wetlands 
are critical wildlife habitat and can be impacted by 
changes in surrounding land cover. 

Reduce the amount of water taken in by surrounding 
trees and plants, using management strategies such 
as thinning and prescribed burns, in order relieve 
stress on isolated wetlands and streams.  

Restore and reinforce vegetation in headwater and 
marsh areas to help alleviate runoff of sediment 
during heavy rain, reduce climate-induced warming 
of water, and decrease water sensitivity to changes in 
air temperature.  

Recreation:  Environmental changes may negatively 
impact recreational experiences due to changes in 
the plant and animal communities that make those 
experiences unique. More days above freezing, 
especially in the northern part of the state, could 
increase tick and mosquito populations throughout 
the year, leading to an increase in vector-borne 
illness. With more days of extreme heat, recreation 
areas could see decreased use in the summer if 
temperatures impact visitor comfort 

Examine the goals for a water system or area of land 
when considering changing dynamics. For example, a 
stream managed mostly for recreation must balance 
the demand for rainbow trout from anglers with 
other aquatic and terrestrial impacts.  

Communicate early warnings for extreme weather to 
protect vulnerable groups from health impacts, such 
as heat illnesses, and monitor for early outbreaks of 
disease. 

Carbon Uptake and Storage (MQ 24) 

Forests in the Sumter are maintaining a carbon sink. Forest carbon stocks increased by about 22 percent 
between 1990 and 2013, and negative impacts on carbon stocks caused by disturbances and environmental 
conditions have been modest and exceeded by forest growth. 

Recommended Changes  
None at this time 
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Summary 
This monitoring category is comprised of questions about conditions of special designations (Wilderness and 
Wild and Scenic Rivers), protections of heritage sites, and production of desired outputs and services. The 
following results reflect updates from data collected from 2018-2019. New information collected or compiled 
from the last evaluation report in 2018 has been evaluated. 

Monitoring and Indicators 
This category synthesizes the results of monitoring questions (MQ) 11, 12, 14, 17, and 19 that respond primarily 
to the goals and objectives of the Forest Plan, Chapter 2: Roadless and Wilderness Management (Plan, pp. 2-23); 
Wild and Scenic Rivers (Plan, pp. 2-24 to 2-26); Heritage Resources (Plan, pp. 2-27 to 2-18); Wood products and 
Special Products (Plan, pp.  2-15 to 2-17); Access and Road Management (Plan, pp. 2-29 to 2-20); Lands and 
Special Uses (Plan, pp. 2-30 to 2-31).  Key monitoring elements (indicators) are listed in Table 7 below with a 
citation to the corresponding monitoring questions. Specific data for the key results are posted online for each 
monitoring question at: 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/scnfs/landmanagement/planning/?cid=STELPRDB5261459 

Key Results 
Table 7.  Plan Objective, desired condition or monitoring element for Category 7 questions 

Plan Objective, Desired 
Condition or Monitoring 
Element 

2018-2019 Contribution Cumulative Conditions Recommendation or 
Finding 

Visitor use within limits 
to preserve wilderness 
character (Goals 26 and 
27) (MQ 11) 

Report on Wilderness 
Character Monitoring 
(Ellicott Rock, 2019) 

103 user created trails of 
approximately 2.7 miles 
impact wilderness 
character 

Visitor use is beginning to 
impact wilderness 
character in Ellicott Rock; 
see recommendations 
below 

Wild and Scenic rivers: 
protection of 
outstandingly remarkable 
values (Goals 1, 28, and 
29) (MQ 12) 

Some instances of 
exceeding daily 
allocations of self-guided 
boat use on Chattooga 
WSR 

 No action; the amount 
does not cross thresholds 
for changes 

 7. Progress toward meeting desired conditions and objectives; 
related to Wilderness, Wild and Scenic Rivers, Heritage 

Resources, outputs and other services 

7. Progress toward meeting esired conditio s and objectives; 
related to Wilderness, Wild an Scenic Rivers, Heritage 

esources, outputs and other services 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.fs.usda.gov%2Fdetail%2Fscnfs%2Flandmanagement%2Fplanning%2F%3Fcid%3DSTELPRDB5261459&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ce9984014a1784b98dcd408d842c154dc%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%7C0%7C637332745400232909&sdata=ENk%2F%2BpRraM%2FqagQEoi40ORplOtekeebQh9JAqVaXOKo%3D&reserved=0
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Plan Objective, Desired 
Condition or Monitoring 
Element 

2018-2019 Contribution Cumulative Conditions Recommendation or 
Finding 

Wild and Scenic rivers: 
water quality standards 
(MQ 12) 

Cedar Creek Eligible Wild 
and Scenic River 
impacted by lead from 
the adjacent rifle range 

 See recommendations 
below 

Effectiveness of Heritage 
protection measures 
(Goal 31) (MQ 14) 

50 sites monitored  47 sites undisturbed 

2 sites disturbed by 
logging. No damage to 
significant cultural 
resources. 

1 ARPA Investigation 

Sustainable supply of 
high quality wood 
products (Piedmont) 
(Goal 18, MQ 17) 

2018: 12.9 MMCF 

2019: 10.0 MMCF 

On target 

9.8 MMCF planned 
annual average 

None 

Roads maintained, safe 
transportation system 
(Goal 34, MQ 17) 

2018: 580 miles 

2019: 575 miles 

On target 

Total mileage = 1,085.5 

None 

Payments to Counties 2018: $1,153,300 

2019: $1,103,900 

 None 

Newly Acquired Lands 
(MQ 19) 

None 4 acquisitions and 1 land 
exchange planned 

Need assignments of 
newly acquired lands to 
management 
prescriptions 

Recommended Changes  
Changes to the Forest plan: 

• Administrative change is needed to assign newly acquired lands to management prescriptions 

Changes to the Monitoring Program:  None 

Changes in Management Actions: 

• Use Minimum Requirements Decision Guide prior to project approval in wilderness 
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• Implement 2012 Chattooga EA to reduce visitor impacts 
• Lead remediation needed on Cedar Creek Rifle Range and move to a sustainable site 
• Develop Heritage Preservation plans for at risk sites;  Inventory plowed wildlife fields; Develop a Forest 

Heritage Curation Plan 
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Summary 
This monitoring category is comprised of a question related to potential impairment of soil productivity. The 
following results reflect updates from data collected from 2018-2019. New information collected or compiled 
from the last evaluation report in 2018 has been evaluated.   

Monitoring Questions and Indicators 

This category synthesizes the results of monitoring question 28 that responds primarily to a standard, Chapter 2: 
Water and Soil Quality, Standard FW-3 (Plan, pp. 2-4).  Key monitoring elements (indicators) are listed in Table 8 
below with a citation to the corresponding monitoring questions. Specific data for the key results are posted 
online for each monitoring question at: 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/scnfs/landmanagement/planning/?cid=STELPRDB5261459 

Key Results 
Table 8.  Plan Objective, desired condition or monitoring element for Category 8 questions 

Plan Standard 2018-2019 Contribution Cumulative 
Condition 

Recommendation/Finding 

Major soil disturbances… 
will not occupy more 
than 15 percent of 
vegetation treatment 
areas except…(FW-3, MQ 
28) 

Random transects across 
representative portions of activity 
areas. 

Within tolerance during dry periods.  

Some rutting during wet periods in 
Compartment 125, Stands 7 and 19 

Generally 
within 
tolerances 

See below 

Recommended Changes  
Changes to management actions: 

• Consider susceptible soils during project design, consider developing an operating season. 

.

8. Effects of Management Systems on Productivity of the Land 8. Effects of Management Systems on Productivity of the Land 

... 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.fs.usda.gov%2Fdetail%2Fscnfs%2Flandmanagement%2Fplanning%2F%3Fcid%3DSTELPRDB5261459&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ce9984014a1784b98dcd408d842c154dc%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%7C0%7C637332745400232909&sdata=ENk%2F%2BpRraM%2FqagQEoi40ORplOtekeebQh9JAqVaXOKo%3D&reserved=0
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Summary 
This monitoring category is comprised of a question related to the 2012 Planning Rule about the contribution of 
national forests toward social, economic and cultural sustainability.  This monitoring is conducted and reported 
by the Southern Region as part of the broad-scale monitoring requirements in the 2012 Planning rule. The 
following results reflect updates from data collected from 2018-2019. New information collected or compiled 
from the last evaluation report 2018 has been evaluated.  The “Broad-Scale Socioeconomic Monitoring 
Evaluation Report for the Southern Region” is posted at: 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/main/r8/landmanagement/planning#Monitoring  

Monitoring Questions and Indicators 
The Broad-Scale Monitoring Question has been incorporated into the Sumter Monitoring Program as follows: 
What changes are occurring in the social, cultural, and economic conditions in the areas influenced by 
management units in the region?  The indicators and results of this question have been incorporated into the 
monitoring program as MQ 25.  More detail is available in that report available at: 
https://www.fs.usda.gov/detail/scnfs/landmanagement/planning/?cid=STELPRDB5261459 

Key Results 
Table 9: Socioeconomic indicators and comparison of Sumter National Forest Area with Region 8 Area. 

Indicator Region 8 Area Sumter Area Finding 

Population Change Increased 15 
percent 

Increased 2 
percent 

Increased population growth places more 
demands on resources.  The increases on 
the Sumter should be watched carefully. 

Unemployment Rate 5.1 percent 5.3 percent Corresponds between resident’s skills and 
employment opportunities.  No special 
consideration for the Sumter at this time. 

Population below 
poverty level 

18 percent 18 percent Changes or restrictions to forest users may 
affect individuals depending on local 
resources. Poverty levels are higher in the 
Region and Sumter than the national 
average. 

9. Broad Scale: Social, Economic, and Cultural Sustainability 9. Broad Scale: Social, Economic, and Cultural Sustainability 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/main/r8/landmanagement/planning#Monitoring
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.fs.usda.gov%2Fdetail%2Fscnfs%2Flandmanagement%2Fplanning%2F%3Fcid%3DSTELPRDB5261459&data=02%7C01%7C%7Ce9984014a1784b98dcd408d842c154dc%7Ced5b36e701ee4ebc867ee03cfa0d4697%7C0%7C0%7C637332745400232909&sdata=ENk%2F%2BpRraM%2FqagQEoi40ORplOtekeebQh9JAqVaXOKo%3D&reserved=0
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Indicator Region 8 Area Sumter Area Finding 

Payments to Counties $2.08 average 
payment per acre 

$3.08 average 
payment per 
acre 

Payments contribute to employment and 
labor to counties where forests are 
located. 

Expenditures Salaried: 
186MM$ 

Non-Salaried: 
125MMS 

Salaried: 
12MM$ 

Non-Salaried: 
7MMS 

Expenditures contribute to economic 
activity surrounding the forests 

Recommended Changes  
No changes at this time.  Sets baseline information. 
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