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Dixie National Forest Plan Modification - Monitoring Plan

Introduction

The Dixie National Forest is modifying its Land and Resource Management Plan (1986, Forest Plan) Monitoring and Evaluation Program (Forest
Plan, pp. V-2 through V-12) to bring it into compliance with 2012 Planning Rule. Under the regulation, the Forest Supervisor (Angelita Bulletts)
is the official responsible for the modification. At this time, the Forest Supervisor has delegated the responsibility for the modification to the
Ecosystem Staff Officer. This document is intended to provide an explanation of the Forest Plan monitoring modification process to managers and
employees of the Dixie National Forest, and to solicit help and feedback from all those who have an interest in Forest Plan monitoring.

Current Dixie National Forest Plan Monitoring Program

Table V-1 Monitoring Requirements (Current LRMP)

Activities, Effects

Variation which would cause further

Monitoring Precision/ | Measurement | Reporting . .
Program and Resources to be L : Evaluation and/or Change in Management
Measured Method Reliability Frequency Period Direction
Annual Recreation
Gondition-of Facilities laformation
(whetherthe condition | Management-(RIM) Hight
of developed-facilities Syster repore: rat Bi-Annual 5-Year Five year-average-exceeds 19858-by-5%
is-declining-from-the Total$-needed-to | Moderate
current-situation) bring facilities-to
Condition-Class-|
Seil-and-vegetative Transests, pheto : ) - )
loss-at-developed-sites inte At Hight Gampswejee'ndmen-belew-Glasva-usmg-the
Recreation : P e o | Moderate ea &ea Limits-of-Acceptable #mpast
Eacility-Gapaeity
(whether construction Hight PACT PACT
andreconstruction-of | RAOT-RAOT-Days A Arnual 5Year -and- B _é%i'mmll anl dl orequalte
facilities-is-keeping High 96%-of proj '
pace with-dermand)
Developed-Site ; PAOT-Days EMS (standard) five year average
Service-(whether e R e High Annual 5-Year exceeds or declines-from the Eorest Plan
Forestis-ablete | flostandardi-Mgat: | High objective-by-10%-




Activities, Effects

Monitoring

Precision/

Measurement

Reporting

Variation which would cause further

Program and Resources to be e : Evaluation and/or Change in Management
Measured Method Reliability Frequency Period Direction
provide-senvice Attainmentiepen
scheduled in the-plan) Hem-#26
Use-of an-individual site exceeds 60% of
Developed Site-Use— Doubte sample theoretical capaecity for the summer season oF
Amount-& Distribution indicatorsites; Mederate/ Annual Annual daily-use-exceeds-capacity-on-more-than 5%-of
{(does-demand-exceed | random-sample-all | Meoderate the days-in-the summer-season—Jthe five-year
supply?) fee-sites average developed site use for the Forest varies
from-protested demand- by more-thar 20%
(it . Use Ski-area High/ A 5y Five-year-average-vares-irom-projested-demand
attendance- i - -20%
prejmfs w’eaesdl)“.‘g 28 feports High by-more-than-20%
Permittee
o ’ GEELRERGy-BlaR;
Organization-Site-Use pre-season Unreported-private-sector vacancies-on-Forest
(are-existing-sites occupancy-reports; | High/High | 1%, 8% 10%year | 5-Year Land-exceeding-10%-or-the-Summer-5eason-of
being-fully-utilized?) post-seasen reported-and inventoried-vacant-pededs for-which
regutar-visite-to no reservations are-received
check-occupansy
Road-counters;
Dispersed-Visiter Use I sail mg ;eut;ters | Moderate/ A 5V Misttor use vades from srojested demand by
(summerandwinter) | oo oo W Low greater than-26%
Sie-Condition-(Lirits | | p“"“"pe*“_*s."l High! .y -y Gampsite-condition-balow-Glass-lli-using-the
of change) ! adjal' aees o6 :H; ,wat o Moderate Limits-of Change Table 4
. - . Frail- mileage-classed-as-inadeguate
Trail-Condition I‘agf""d““’" Mo o | 25%Annually | 4Years |  (substandardjexceeds he-curentinadequate
veys mileage shown-in-the AMS
Shifts between-ROS - Meoderate/ f-the-change-between-classes-is-5%
ROS-ma 10 Year 19-¥Yea
Classes BRIAG Lew F greaterthan-predicted.
Ofi-Road-vehicle trave! As‘esl oot :3;9 Low/High 5-Year 5-Year Acres increased-by-10%-overlastinventory




Dixie National Forest Plan Modification - Monitoring Plan

Variation which would cause further

Activities, Effects e o .
Program | and Resources to be M;)nmtt: "39 Preles!c?nl M: asurenment Rf,z?i:':g Evaluation and/or Change in Management
Measured etho Reliability requency Direction
Acres should be Hight
closed-to-resolve Mode: &-Near & Near Acres-increased-by-10%-over-last-inventory
: rate
conflict
Gompletion-of eultural
resousce-nvestigation
for-all-site-disturbing Hiah/ Eailure-to-accomplish-is-a-pedormance-problem
Rg dhural prejects-where-no ”3“399“"9“‘ ) Anrual Anrrual and-does-net-indicate-a need-to-change
SOUFSES | jnuentory-has-been 2o High management-direction:
completed-in-the-past
Landscape
Architectevaldate
oRe-retention
corridor-selected-at
randem-landscape GCorridor-contains-more-than-2%-of view-area
Arshitest which-does-not-conform-to-the visual
. Compliance-with evaluate a Hight quality-objective-more-than-one-sampled-projest
R visua VisualQuality miRimum-of two-oF . Annual Annual does-not-meet-MQO-in-a given-year-or-one-of
Objectives 10%-(whicheveris = more-projects-in-tweo-successive-years-do-not
more)-of meet-VQO
BFEVioUs-Years
projests.-selestion
at-random from list
of previsus-years
completed-proiects
Gondition-of
Gampsites-and-Sur- Limi . -
= . Hiah/ imit-of Change-analysis-shows that the-condition
FGH”.E’A"'Q' ?(a.;e Hmus-eigaange a 5-Years 5-Years class-has-declined-one-class-oR-25%-of
conditions-declining key-sites Moderate inventoried-sites
; from-the current A Feas
Wilderness M
situation?)
Amount-and Frail-registration; = g 3 .
Distribution-of trail. e ) Meder:a:g A | A | Humawuseexseed;ja:;aaﬁapaeﬁwdeqtlﬁedm
Human-Use trailhead-counts




Activities, Effects

Variation which would cause further

Monitoring Precision/ | Measurement | Reporting . h
Program | and Resources to be R . Evaluation and/or Change in Management
Measured Method Reliability Frequency Period Direction
with-periodic
intensive sample
Prior-fo-reaching-optimum-Forest-populations, a
Matiageraht UDWR-harvest-and downward-population-trend-of
Indicators classification-data; o . .
it e | Mo 18%-over 3-years-Onee optimum populations are
. ae;ial-;eiseng ° ; MeddeFel a atete‘ Annual Annual reached, a 20% total-population-or-hard
a’g'ggame“("‘:“'e l ;"'sl e cormpesition-change-over-a
deer-and-etk) 5-year-period:
UDWR-hapsest
data:-sighting
records-orF roliable
HampeF::l& 10%-total-destine in-population size-overa-3-year
) itat-evaluation | Moderate! A perodandlor-lossofimportant-habitat
DRy during-pre- Mederate E components;-e—feostireesin 2-oFmeore-areas-of
and-post-timberale essential-habitat-as-decignated-by UDWR-and FS
Wildife reviews-and
and-Fish rerge-analysis
Annual-if
population-near
Nest-sunsey-for Moderate/ | minimum level; A | 10%-total-declining-goshawk-pepulation-size-over
goshawk Moderate or-every-2-5 a3-year-period
years-in-projest
6-Goshawk,-common areas
fiicker-yellow- Variable-strip .
breasted-chat transect-for A;nua“ f
goshawk-cemmen pepu HpIHRony 20% - decline in-chat-population-size;- 25%
flicker-yeliow- X ate n:uzmumlzvgl Annual declinetn-flickerpopulation-size-oviera
breasted-chat: Meder STy -year-pefi
sighting-reeords years-in-project B-yearpoHod
of reliable-persena areas




Dixie National Forest Plan Modification - Monitoring Plan

Activities, Effects . - . Variation which would cause further
Program and Resources to be M,?‘Z':::‘;‘g :relf:':'.?rl M:f: ul:':nmcent Rg;;oﬁr;:g Evaluation and/or Change in Management
Measured eliabiiity q y Direction
d-Frout-brook-brown | Gill-netling-electro- | \y o o) 20% total-decline-in-population-size-over-a 5-year
Fa'i'nbew; Sheehﬂg;-GFeel . ARRHG‘ ARRHG‘ period-oramaorchangeinsizeorguality-of
eutthroat canRsus High cateh
. Bonneville-cutthroat ;‘ EI Eshfl'ShE zgefk{;ig; Moderate/ A A 10%-decline in-population-size-in-any-one-stream
) High iA-aRy-OReyear
SRRy
Vegetative
Confermance-with = GI Iﬁlasse m":::d& Annualin Significant variation-from- Standards and
Standards-and ag:aleulati n dy i Moderate/ vegetative Guidelines-specifications:-below
Guidelines Pation Edge-Shape | iy eaniputation ARnual | 7%-old growth,less-than-7% grass; Jessthan-10%
tndex from project-areas in-other age classes:
a. Habitat-Diversity apa-&air-photes
Pre-sale post-sale,
post-tire . . 10%-below-specifications- of-Standards-and
b. Snag management wood-count.and HightHigh Eaeh-sale Annual Guidelines
condition-survey
Annual-te
R-GAWS analysis; develop
. N . vegetative AT baseline-every As-data 20% vanation-from-specifications-of
Citaiial i cermposition and eieesh & years-as ooloeted standards-and Guidelines
age slass-surveys needad
thereafter
Road density: map, High! 40%-below-specifications-of Standards
d-Habitat effectiveress air-phote; Moderate and-Guidelines
for Hiding-thermal . 10%-15% variation fr om specifications of
big.game-species— eover—ground Hight Eae”‘l'“‘be‘ Annual Standards and-Guidelines
High sale
; Measurement-of i As—pes As—per
Range Ra“igt;ﬁgnz_‘a"e’“ plantcomposition MQH‘W o approved approved Downward-vegetation-and/or-soil-trend
and-vigor-groting allotment alletment




Activities, Effects

Variation which would cause further

Monitoring Precision/ | Measurement | Reporting . h
Program and Resources to be o . . Evaluation and/or Change in Management
e Method Reliability Frequency Period Direction
cowerand-soil management ranagem
stability plans ent-plans
Srashgikapac: approved approved
Eo Utilization studies by Meoderate/ e allotment Exceed prescribed-utilization-by 20% one time-or
Fage standard-Forest Meoderate 40%-consistently:
Service-methods S i fanagem
plans ent-plans
Annual-horse
. t-habitat
Wild-Horse-Numb ial- , i
e eFe ;’;ﬂe‘?‘*m‘ Moderate/ | assessmentas | | | Horsenumbers deviate by-10% o range-trend-is
Trond stugdiesl Moderate pecallotment dowan
managerment
plens
Review timber
program-to-ensufe
thatharvest area . -
Timber-Harvest Area willnct-exceed High/ SemisArAyal Semi- Plannedhawest—'apea»exf;eeded%y-me;ethan-
10 yearestimate-by Meoderate Arpyal 10% in-any given year.
more-than 10%.
Immamh 258 y HE . ;:Iang Mederate/ Irability to-selve problems-threugh
o Mederate technolegy or practices:
!
. existing problems
Examine-lands
during aibdsultural
exams;-timber .
Verify.Classification-of inventeries; ) Project basis Annual 10%-of land-area-found-to-be-incorrectly-identified
S tion-o and-1D-team High
Suitable-and reviews-to-ground
Unsuitable-Lands truth-capabilities
On project basis
soiligeok '?siwe High Fatel | ac.available-but | 5-Years | 10.%ofiand-areafound-to-be incorecty-identified
ogte- ¥ priorto-Forest




Dixie National Forest Plan Modification - Monitoring Plan

Activities, Effects

Variation which would cause further

Monitoring Precision/ | Measurement | Reporting . h
Program and Resources to be e . Evaluation and/or Change in Management
Measured Method Reliability Frequency Period Direction
of lands-identified plan-update
as-uneditable
because of
potential
irreversible
resource-damage
py-1860
Review of
Hanvest-Practicesin silvioultural
Retention;-Rastial prescriptions-for Meoderate! 1 = A | Violation-of visual-guality objectivies-oF fipardan
Retention and-Riparian timber sales-and High Feoleethaeis area-damage
Areas post-sale-stand
eyams
Adeguate-Restocking
of Stands W thin e .
aReasonableTime | Slvouturatexam | High! | 5-Yearsafter | . | LeesihanSin-yearslocking standarde-inFSH
Period-Generally-5 Fype-3) High final-harvest 2400.26b-5.31-4
Years-of Final-Harvest
Review timber sale
MaafimumSize-ef silvieultural Hight Clearcut-sizes-either-astrict timber-harvest
Openings-Greated-by prescriptions-and ; Paojactbasis Anaual practices-or-advessely-arrect-visualsor-other
Clearcuttings post-sale High resource values
silvioutural exams
Reforestation-and R;vieutan tI'SJrand
Timber-Stand At i High/ Eailure-to-mest targets-or-aceomplish-K\
and . Anpga! Anngal v
lmprovement : High needs-in-timbersale-plans
N ascomplichment
Accomplishment reposts-K\V-plans
Determine supply
Euelwood by-fuels-inventories
- and acres High/ . . Supply-is-rotmeeling-or projected to not
Gonsumption-and available; High Project-basis Annual meutd  within-5.years
e determnine demand
by-monitering




Variation which would cause further

Activities, Effects I ‘s .
: P /
Program and Resources to be M;’::ﬁ;:‘g Rl;eli(:::::y M::::J::fynt Rf,'::;':g Evaluation and/or Change in Management
Measured Direction
permitsissned and
sampling-astual
remeval
Growth-Response-of
Rogenenaad-Sitnde; Stage-l-stand £10% variance-tn-actual growth-msasured
Ihﬁnmgg enrﬁiaiiy nd examination; Righ/ " against assumplionsmadein-growth
e anceand | pesmanent growth High §"-vear Arfual simulations(RROGNOSIS)
: : plots
{including effects-of
insects- & diseases)
Annualin an
aceelerated
Stage H stand basis-until
examinationto ) completed-
complete-exam-on High/ Work-toward . ' +-10%-variation-in projections measured-aganet
Gemepef High goal-or-45,000 Eerest Blan projections
: land acres-per-year
Ilgbieizﬁgly on-& EoRtiALIAg
o basis
&Years
oF
Stage--timber High/ 19880¢ before +10%variation-in-projections-measured-against
inventory gk cooRer Forest Eorest-Plan-projections
Plan
update
Eabric-dams;
5 R €rosion-pins-visual . .
E"gfedu% xe“.'v"isety M estimates,-photo Meé”' eg’ Fa“‘ o Hocatensper | snnual | Exceeding-established-soitioss-tolerance-levels
) points-andiorother yea
Soils aceepted-methods
A o Measy de“’":‘:g;ef Cionibian | Ztmbersales | 15% increase-in-bulk-density-or 50%
and/or pore-space peryear decrease in-pore-space




Dixie National Forest Plan Modification - Monitoring Plan

Activities, Effects

Variation which would cause further

Monitoring Precision/ | Measurement | Reporting . h
Program and Resources to be L . Evaluation and/or Change in Management
Measured Method Reliability Frequency Period Direction
dstend
Eabric-dams; 5thyear
Upland-Areas-Adjacent | erosion-pins,visual . : following
to-Riparian estimates,phote ”I hlgelrah ‘o 2Hecationsper | managem Exceed-Forest-Standards-and Guidelines
Management Areas points, andlor other yea ent
accepted methods practice
Seil-&Water-Resouree +-projectper
Protection —Prejest . . High/ Mitigating requirements not implemented oF ot
EA-Mitigating Visualestimates | \yoderate | YOO gp?'; Rafger | Annual working
Requirements
Progress-reviowe, Annyeagéi\;mg
Seoil Survey Activities smanagement High/ High prograouced Annual +15%-of plan-direction
attainsrent reports
supiey worlk
Seil-&Water Resource Betection-of improvement needs requifng
tmprovement Needs Update High{-High Anpual Annual -early treatment or-of higher priority-than-on
taventory eurrent-tist:
Baseline-monitoring
as described-in
Compliance-with-State | BixieWaterQuality | \\ ./
WaterQuality Monitoring Meonthly Annual Violation-of Utah Water Quality-Standards
Standards Plan, coordination | Mederate
with-State
208-Ageney
Water Project-monitoring
. as-deseribed-in
Effectiveness-of-Best | pivia\Water Quality
Management-Practices Monitorin . i o
in-Meeting-W. 9 High/-High Variable Variable Nen—aeh;evemem-ef-water—guamy-geals,—welatoen
Quality-Objectives-and Plan-or-projeet of Utah-Water Quality Standards;
gb’jef: plagf,rte-mduf!e
chemical, physisal,
bacterio-

10




Activities, Effects

Variation which would cause further

Monitoring Precision/ | Measurement | Reporting - A
Program and Resources to be e . Evaluation and/or Change in Management
Measured Method Reliability Frequency Period Direction
logisal:
invertebrate-sed-
imentation-or-other
parameters
needed-to-meet
monitoring
biecti
—
drainage-and
erosion-contrel Meoderate! s
o Moderat Annual Annual Exceed-Forest-standards and guidelines
ground-disturbing
Compliance-with-Utah | Reguired-chemical | High/High | Every-3years Eveny3 Violation-of primary-maximum contaminant-levels
Fublic-Brarking analyses years
Water-Regulatiens
Water ¥ield-lncreases - . .
. . WRNESS-water Lowd Exceed minimum-management-requirementsin
in-East-Fork-of Sevier : Moderat Annual Arnual timber-harvest el
Watershed g SHOETIeE)
Sequential
Stability-of pbetopoeints;
Streambanke in-East measure-slability Moderate! -
Fork-of Sevier River rating.n Moderate - o Exepid-Fortel farddrac-ane guiiciinge
Brainages representative
reaches
1st-year-afier
' . . . installation; ired-orproject-net
Effectiveness-and Visual-lnepection | Low/High every-5-years Annual accomplishing-stated-objectives
Maintenance-Needs-of thereafter
Watershed -
lmprowerments Volumetric Modera
measurements-oF Mod Fatl Mariable Mariable Hrojest not accomplishing-stated objestves

11




Dixie National Forest Plan Modification - Monitoring Plan

Variation which would cause further

Activities, Effects I - .
Program and Resources to be M;nltt;‘) ru(;mg Pre.c |S|.<?nl M:asurement Rtle’po.rtlgg Evaluation and/or Change in Management
Measured etho Reliability requency erio Direction
Sequential
pholopointa-forage
utilization-level
feasdrements
{total-and brawse);
shream
Accomplishrment-of channel-stability Moderate/
Riparian-Area ratings;-stream i Arnual Arrual Exceed-Forest-standards-and-guidelines
MaanagementGeals ehannet
morphology
measurements;
sireambed
materials
measdrements
Gompliance-with-Utah ; 3
Aie-Quality State Aif Ge'"p;’f;ie'w'm_ Moderate/ Ongoing ‘.'sl 2Ry Adverse-public-Freaction -settling-of smoke-into
Quaktys?:::;h;e&and burning-index ’ Moderate oceurs inhabited-areas
ploration Pret " | Evaluation-ofcase | Moderate/ | Evaluate oneon Non-compliance-with-the-Regional-standards-and
peA?e.‘"“a;::" history Moderate | each-BD. i direction
Inven!e@};g'anéing
Lease/Pemnit © adeq’uasyffte
Applications-Forms lease/permit-and Beviation-from-1984-FS/BLM-Agreement;-lease
Minerals and-NEPA-Process = Moderate/ | Evaluate ore-on . | and-operating-plan-requirements-are found
{Gompliance with epe@ang-plan Moderate each-B.D- inadegquate-to-meet-multiple-resource-needs-EAs
Regional-Standards e A inadequate
and-Direction) review-EAs
cenverting-leasing
and permits
Site-Spesific High/ ; : Any-unacceptable-or unexpected-results-that
Development Field-examination ; Qnge; . ;anﬁgff:g Annual deviate-fromthe environmental-assessment-and
Proposals-ard 8 ' approvedoperaling—plan-inadequacy-of

12




Activities, Effects

Monitoring

Precision/

Measurement

Reporting

Variation which would cause further

Program and Resources to be - . Evaluation and/or Change in Management
Measured Method Reliability Frequency Period Direction
Administration-of outlines in uRreasonableness-of-lease/permit-lerms-and
Operations, Regional operating plan regquirements
GCompliance with Standards
Ferme-of Operating
Rlans-and-Existing
Agrecments
Annual
nspection—of
So—of
Reclamation-Results: . operational Any unacceptable or tnexpected resuits that
Effectiveness Field-examination S areas that have Aanual deviate-fromthe Environmental-Assesement-and
orWeork-Dene High been approved operating plan
closed 23
years
Exercise-of Reserved I astivity
reise-of Resere . .
and Quistanding :&n ok asti;:f;l-n Moderate/ Onaoin affecting Any-impascts to-NES-management-of surface
Rights-by Owner-of Moderate S NES FEBOUFESE
h NES surfase
Minerals managem
ent-oceHrs
As
Special Use-Rennits; . scheduled
Applications; Land use repods Mederagte Quarerly REY Deviation-from-R-4-standards
Amendments-and Action
Fransfers Plan
Lands Speelaluies-(nen , Anrnually I AGI led
recreation) Resmit Mederate permils ; .
Administration.and Land use reports High scheduled-for |n-I_E¥ Deviation-from-R-4-standards-
Inrepestion —inspection— AT
Plan
A As
Management High/ ' ;
Land-Survey attainment-Feport High Annually scheduled +10%-of planning-period-target

13




Dixie National Forest Plan Modification - Monitoring Plan

Activities, Effects

Variation which would cause further

Monitoring Precision/ | Measurement | Reporting . A
Program and Resources to be s : Evaluation and/or Change in Management
Measured Method Reliability Frequency Period Direction
Action
Blar
As
Lard-adjustment Hight Annuallyen-all | scheduled
Land-Exchange pian-management A acres planned nEY +.50%-of pianning-perod-target
attainment report High for-exchange Action
Plan
As
. Hight Anrnually-on scheduled
Rights-of-\Aay a?;iz::efn ~pla, A . assigned Y +50%-of planning period target
: High torgels Action
Blar
. Construction-within ; * Envirormental-analysis-detemnines-thata
it approved High 5-Year E¥e¥ 57 | proposed-coridorwindow.is-better-sited-than
48 corridors/windows High thoseapprovedin-the-ForestRlan
; Telecommunication
Re rd-Bri .
Geagt:et' _égz Plan-Maintenanse High{ _— 5 - 5 ] -
A 1oR-an : Periedie Arrual 5% deviation-from-projested guantities
5 structi Gost-Records-Use High
? Gharges
Roadlegs, . . " -
. Road-Management condition-surveys; HOQW' Annual 5Year &%-downward-trend-in-the condition of existing
Facilities i High roads
and-signs
Buildings inspection-repeds ‘g Centinuous 5¥ear Excessive-deterioration-of existing-buildings
Bam-Administration Inspections ‘g Anrual 5Xear Adrministrative failure-to-followup-on-unsafe dams
s Measure oF rumber Hight
Pgmypfogﬁfm and-size-of person- . Annua! & Years 20% increase-in-cumulative-5-years-average
. caused-fires High
Protection -
~Fire | wmopeEEes |
Number-of Wildfires distribution; High/ . | 5 Years 20%-increase-in-cumulative-5-years-average-for
and-Acres Burned intensity-level-and High any ot the factors
asres-bumed

14




Activities, Effects o i . Variation which would cause further
Program and Resources to be Mnonr:tt:;z\g :r?lzl.f.nl M:::ul::rcent RT,":::,Z'Q Evaluation and/or Change in Management
Measured eliability q y Direction
Eice - managemeni Evaluate-cost pius Moderate 20%i in-EME}
Effectiveness-tndex net-value-change Mod rau: Anpual 5-Years F:;rease i
EMEY during-fire L ¢ FEF+NVGC)
Eield
Gompliance-with-Fuel measurements Mederatef Sample 30% ars Excoeding-fuel-fevel-guidelines-or-16%
Loading-Standards afleractivity-or-fuel | Moderate of projests failure-to-make-targets
treatment
Popuiation-Levels-of Aerial surveys-by Moderate/
lnsests and R4-FRPM: Arnual Arnual Building-of past-poputations
. . Moderate
Protection Biseases
—insest | Edectiveness-of Dwar
Disease Mistletoe-Suppression . . High/ Eollow-up Infestationin-regeneration-of
Psojectste-Pratoct B High on-projests S¥ears Pre-commercial-thinned-areas
Regeneration
Effects-on-Local
; District staff I . I .
omice Econemies-of Forest iows.of affected AnRually Annually &gmﬁeant-ehangesmseete:s—wﬁhm—eeenem&e
= i impact-areas
Outputs
Table 3a: Northern Goshawk Forest Plan Amendment, Monitoring Requirements
Goals | Standards
ID & & Question Item to Measure Acceptable Range M:::u:g:\cent FrEez:: c
Obj. | Guidelines quency quency
all under A oL ] 3 s
the re-kRewn-geshawk-territories Goshawk-terrilory Less-than-20%-declinein
a1 | G-10 altesnati on-national forests remaining eccupancy-atthe {ervitory oscupancy evara Anpualy i
goal oescupied? forestlevel: 3-year period: yoar
Are-mitigation-measures ei.;;iﬁ{&if:gg No-territory-abandonment TFhe first-fuil-breediag
m2 | 610 &9 (standards-and-guidelines) tative _en-projects-where period-following-activity Anaualh
G214 employed-during-vegetative #a ¢ mitigation-measures-are in-all-projects-where
fanagement-prajest freatments: used- pre-project surveys
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Dixie National Forest Plan Modification - Monitoring Plan

Standards

Goals
ID & & Question Item to Measure Acceptable Range M:ra:ul:::::ent Frl::ﬂ:: cy
Obj. | Guidelines quency
implementation suHicient to determined terfitory
prevent-territory abandenment? occUpancy.
Spatial dispersionand | Approximately 40% ofthe
ls-habitat-connectivity;-as patch-size-of mature coniferous-and/or-30%-of
represented by structural and and-old forest-groups the aspen forested acres
species-diversity-and dispersion | within-a5™10-6"order | within-a landscape-are-in _
m3 | G10 g7 thereof, within-and-among-5"-to watershed—Tree VSS 5.and 6.classes. Gemp‘e"_"”e*eaehl A
8%-orderwatersheds (oF species-composition Seral-species : )
eguivalent ecoelogical seale) mix within-matureand | characteristic-of the-cover
being-maintained? old groups-within-a type are well represented
landscape- in-MSS 5 and 6-classes:
= 10% ormore-ofthe
g Srag-densities and L
ls-snagﬁabltat(-heTnumber sizes - within-a-100- 75%. o mere-of the blocks aert_a&treatedylth}na
and-size-of sangs)-being acre ¥, - project area; within 2 Everp 5
m4 | G110 g9 aF ” ; 4 blocktreated by reasured meet guideline 2
maintained in-desired spatiat hanical or wildland : . years following years
arrangement? mee fire.use. SR eempleaenefthe
) vegetative-treatment:
Bown log-and woody 5%-ormore-of the-acres
Are down woodymaterial and debris-amounts-and o treated within-a project
ms | 610 lege being maintained in sizes withina 18- acre ATkl l-m::tfhsigflf:: area;-within-2 years Evenrs
9 sufficient amounts-sizes-and block treated by i g : folewing completion-of years
spatiat locations? mechanical orwildland RBeagENGs the vegetative
fire-use. treatment.
Are appropriate-adjusimenis Ungulate b gzz:jg Grass-forb-andshrub Grazing-practices
g-28 made to grazing practices in " pl' fsi e}—. : production-objectives-are | reviewedannually-on-at E 5
m7 | 640 identified“atrisk™locations ] o e within-the range-identifed | least-2 allotments where
g-29 _ s setirg-to of use, grazing iclinlandsca uatrick™ conditions ha years
gi5- i - inidentified [sie]-in- pe -at-risk—co ¢ ve
the“at-riskcondition? S assessments. been-identified.

“at-risk—locations:
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Dixie National Forest Plan Monitoring Program

Monitoring Questions and Indicators

Program Activity Monitoring Question Monitoring Indicator
Recreation | Developed Sites; Actual Use Are developed recreation sites meeting Forest Plan Developed site use and visitor
standards for use, and are visitors satisfied? satisfaction.
Developed Sites; Condition Are developed recreation sites meeting Forest Plan Developed site condition.
standards for condition?
Dispersed Sites; Actual Use Are dispersed recreation sites meeting Forest Plan Dispersed site use and visitor
standards for use, and are visitors satisfied? satisfaction.
Dispersed Sites; Condition Are dispersed recreation sites meeting Forest Plan Dispersed site condition.
standards for condition, and are visitors satisfied?
Trail Condition Are trails meeting Forest Plan standards for use and Trail use, and visitor satisfaction;
condition, and are visitors satisfied? miles of motorized trail managed to
standard; miles of non-motorized trail
managed to standard.
Wilderness | Wilderness Character Is wilderness character being preserved on wilderness | Incursions of developed facilities,

areas across the Forest?

access, services and perception of
safety.

Wilderness campsite condition.

17



Dixie National Forest Plan Modification - Monitoring Plan

Motorized/mechanized incursions.

Managed wildland/prescribed fire
usage.

distribution across the planning area?

Cultural Identify, protect, interpret and | Are heritage resources being protected and are Number of historic properties
Resources | manage the significant cultural | mitigation measures sufficient to prevent damage to recorded and evaluated for the
resources on Forest lands. heritage resources from federal actions, looting, National Register.
environmental disturbance, and other actions?

Number of eligible historic properties
being impacted by federal actions,
looting, environmental disturbance,
and other actions.

Fish and Wildlife Habitat Diversity Is the diversity of wildlife habitat being maintained by | Diversity and stability of forest and

Wildlife managing Vegetative Structural Stage (VSS) rangeland vegetation.

Modification of Ecosystem

Are forest management activities and/or natural events
affecting the structure and function of upland and
riparian ecosystems?

Structure (VSS) and function of forest
and riparian ecosystems.

Upland and riparian vegetation
diversity, condition, trend, structure
and ground cover.

Big Game Habitat Condition

Is big game habitat maintained to meet Forest Plan
desired conditions?

Big game habitat condition and/or
VSS Distribution across the landscape
and within projects.
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Fish

Quantity and Quality of
Aquatic Habitats

Are forest management activities and natural events
affecting the ecological conditions indicated by the
status of focal species'?

Are management activities maintaining and improving
the ability of lakes and streams on the Forest to
maintain self-sustaining cold water fisheries?

Are forest management activities and/or natural events
maintaining aquatic habitat to meet Forest Plan desired
conditions and objectives or improving habitat to move
toward those conditions and objectives?

Occupied habitat and population
structure of focal species.

Riparian vegetation diversity,
condition, trend, structure and ground
cover.

Stream channel condition,
morphology, bank stability and
substrate composition.

Compliance with State water quality
sediment, turbidity and temperature
standards and maintenance of
beneficial uses.

Function and condition of lentic
riparian areas.

Threatened, Endangered and
Sensitive Plant Species

Are TES plant habitats being protected from forest plan
implementation activities and maintaining sufficient
numbers and distribution to maintain viable
populations across the Forest?

TES species have suitable habitat to
sustain population numbers to
maintain viability.

! Bonneville Cutthroat trout (BCT), Colorado River Cutthroat Trout (CRCT), Southern Leatherside, Chub, Virgin spinedace and Nonnative trout species.
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Dixie National Forest Plan Modification - Monitoring Plan

Indicator and Special Status
Species

Are forest management activities and natural events
affecting the ecological conditions indicated by the
status of focal species??

Habitat conditions retained across the
planning area in sufficient numbers
and distribution to maintain species
viability.

Threatened, Endangered and
Sensitive Animal Species

Are TES animal habitats being protected from forest
plan implementation activities and maintaining
sufficient numbers and distribution to maintain viable
populations across the Forest?

TES species have suitable habitat to
sustain population numbers to
maintain viability.

Snag Management

Is the spatial arrangement of snags in condition to meet
needs of cavity nesters?

Snag species, density, size, height and
condition.

Goshawk

Goshawk territory occupancy
at the forest level

Are known goshawk territories on NFS lands
remaining occupied?

Goshawk territory occupancy.

Goshawk territory occupancy
following vegetative
management treatments

Are goshawk territories remaining occupied following
vegetation management?

Goshawk territory occupancy.

Dispersion & patch size of
mature/old forest groups

Is mature and old forest habitat connectivity being
adequately maintained?

Percent and distribution of mature and
old forest cover.

Down log & woody debris
amounts/sizes within a 10 acre
treatment block

Is downed wood being maintained in sufficient amount,
size, and location?

Quantity of downed logs and woody
debris.

2 Mule deer, rocky mountain elk, wild turkey, Northern goshawk, Northern flicker, and sage-grouse, pygmy rabbit, spotted bat, Townsends Wester big-eared bat,
bald eagle, sage-grouse, peregrine falcon, Flammulated owl, and three-toed woodpecker.
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Ungulate grazing practices in
identified at-risk locations

Are appropriate adjustments to grazing practices being
made where grazing is contributing to at-risk
conditions?

Ungulate grazing practices in at-risk
locations.

Range Permitted Animal Unit Months | Are goods and services being provided in accordance Level of permitted livestock grazing.
(AUMs) with Forest Plan goals and objectives?
Range Condition and Trend Are desired conditions for rangeland plant communities | Range condition, trend and ground
being met in regards to species composition, trend and | cover.
ground cover?
Invasive Species What is the extent of the change of ecological Estimated acres infested with invasive
conditions due to invasive species? plants and noxious weeds.
Timber Assure that vegetation Are vegetation conditions stable or moving toward Extent of insect and disease
manipulation will not favor an | Forest Plan desired conditions? infestations.
increase in forest pests
(insects, diseases, etc.)
Water Water Quality Are beneficial uses, identified by the state of Utah, Impairment or degradation of water

being maintained for all water bodies?

quality.

Number of impaired or degraded
water bodies.

Changes in Stream Channels
and Riparian Areas Due to
Management

Are forest management activities affecting stream
channels and riparian ecosystems?

Riparian ecosystem vegetation
diversity, condition, trend, structure
and ground cover. Riparian species
occupied habitat and population
structure. Stream channel condition,
morphology, bank stability and
substrate composition.
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Riparian species occupied habitat and
population structure.

Best Management Practices

Are appropriate BMPs being followed with forest

BMP compliance and effectiveness

(BMP) effectiveness and management activities and are they meeting their
compliance on land disturbing | intended effectiveness with respect to impacts to
projects riparian ecosystems?
Soils Accelerated Soil Loss Are forest management activities impairing soil Changes in soil properties (physical,
productivity of the land? chemical, and/or biological) and
ground cover that result in the loss of
the inherent ecological capacity or
hydrologic function of the soil
resource.
Facilities Transportation System Is adequate road access and maintenance being Miles of classified road open for
Management provided? public use.

Number and condition of deficient
bridges.

Road Maintenance

Are open roads maintained to standard?

Miles of road maintained to standard.

Water Systems

Do potable and non-potable water systems meet
Federal, State, and Local requirements?

Water quality monitoring results and
condition surveys.

Dams and Water
Impoundments

Do dams on Forest Service lands meet State and Local
safety requirements?

Critical safety items identified during
dam inspections.

Protection | Fuel Treatment

Are fuel treatment projects reducing risk to property,
human health and safety, and reducing the potential for

Percent of projects where post-
treatment total fuel load is reduced
from pre-treatment levels.
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unwanted fire effects through reduction of total fuel
loading to manageable levels?

Fire Management

Are forest vegetation conditions trending towards safe
and efficient fire response and restoring fire as a
disturbance agent consistent with management area
emphasis and historic fire return intervals?

Percent of fires suppressed during
initial attack where that is the chosen
strategy.

Percent of natural ignition acres with
resource benefit.

Insect & Disease

Are forest vegetation conditions stable or moving
toward Forest Plan desired conditions?

Extent of insect and disease
infestations.

Education

Public Outreach

Education and information: Are we delivering key
education/enforcement messages to forest employees
and users? (Key focus areas are: OHV use, recreation
user ethics, fire’s role/hazardous fuels, noxious weeds,
watershed health.)

Number of key messages.
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