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Table 5. Vegetation crosswalk of ESDs MLRA 39-New Mexico
and the Gila NF TEUI Veg. Classes.

NRCS ESD Gila NF TEUI

POTR5/RONE
QUGA/RONE
PSMEG/PIPOS/QUGA
PSMEG/PIPOS/QUGA
PIPO/QUGA
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FO39XA001NM-Forestland
(PSME-POTR5/QUGA-RONE/POFE)

FO39XA002NM-Forestland
(PIPO-PSMEG/QUGA-CEMO2/POFE)

Official protocol for conducting Provides for a standardized method to FO39XA003NM-Forestland R oo Figure 2. . Plots are sampled where climate, soil, vegetation, :'ige"d
Terrestrial Ecological Unit Inventory ~ define, delineate, and describe terrestrial (PIED-JUSC2/QUGABOCR?) landform, geology and site characteristics are combined to 0 onzsa
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Descriptive and Interpretive Data Elements of Ecological Unit Inventory 2 :p":‘i‘ig‘“g’a
USDA Forest Service - Southwest Region - Terrestrial Ecological Unit Inventory USDA Natural Resource Conservation Service -Ecological Site Description Y stpiednga v
Map Unit Legend: Ecological Site Characteristics: small color photograph
Map Symbol: two or three digit number Site type: type of site - rangeland, forest land, etc. O Apos Quga
Map Unit Component: decimal number Site Name: Name and Precipitation Zone (in) ‘ Potr5-Popr-Juba
Soil Name/Miscellaneous Area: Soil Taxonomic Name (family or subgroup)/common name Identifies plant community by Taxonomic name and common name ‘ Psmeg-Pipos-Quga
Phase: soil depth, soil surface texture rock modifier, soil surface texture, other unique soil properties Site ID: consists of eleven digits both numerical and alpha characters
Climate Class: gradient, life zone (number), sub-step Major Land Resource Area: Three digit number and name I\/I et h O d S
\/egetation Symbol: N (plant bol) of the Potential Natural Vegetati it Major Land R Area: Three digit b d
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kind of map unit - descriptive term A brief description of the location-elevation-landscape position, landform of the ecological site mmzm

Map Unit Setting and Properties:
|Map Symbol: two or three digit number

Landform: identifies landform (common name) may include more than one landform
Elevation: identifies a minimum and maximum elevation (ft)

Map Unit Name: Soil Taxon (family/subgroup)/ Climax Class (step/sub step)/ Soil Phase (soil depth/surface texture)/ Slope: Identifies a minimum and maximum slope (%) tm gﬁf&, "\\ ,42,:23/ .
PNV Taxon (series/subseries)/ Climax Class/ Map Unit Kind/Slope Range expressed as a percent Water Table Depth: identifies a minimum and maximum water table depth (in) 2i-gy  30-36" -“"“Iz :é‘ \ 'L‘;m:o 2 ,‘,‘ 00 3¥%%- ; 3 Redt ] 3 .
Setting: narrative form _ _ _ Flooding _ | Dov iy, 1)) | PO S | mmo oo Figure 4. Project map depicting the kind of vegetation and
D.esc.:rlbes Ipcatlon of each major ecological type and |de.nt.|f|e.s the Iar?dform for each ecological type VIAP (cm) Frequgncy: |der.1t.|f|es a mlr_nr_num and maxmum flood freque.ncy %19 30-35" CRYOBORALFS [“"{;’f:’:g:t :;rw( - /1, f:: gzag : ; ; :
Timing period (range of months) ant_j the amount of prempltat!on received (%) MAAT (range - degrees C) D_uratlon: Identifies and minimum and maximum flood duration e s e P R | 4 pa‘tte rns Of d |Str| bu“on denved from TEU | data_
Mean snowfall and snow accumulation (cm). Freeze-free period (expressed in clays). Elevation (range/m) |Pond|ng ' o CRTOBORALFS Doveias FiA ) i Bso- ISW-
Polygons shape and size (range-hectares). Stream channel type and drainage pattern. Depth: Identifies a minimum and maximum ponding depth (in) e % ) BwcamAm SPRXE  FoResT /o000 3%
Map Unit Symbol and Component: Frequency: identifies a minimum and maximum ponding frequency | ey T T T poveids Bk — T TRmmesssesr a0 2432
[Landscape Features: hierarchical Duration: Identifies and minimum and maximum ponding duration (i-76 &30 GLOISOBORALFS PorabRosA AnE FOREST 7500 2
Site Geomorphology Runoff Class: Identifies a minimum and maximum runoff class R T L e P S L g A e s T s e
Geomorphic Process Aspect: Descriptive term Gi-6¥  1o0-25" EUTROBORALFS FOREST B0 2564
Landscape Term Climatic Features: narrative and table form D R ™ et '
Landform A narrative discussion on the major climate properties. Range in annual precipitation (in), winter/summer 3-51 W2 UDIC HAPLUSTALFS 1 ”‘L a;é‘:;’ :o""‘ 6,500 - 21‘73‘2
Element Landform ratios, period, precipitation intensity (descriptive term), duration, direction, and area from which the storm i e e S e _

Common Landform e\_/ents originate are discusseq. Snowfall amounts gnd depth (ir_m), time_ periods of snowfall events, humidity and 2091 12N TYPIC WAPLUSTALES
|Parent Material: discussed. Average annual air temperatures (F). Time of year is mentioned when daytime are temperatures are
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" ’),:J'_f"kp /e s )
Origin 346-46 N-18 AR WAPLUSTRLFS STEpre 2ess 2428

Kind the highest and when free temperatures occur.
o 2 A e

2030 82" HAPLARGID W Y e | oo i FCOLOGTCAL TR ERCRIFTION e s : :
Table 2. Number of data elements, by category, for ecological S . AR b [ [ e —— Recommendations for Integrating ESD’s and TEUI data
site descriptions by protocol. zw gm: e
e Tl Ramer (56 [A7G [t [Ameaer Tonghins
USDA-FS, SW Figure 1. ‘Altitude sequence’ of soils and vegetation in e T = e « Decide on consistent s_cale to cprrela_te ESDS. |
USDA-FS, TEUI # Region TEUI # USDA-NRCS, ESD # New Mexico (Jenny, 1980). L — e X — * Mutually agree upon site selection criteria for sampling
Soils 50 | Soils 15 | Soils 16 PSRRI P = P o P P -4 ecological sites (stability, diversity, function).
Veg etation 97 |Veg etation 87 | Veg etation 97 sy | = || T |5 | v | 7y | 10 %’i P |Shc| Lo | oo | Commtmtions Z%*,‘;"“Agwt‘-‘g";m;w”‘“ *************************************** o Uniform|y embrace an established Vegeta’[ion taxonomic
Geomorph/Geol 17 | Geomorph/Geol 18 | Geomorph/Geol 3 system (e.g., NVCS).
Climate 3 | Climate 19 | Climate 6 e e b » Strive for a data-driven state and transition models.
Total 167 | Total 139 | Total 122 * Develop additional crosswalks between systems.
R « Sampling that reflects the spatial extent of the ESD.
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