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Average Soil Texture
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% Cover

= Emergent tree
Tree canopy
Tree sub-canopy
Tall shrub
Short shrub
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/ o B Mt. Mansfield Community Assessment Form

- A. Identifiers , o ‘ 183 8/99
El Community name (SNAME): Red Spasca  / At 4#
2. Polygon Code: [7/ F-Buw 3. Plot Number: &f¥- - -4 Quiad name(s): BoH‘M M’V\
5 Survey site name: Nehrasks Nﬁ{v/\» R
6. Quarter Quad Number ‘1 14 1«10 7. Aerial Photo Number;_4.01 - V30
7County name(s) C\A R o ___ 8Town: Belbim |

i S Jeg calmy Loy ’Wm\ -
o 1isState V1 12.Surveyors MbS

ioie v |- 14. Topographic Sketch:

s "Elé”va“tiés‘ﬁ’*l Lo

| 16. Slope Degrees V“(

“22 Soxl Dramage ™

1= Rapxdly Dramed ;
EBHRNN =3 T Well Drained =~~~ === | =
. Cmecse *é\fagwh ~ Modesately Well Drained

H"WL[)«»\ @ Foielor _ KSomewhat Poorly Pramed

C/t:y /9;\ -

— Poorly Drained -: . | T/ % Latte
VEry Poorlny "ed

% Other ¥
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C. Vegetation Description

. Iahdscage Quality (check one):

Total Tree Cover _ 4® %
ey
: B | Height | % Cover
T1 Emergent Tree '
T2 Tree Canopy - tSew | %0
T3 Tree Sub-canopy
| S~ | 4O
S1 Tall Shrub A
[-5m )
S2 Short Shrub :
H Herbaceous | e 7
N Non-wvascular = | . 1. . .
E Epiphyte — ”
VVinelfana ||

Community Rankin

Size of community (acres): '

How was size determined?

Current Condition of Commumty (check one)

great, no signs of anthropogemc chsturbance, no
otics, etc.

~ 2=moderate, some 51gns of anthropogemc .
- disturbance, exotics, etc.-~ - A
: 3=poor, obvious signs of anthropogemc d:stuxbance
" lots of exotics, ete.” -

‘.qun—ounded by 1,000+ acres of intact matrix of
’ tural communities ... . ... 2. :

2=surrounded by forest or und1sturbed communities

4 but there may be developed Tand or cl \

: 3=surrounded by fragmented forest; agncultural :

land or rural development

_4=surrounding area'intefisely’ developed

“ Old Growth: Yes/No’ (>180 years “gener‘ah

&l
)

Cover Scale

t| <1%;rare
; +| <1% occs
“ » it 115%
' . 12| 525 %,

. N N

I Dy~ ke 3 %650%
2l v soatm : ; 51-75.%

76-100 %
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Mt. Mansfield Community Assessment Form

- A. Identifiers o H37
1. Community name (SNAME): Aﬁnlu Cm’( & Mv} ke 3 . -

2. Polygon Code:_ P “J" = 3 Plot Number “ 3 4. Quad name(s) (.,J-.l(m\q S
5 Survey site name:. L#\ Guu &P —..

6. Quarter Quad Number: \356?\04 7. Aenal Photo Number ~141- i'$3
7. County name(s) \\)“S\.Nm: — STOWD WJ""“\ R i e
9.Location: - Lifle iR 5’ .?aL q(&\m (%J w}k £ Al w)«:w 9;

i zomw\ ! e _ [
110.Survey date: 1o

8/99

N

11“.stja'te£““v"v;: | 1z;smgyars; s

R R % IR T ST K

114, Topogrmm

“LowlLevel ... ChannelWall . .. |. . cmimeede
Other BasmFloor

iy ,..»M B L R

. 19. Soxl Proﬁle Descnptxon

_y_ ‘Well Drained -

__Moderately Well Drained - : e
— Somewhat Poorly Drained .. s % Bare S0il. o

__Poorly Drained :: =~ .. % Litter,” ‘duff .
_ Yery Poorly N : % Woo

' 24. Envn'onmental Comments:
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C. Vegetation Description

Total Tree Cover

_15 ¢4

% Cover

Community Ranking :
" [ Size of community (acres): - '

T1 Emergent Tree

T2 Tree Canopy 19-2% | %0
T3 Tree Sub-canopy - )
D Aree o g_lym. | co.
s1 Tall Shrub -5 '
" 15

" 52 Short Shrub

H Herbaceous

N Non-vascular

fl° ¢ disturbance, exotics, eté..
@=poor, obvious. sxgns of anthropogemc dxstu.rbance
lots of exotics, etc. ~.
[andscape Quallty (check one)._d v 1 e 5 e ot w20 0 e s}
: =1=surrounded by 1,000+ acres of intact matrix ;of.
. natural communities .. ey, :

E Epiphyte.

v Vme/hana ————

How was size determined?

Current Condition of Community (check one)
..1=great, no signs of anthropogemc dxsturbance, no
exotics, etc. : o
_ 2=moderate, some signs of anthropogemc T

Q¥surrounded by forest o or undlsturbed commumtm
but there may be developed land or cléaréitting. nearby

7 3=surrounded by fragmented forest, agnaﬂtural§
land or rural development L

§

4 .

2 ) . ) : Cover Scale] = i
Fay, Coembict  topa > r| <1%, rare
. - D;J.,‘b \‘u.“‘ne'f‘ - + <1%0C6

/ ' B ' 115%

S e Mot o mta~ 21525 % .

E _ =% 3| 26-50 %
41 51-75%
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\/ Mt. Mansfield Community Assessment Form

A Identifiers | B | | G 8%
Jj1. Community name (SNAME)' _a der Guow( ' - I
2. Polygon Code: ""* “"“‘l’?“‘; ~ 3. Plot Number Y 4. Quad name(s): Lc)d’e«(wv\, e
5 Survey site name Lohe Qs © - R
6. Quarter Quad Number IL‘6 ’LO’-{ : 7. Aerial Photo Number:_4281-133 .
7.County name(s) sk — 8Town \U“JWW’ < e s g e
9.Location: - Mmq', Ll B &po}, on wd, e ‘ai/‘;u}"\t o kgt T

\\(\« , Rmmc(,q : B
10.Survey date: {0 549 SLER f--11.s'ta'te:‘v1‘ 12Surveyors _MLS

B, Envisonmental Descd a;,a .
13. Topograpl'uc Posmon

:-|-14. Topographic Sketch:

Interﬂuve i
- High Slope
ngh Level .o " 16 Slope Degrees
—Midslope Toeslope - : X ) .| 17. Slope Aspect_..
_ Low Le_vel e Channel Wall | o} oonn b

Other LBasm Floor _

g R S e b

st 15. Elevatlon 4' ‘)’5

18. Parent: Material

_}S‘t’gine' Free<0.1%
S— -t Moderately»ston 0.1-1%:
Stony 315%,. .

o B A
!Gi(' T

Rapldly Dramed T

o weu Dramed i e ot et

5‘}3\”‘( s ? wz.+\w (D ‘{ \‘w""ﬁ Moderately Well Dramed
... | — Somewhat Poorly Dramed

Poorly Drained ': .

1 u—/ Wv-j“‘" d\‘*’

- '*44,‘,& > ;L/,Wf‘.«‘}

24. Envn'onmental Comments
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C. Vegetation Description A : ‘ .

e
e Cover S %

, - % Cover Size of community (acres): .
T1 Emergent Tree 3 ‘ How was size determined?
T2 Tree Canopy = ° L : Current,\Condxtlon of Community (check one)
" T3 Tree Sub-canopy R _ - @=great, nosigns of anthropogemc dxsturbance, no
L , exotics, etc. -
" S1 Tall Shrub T 80 7 ' ... 2=moderate, some sxgns of anthropogemc
w VR P - disturbance, exotics; etc,—~ et
| S2 Short Shrub , ‘ .. 3=poor, obvious signs of anthropogemc chsturbance
e e s e e - IOtS Of exotlcs, etc. ) B ‘
H Herbaceous ... . KbLSam. | G5% . Landscape Quality (check one): -
N Non-vascular o 5% ' {f . .. ~1=surrounded by 1 000+tacres of intact: matnx of
] Rt SR B " 0 e ‘ .a,.,;-‘f ‘natural communities ... >
E Epiphyte : : =surrounded by forest or undxstuxbed commumtles
bu there miay be developed land or dlearéitting nearby
V Vine/liana" """ | i 7 3=surrounded by fragmented forest, agncultural‘:
' land or rural development |

Il | ex intensely devel
H Old Growth Yes/No6™ (>180 years, generally)

Cover Scale

|

<1%; rare
<1% occs
15%.
5-25% .
26-50 %
51-75 %
76-100 %
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j Mt. Mansfield Community Assessment Form
A. Identifiers ' ; S N B T 8/

1. Commumty name (SNAME) S@e;ﬂ ‘ N

[2- Polygon Code: ad if\eLL 7o - 3 Plot Number ch Sl 4 Quéd'name(s):-,ﬁf-'}wf Mix,

5 Survey.site name: R\ i< /cu‘#m ‘)m:\c— Bl ko Q\_L} b

6. Quarter Quad Number: 112 g2 - .y Aerial Photo Number: 4ozl

7.County name(s) WML i - 8Town: webed g
9Locat10n L Sace

MUJ ’H c.‘z(.qsl € qquu?g\) e

10Survey date: 10 72 45 13,,}_11,Staté: vl 12 Surveyors _mis

- | 4 Topographic Sketch: ; o o

'15. EleVafion

16. Slope Degrees_5° _
R VA Slopf';ASpect NE;

- ::Very Stony > %
Exceedmgly stony -50-9
Stone pl]es >90%:. ..

22 Soﬂ Dramage T

: “j;.aw, Lt jL;ijj;_;.

e e ] RaPldIY Dramed oo M:W.M M % Large ROCks'(>10cm)"-

— Well Drained - - . | —_ %, Smauroéks (<10cm)~
LT e Moderately Well Dramed —— % Sand ~ :

- ~= Somewhat Poorly Dramed N %NBKreMsall
_ _5 Poorly Dramed e % thter,“‘duff

e , ; L % Water o i
S b ot ‘ P RO P P e g ncmemirn v—»«;. . % Other _’_-_-_ﬁ_

e st

3 Eﬁﬁféinf;{éﬁtéi:é;@;;;‘ ‘
' CEpa g-&_,,sj ~ l St \ub'\'— 5_.‘;_?7 »F,vu»j

YMZ‘GN\.

25. Plot xfépresentativ_ene§s:




C. Vegetation Description

Total Tree Cover % . Communi Rankin,
' e [ Size of community (acres):

T1 Emergent Tree How was size determined?

T2 Tree Canopy . ‘ o | Current Condition of Community (check one):.

T3 Tree Sub-mnopy _ 4 =great, no signs ¢ of anthropogenic disturbance, no

|

o B 5 exotics ete. _
ST TallShrb 1. B }, _Z—moderate, some signs of anthropogemc o i;
* disturbance, exotics, etc.” - etk SERT

S2 Short Shrub eZ 3=poor, obvious sxgns of anthropogemc dxstu_rbance,

%
¥ L ! L ? 7 Tiots of exotics; ete
?\

H Herbaceous £y 16 Landscape Quality (check one):.. S
N Nonvascular | .~ T T 1=surrounded by 1, 000+acres of mtact matnx of
L o “. “hatiifal communities "
=surrounded by forest or undlsturbed comrnumhes
but there may be developed land or clearcuttmg nearby
"3—Stifrounded by fragmented forest, , agri

E_Epiphyte - coone| e o o e N e

Y:.t’yfill-,e»/glfiaﬂ,af;:ﬁ:i:.::',..“7 R

4—surround1ng area mtensely“ develope

enerall j

simmsiom | 0w wane framemi oo

Cover Scale B
<1% rare
< 1% occs
15 %
525%
26-50 %
51-75 %

76-100 7
== _L—-.;_———.__-———':"

ez T

) 4
+
1
2[
3
4
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Mt. Mansfield Community Assessment Form

A, Identifiers ’ ‘ . 8199
1. Community name (SNAME) cerla Suce. WA '
s Polygon Code:_<'d fied (we¥) 3 Plot Number: ¢A BO 4 Quad name(s): &H‘M M}‘\'
5 Survey site name:_ Cofn 8ok - Block
|l6. Quarter Quad Number: \}\569&?3\ 7. Aerial Photo Number:; 430\ 13
7.County name(s)_Wush . gTown: Ml uderam
9.Location: U (;u_thl-{ C ‘I‘QlOSO%U fa:,{mt 25 1)9 (‘:’0

10.8urvey date: \° R, a9 49 - »11;Sfatei vy 12.Surv'eyors MLS

B.Environmental Description -~ . . .
ition -; ¢| 14. Topographic Sketch: _ : , g
» ’ ’ L R T '-:“. 5 f _BO SRS

T 15 Elevatlon S

—XHighTLevel .- 16. Slope Degrees 'l
__Midslope ‘ ' 17 Slope Aspectf Moienll
_Lowlevel . _ Channel Wall .......}:oosmsermus oo N e et
Other Basm Floor o , 18 Parent Matenal S

19 Soxl Profile Descnptlon 20 Average Soﬂ Texture ‘ 21. Stomness r
] . A ’ e g 6 Free 2 0

_ o it __Sand. S— ,mq;‘:w« Clay Loam _yModerately ‘stony
/ e~ @ ) <t\ ::,/ e '. SandvaggmM;w}___ Clay ... ......|..Stony.3-15%:.
. e / ey ,\(.LOam  Peat .| VeryStony 1550% ..
e SlltLo”“‘”‘“ R ““Muck — Exceedingly stony 50-90%

: f—w‘* i A i / 7 A’f .me- Stone plles‘>90%

L"’ ‘W . 22 Soll Dralnage e oo 23 Unvegetatedjsurface ki :

PET ' et % Bedrock .o Cie b
/ H ’ww “mar B e A Rapldly Dramed : - % Large]] ROCkS (>10Cfn)z‘ i
( Lv{' ,w.j, “+ ¢ 3\,.,.@ Pff X Well Drained ~ = =" [ P rocks (<10cm) ! .
§ j Moderately Well Dramed o ~ %-Sand R
3\%\“3 s e} . Somewhat. Poorly Drained . - _ %-Bare-$0il - : * 5
— Poorly Drained : e % Litter, duff i
: ) Ve Poorl Dramed ' | —% Wood (>1 cm) -;f{_’i»
A --~"J?«i {;’ .- ZS/ g M 7‘- ry\ .y T T — % Water R
‘ o SR RN e n C e % cher

- 24-Envir°nm¢P‘%?C°§1m?9E$?, Dewvne oo - ,'Tv,{ S‘“P\‘“ ¢ Lo-o"‘ hlu. i&ie“\;
| a,asmh vl kel (pd as nel) T A

D e T L R W‘jy..swwﬂw M‘t (lsm«h
YSV'\' W\M—(.' WA ewLW““F‘—‘-’ (e cIa.e.g. 3 -‘:\‘f 7 ..

25. Plot representativeness:




C. Vegetation Description

Total Tree Cover _ﬁ_f___%  Community Ranking : R
" " - Height % Cover Size of community (acres): =~ . T ]

T1 Emergent Tree 15 5 || How was size determined? : -

T2 TreeCanopy  [5-% s ' Current Condition of Community (check one) i

T3 Tree Sub-canopy ... .1=great, no signs of anthropogemc dlsturbance, no-

. } ' exotics, etc. o NG ,
S1 Tall Shrub - . 0. ~_ 2=moderate, some signs of anthropogemc
™ 9w A " _ disturbance, exotics, ete.
S2 Short Shrub . : poor, obvious signs of anthropogemc dlsturbance,
- N | ots of exotics, etc.

H Hetbaceous : R [andscape Quality (check one): -~~~y

N Non-vascular : =surrounded by 1 000+ acres of intact; matnx of

E Epiphyte 1 _ ' 2—surnounded by forest or undlsturbed commumhes

but there may be devéloped land or clearcuthng nearby
1t V-Vine/liana ="~ +3=surrounded by fragmented forest "agncultural
- land or rural development S :

<1%, rare
< 1% occs
15 %
525 %
26-50 %
51-75 %
76-100 %

'mp“c’»i&ip—i-}-‘n




/ Mt. Mansfield Community Assessment Form
A. Identifiers B i T
1. Commumty name (SNAME) (Lul %an, JNY S+e . \:.de

2. Polygon Code __U'c./ ox / NH 3. Plot Number: Ch4g 4 Quad name(s) A.l‘@-ﬁ#m M‘\ L

5 Survey ‘site name: 2. A.,‘, ki Co%n Beak Bk b Ryl &k .

6. Quarter Quad Number: ‘7-753-')- 7. Aerial Photo Number:. AW R

17County name(s) wa/)\a " 8.Town; \/\/.,L;\w«», Comee LT

]9 Location: " LJp" C—:ﬂ o‘rM mcﬁ‘z;E 4%:1%4 U |
R dere Lot RS BuAlv £ Cotn Brimnb bas\\ '

U g

10. Survey date: Aoy, ‘i’i ~-;;,.1'1-J5t?t-¢5 v 12. Surveyors _ MLS

" B. Environmental Descds tion” .

~15.‘ VE‘lev'ati.dn'v 1¥00 -

— High’ Slope
—_HighLevel ™~ Lowslope
M1dslope — Toeslope
z.Low Level “== ¢ Channe] Wall -
Other S Basm Floor-........

16. Slope Degrees {7 (5
(17 j.}'S ﬁe

19 Soxl Profﬂe Descnptlon

3 ___ Otlier

«w;vtm,‘_\ 22 Soﬂ Dralnage ; :;ﬂ» i ‘w T

Rapxdly Dramed_

— Well Drained -
Moderately Well Dramed

o _A;Somewhat Poorly Drained
- | == Poorly Drained-—-

Very Poorly Dramed

% Large Rocks (>10cm)
——7% Small rocks (<10cm) ...
% Sand <

24. Envuonmental Comments :

MQ)S"-‘-: L"““‘ 'JM“" 'A * *‘lli B ?l}t._; C.ou*tr\]
. ‘wat.*‘\_,) %Pfu‘-&f 4 L\m«{u r{W\m\vj Q\Md‘-}\b S?(ugg_ .C,.Hﬂ‘r)

s Mr(v: “u Ec.aL ‘Syruté /Nf' +l«_e- e

f-w%w e =
» ?erko ps - ﬁu.na, SL‘W‘&‘I& EOﬁP ‘;Drv& /ﬁwcft (’cklff\ \/“”Wfl’ -
2? Plot repres'entatxveness JE ‘ﬁ“‘ 'Eacé] ﬁpfd&//bﬂ —ﬁras L ~“ T

_—Qerm_g.ss,w./( FQ&C/&,jw V\-P {e P(! i ( sV‘—[’A




C. Vegetation Description

Total Tree Cover Community Rankin

Gize of community (acres):
How was size determined?
Current Condition of Community (check one):
' %—great no signs of anthropogenic disturbance, no

T1 Emergent Tree
T2 Tree Canopy
T3 Tree Sub—canopy

R exotics, etc.
S1 Tall Shmb e | 20 2—moderate, some signs of anthropogemc o
.- disturbance, exotics, etc. - . LW,

S2 Short Shrub - -

v 3—poor, obvious signs of anthropogemc dxsturbance,
| D . lots of exotics, etc. - : :
H Herbaceous e\ 26 I.zmdscape Quality (checkone): N

N Non-vascular - | = =~ = ot , =surrounded by 1,000+ acres | of mtact matnx of
I PR naturalcommumtles e
R I | | 2—-surr0undedby forest or undisturbed cOmmumhes

but there may be developed land or clearcutting nearby

, e ; : ; land or rural developme}\t
TTE i ws e A — 4—surrounding area intensely developed‘
o e TR 2 i -1 Old, Growth. Yes/No (>180 rears &enerally

2. : '..‘ ) i - : ‘Cover Scale|

<1% rare

<1% occs
15 %

2 5—25 %

26-50 %

51-75.7%

76-100 %
N = -




A. Identifiers

Mt. Mansfield Community Assessment Form

8/9

1. Community name (SNAME) MY

2. Polygon Code:_ . Psles .

5 Survey site name: RN ﬁ\nk

3 Plot Number: _CAM 4. Quad name(s): | 'Rd‘}m M’M

16. Quarter Quad Number

7. Aerial Photo Number:_412!- \3\

\%sa?;

7.County name(s): Wesh . 8. Town:. \No‘rci‘wM
" lo.Location: "B of "'o‘J?“ uw¥\1 ” .C\AN"/M* Ei | \JP 6% U UV\ 67“‘”6
LA 4%\%”0 l\}
10.Survey date: 11 State I 12 Surveyors \\l\\ ( '

......... |0pe

ngh Level -
>( _XMidslope

N — Low Level ..
Other

vToeslope

Basm Floor

Chamel wal-l L |

| 14. Topographic Sketch: :

i
:

:17 Slope Aspect ﬁ =5
-1 18. Parent Matenal S

, i 15 Elevahori w' qpo “ '

16. Slope Degrees W

- 19 Sorl Proflle Descnptron -

; '20 Average Soxl;Texture

55 i wemaeminn g1 e e

—Eﬁxceedinﬂglyf ny .50
Stone pﬂe"s 90%/ ﬁ

?fcqn 72§ﬁ\wp '

T Rapxdly Drame ,
% 'Well:Drained -

o s 4”,....-,4 N s

KModerately Well Drained -
__Somewhat Poorly Drained -
_ Poorly Drained
Very Poorly Dramed

% Large Rocks (>10cm)
% Small rocks (<10cm) B

% Wood (> 1 cm) )
9% Water
% Other

24. Envu'onmental Comments 'T\q\s \ﬁ\w ;M‘“rw-:?‘ ‘-\W“B o \‘}' FN‘ 14

( )\\wq\‘ e (“L—A ‘] \t-suwlB yA.,jNDB'ﬂ A~ 25‘<M - 5\3,‘
25. Plot repres entaﬁY?neS*S: rcaosél': STea, ST Y Wk W l&.}?L




C. Vegetation Description

Communinganking S _

—n

-,

Size of community (acres): . - I 9

How was size determined?

Current Condition of Community (check one)

1=great, no signs of anthropogemc dxsturbance, no

Total Tree Cover _49 %
S i % Cover
T1 Emergent Tree R
T2 Tree Canopy 5>+ 0w 0
T3 Tree Sub-canopy C '
S1 Tall Shrub S, e
S2 Short Shrub -
H Herbaceous 2\ fel

N Non-vascular

exotics, etc. , =
B noderate, some sxgns o anthropogemc o
L isturbance, exotics, etc. . N
< . "3=poor, obvious signs of anthropogemc dxsturbance,
-7 lots Of exotics, ete. i
Landscape Quality (check one): — e
- »1. {Iysurrounded by 1,000+ acres of: mtact matrix of
phtural communities. .

i

but there may be developed landf or. clearcuttmg nearby

V:Vine/liana " =

Cover Scale
r| <1%; rare
Pee 2o u < pes
1|15 %
- B — 1
N 3{ 26-50 %
I 4| 51-75.%

| I 5[ 76-100 %




A, Identifiers

Mt. Mansfield Community Assessment Form

1. Community name (SNAME)

‘Jpct

%r/Nﬁ

2. Polygon Code; SF (B .
5 Survey site name: WWJ'LN"‘/‘[

3 Plot Number: €4 i7 4. Quad name(s) gbl-/zm /U‘{"‘

8%

6. Quarter Quad Number'

7.County name(s) Vs b

9, Locahon E

‘.54\»‘—*2-' o

67

y 633’E 4.q17l'1'6i\/

M

IZ-Sm,eyofséNéi._ .

Basin Floor

RO Chamel Wall oo

b i v e

-5 N
A 1 = A e £ 350 ot 8 e b
? i3

. Soil roﬁle Descnptxon

),,f__: 20. AverageSoﬂTexmre T

iy ﬁ RSy

yA5sigs
Exceedmgly stony. ~50—90% rw
Stone pll Lo

= /‘ncw p-—v'f b'
/\714}‘:,- (A,f‘ ntf w)fnltt-

5 v—@ dbwj,veo&?fly B

) z‘?’;f'y,_ Hosna

22 Soﬂ Dramage e

Rapldly Dramed

..& Well Drained - = =~ u
Moderately Well Drained

~=Somewhat’ Poorly Dramed
<= Poorly Drained -/ -
Very Poorly Dramed

= —% Large Rocks (>10cm)
o % Small rocks (<10cm)
% San e

— Bare soxl ’
—"% Littet duff
: «»% ‘Wood-(: 1~cm)
% Water .
% cher

24. Envu-onmental Comments

sL‘%t
_ -\-w}'-(/( ‘ ~r/
Daesv‘\* twL ‘)(/_— %m n\

2 a‘

>L°'T"~ S Pn.«u

kadl @ ~'z.zoa"

{e,%u A‘Mav‘)l} A‘{ ﬂ(;}(,o{ I'lar(/whfl‘

'Suca»sfm.-fv "Pr;,\_, U

?Lsf e)e\/ spruu. /P,~. L ‘f‘\f})& . _M
25. Plot rep’resenta;ivenegsvzi —




C. Vegetation Description

Total Tree Cover (5“ % Community Rankin
9% Cover - : Size of community (acres):
N . 'fow was size determined?
%)) o Current Condition of Community (check one):
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' ) L-Tm 40
S2 Short Shrub —
R o . Ol . ' 'J :

H Herbaceous - 2\ 20

" N Non-vascular

Il E Eplphyte -
V Vme/hana ERCRRSItY PR B

T disturbance, exotics, etc. FEES

Landscape Quality (check one):- - T

. A Ol'd'Growth Yes/No (>180 years, generally)

Size of community (acres):
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C. Vegetation Description
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C. Vegetation Description
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C. Vegetation Description
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C. Vegetation Description

Total Tree Cover 89 %

Dominant Speciés in each'strata

" Hei ght % Cover
It T EmergentTree .
T2 Tree Canopy . 30~ | ID <
T3 Tree Sub-canopy | |
S1 Tall Shrub RSN P
I |-5~~ | 25%
“ S2 Short Shrub - ‘
l o | 5"/, N
ftH He:’oaceous e |~ 20-40"h
N Non-vascular
E Epiphyte = - - -
RS V Vine/liana INRFIEIE eIl (IR SRR

Size of community (acres):

|| How was size determined?

|| Current Condition of Community (check one):

1=great, no signs of anthropogenic dxsturba.nce, no

exotics, etc.

2-moderate, some signs of anthropogenic -

~disturbance, exotics, etc.

TR

ot

3-p00r, obvious mgns of antiiropogemc dlstutbance,
-lots of exotics, etc.~- .-

. Landscape Quality (check one)

‘l-surrounded by 1, 000+ acres of mtact matnx of
" natural communities -~

- 2=surrounded by forest or undxsmrbed commumtxes
but there may be developed land or dlearcutting nearby

-3=surrounded by fragmented forest*a ' 'cultural
; landorruraldevelopment T

L
n

4=surrounding area intensely developed

l[Old Growth Yes/ No- (>180 years, generally)w

Cover Scale

<1% rare

<1% occs

1-5%

525%

76-50 %

51-75.%

76-100 7
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5 Sur\f\ey site name:_ Csthee Rreck. _ o R
6. Qemrter@uad Number: (281>~ - 7. Aerial Photo Number:
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10.Survey’dﬂat'ei _ZL\L‘L g . 11State: VT 12.Surveyors ?:MLS E Syrewan~s

13. Topographic Position --*

N fridaees e

v 15 Elevahon
16. Slope Degreessfo ! 50
17 Slope Aspect N /.

~~—_~_:Channe1Wall—-‘" R TR RN e £ s e T s
S 18 Parent Matenal o vmes it

= ““Low Level ‘ _ : :
Other et BASIFIOOL . o i

) " 19. Soxl Proﬁle Descnptlon 120. Average So1l Texture , ‘ g Stomness

- T XStone Freé <01% - g
) - e Bt~ 111: B B Clay Loam Moderately’ stony” 0'1-1% i
.2/5 b L‘»Q L CL - ‘ kSandy Loam . ~Clay ~..Stony..-3-15% e
_loam i . Peat | __VeryStonyl 0%

A' S k\.. iD Lo ES e S it Loam Muck , Ex¢eed1ngly stony' 30.90% \
| -;(N cja—Sv (J&M E Othw—__—m N ‘,; e Stone pxles >90% T ~

g
i

w—.. O L D N S SO i .,uw:. e

. Inaﬂ‘w“'\— e

i

3

e e ks @ |y | ey
‘ Moderately Well Dramed D % Sand RN
Very Poorly Dramed % Wood (>1 cm) .

: 22 ~Soil Dramage e Unvegetated Surface T
% Bedrock .. ‘
: 13 Well Drained ¢ | ___ % Smallrocks (<10cm) o
S Poorly Drained e e % L1tter, duff
’ : ‘ . i ; . % Water o R
- e e P PO ~.H S B e g I e e e T % Other e e e s aaaw

43t
der.

25. Plot representatxveness ,

Aete e e e L Ee Dy breelaadiet SLINT IS




C. Vegetation Description

Total Tree Cover E! O %

wa

. Dominant Species in edch strata

— ' % Cover
T1 Emergent Tree . pa—
T3 Tree Sub-canopy
- -Cary e
S1 Tall Shrub D ',‘
“ S2 Short Shrub P 5?')‘ .
It H Herbaceous ] =L
N Non-vascular =
E Epiphyte - 4
V S Vine/l.iana" T e f e

- ¥
R
1

Communinganking e

Size of community (acres):

How was size determined?

Current Condition of Community (check oné): -

=great, no signs of anthropogeruc dxsturbénce, no

~ exotics, etc.
2-moderate, some signs of anthropogemc
disturbance, exotics, etc.  rihociarn vl Uk
3-poor, obvious 51gns of anthropogeruc dlsturbance,
- - lots of exotics, ete. -~
I.andscape Quality (check one):

- 1=surrounded by 1, 000+ acres of mtact matnx :
- natural communities

=surrounded by forest or undisturbed ‘commumhs
: but there may be developed land or. clearcuttmg nearby

Cover Scale K

<1% ‘rare

<1% occs

15%"

525%

726-50 %

51-75.%

76-100-%
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1. Community name (SNAME) Hewm @a[: I Sy

2. Polygon Code:

3. Plot Number A O 4 Quad name(s) %)/‘/DV\ MV\

5 Surve)&srte name:_(sHne Ef‘cﬁ!’\

6. Qm-ter@u'ad Number '7-'?2" Z - 7. Aerial Photo Number

|7-County name(s) WML | 8Town‘

’ 9Locat10n

f“ii@Stéaté: VT

12Surveyors MLs_E Serensol

| 1OSurvey date: 8"_2_3,! iﬂ

~Step in: Slope
__Lowslope ™
__Toeslope

=Low Level =
— Other

__Basin Floor

" B. Envu'omnentalD&scn hon‘ﬂ'v-z sibantrend o i b
13. Topograpluc Posntxon " | 14. Topographic Sketch: - :

e

16. Slope Degrees :
‘17 Slope \

*,.:Ghannel Wall ':z';:;.).f oo | s L et 2 t‘A;Lfiuf;w;\-.;':x;{\:‘i?lf e

- }9_._501[ Profxle Descnptxon ’4 ; 20 Average 5011 Texture

T

s KSandy*LoanL_ Claym -
Loam - - . _ Peat.

Slltl.oam ‘_'___Muck

T Other -

-Sand-~ > Clay Loam -

: Very Stony 15-5 5.
- Exc dmgly stony 50—90%

7 22 8011 Dramage

:_ Rapxdly Dramed §
AfWell Drained” 7
Moderately Well Drau ned-

— Poorly Drained
— Very Poorly Dramed

ke i el e

23, Unvegetatea‘surfa'ae:
.

- Somewhat Poorly Dramed

% Bedrock .

Large Rocks (>10cm)
% Small rocks (<10cm)
% Sand e
~.-%0 -Bare soil - . r
- % Litter, . duff L
% Wood (>1 cm) i -
% Water ™ " T
- % Other oo - -

24. Environmental Comments:




C. Vegetation Description

Total Tree Cover

I )

% Cover

T1 Emergent Tree

il T2 Tree Canopy 25" q95-
T3 Tree Sub-canopy R
S1 Tall Shrub 7/ T ‘(_62

SR D
H Herbaceous .. | 4} Here
N Nonvascular | =)

E Epiphyte

p V - Vine/ ]idna‘_' ERSVCCTMEEN RN :A.,.;;.:.:‘;. ol T e e s

Community Rankin

Size of community (acres):

How was size determined?

I Current Condition of Community (check one): -

__1=great, no signs of anthropogenic dxsturbance, no

- exotics, etc. ,
2-moderate, some signs of anthropogemc o
“disturbance, exotics, etc. = iiGrin Al L
3—poor, obvious sxgns of anthropogemc dxsturbance
~lots of exotics, etc. -

Landscape Quality. (check one) .

‘1=surrounded by 1, 000+ acres of mtact matnx of

“natural communities "

‘2=surrounded by forest or undisturbed Communities

but there may be developed land_or clearcuttmg nearby

gl%iram

<1% occs

15%

2650 %

51-75.%
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+
. 1
3
4
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Mt. Mansfield Community Assessment Form

10Survey date: €. W_ﬁ, T iistate VI 12Surveyoss MUS , E. Serewsnn

i

- 1 5 'Efé:.vf*at‘ibh:::e*:w,;“.., Tl

16. Slope Degrees 38
17. Slope Asp p w
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19. Soil Profile Desaription: . = 20 Average Soil Texture :

R s A pea R Stone ‘Free' <01%
et | Yar g Sand m,.w_;.;; «Clay Loam-+-f i Moderately stony‘ .1-1%
o = Sandy Loam_-. Clay Lx

4 ' Peat

_Stony, 3-15%.
Very Stony: 15-50%
Exceedmgly stony 50-90% ‘
~~Stone" pdes >90% Ecasiasan

- wwe, ® eI 46 |T
. L0 (‘wtmnur-ow ‘9—&. aﬂ e 23 Unvegetated Surface
— % Bedrock :

: N‘”‘“X bl "'{ LOTK /3/ Rapxdly Dramed P % Large Rocks (>10cm) .
H0et 257 8/4 (Sz __ Well Dréined 0"~ "7 %Smallrocks (<10cm)";
c{ s T s Moderately-WelI'Drained e - % Sand - e

gn\ ‘} 70Cy~ e XS (H” - | —.Somewhat Poorly Drained ........ . % Bare soil ... ...
, Poorly Drained @ - V___%Litter,duff =  °
S %ﬁ‘“”“& “bﬁ’@ Slopes Very Poorly Dramed - : %Wood (>1crn)

- . Vool '* % Water
%(W‘“/\ Wréd"@—\a° -\ s ~ % Other

24, Envxronmental Comments
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C. Vegetation Description’

Total Tree Cover

e |
% Cover

T1 Emergent Tree

T2 Tree Canopy |&-2000~ | <,
T3 TreeSub-canopy | | ... .. ‘
0w | 45T
S1 Tall Shrub o
I - ;‘v—- 2__‘3\- @
S2 Short Shrub
| H Herbaceous o
N Non-vascular .
E Epiphyte ‘

V Vine/liana

Community Rankin

Size of community (acres):

How was size determmed’

Current Condition of Community (check one)

=great, no signs of anthropogemc dxsturbance, no
exotics, etc. - S -

.. 2=moderate, Some sngns of anthro" &
" “disturbance, exotics, etc. . iv

3=poor, obvious sxgns of anthropogemc d:stu.rbanh .
‘lots of exotics,etel ™

Landscape Quality. (check one) O

1l=surrounded by 1, 000+ acres of mtact matrix

e mimpranaio v

natural commumtzes

2=surrounded by fomt or imdzstuxbed comm
but there  may be develope iland or <:learcut‘.:m~

&u gnUT

!'% by Zzz/owc L&« %’ﬂ [xx/%/)k."*

le f‘\-./‘[ﬂ-&l“‘g Cover Scale] i
Prcont et x| <1%are
' <1% occs
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51.75.%
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