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Executive Summary

The Kaiser-Hill Company (K-H) Ecology Group conducts ecological monitoring of the Site’s natural
resources to ensure regulatory compliance and to preserve and protect those resources during cleanup and
closure operations. Ecological monttoring is an integral aspect of determining whether the management
objectives and goals for the plant communities at the Site are being achieved. One component of the
ecological monitoring program is annual vegetation monitoring. The objectives are to assess the status and
quality of the plant communities on the Site, document any trends, and assess the effectiveness of various
management techniques. This report summarizes the results of the vegetation monitoring that was
conducted at the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site (the Site) during 2001.

At an elevation of approximately 6,000 ft., the Site contains a unique ecotonal mixture of mountain and
prairie plant species resulting from the topography of the area and its proximity to the mountain front. The
Buffer Zone, the area surrounding the Industrial Area, is one of the largest remaining undeveloped tracts of
its kind along the Colorado Piedmont (Figure EX-1). A number of plant communities present at the Site
have been identified as increasingly rare and unique by the K-H Ecology Group and the Colorado Natural
Heritage Program (CNHP). These communities include the xeric tallgrass prairie, tall upland shrubland,
wetlands, and Great Plains riparian woodland communities. Small inclusions of a number of other
increasingly rare plant communities are also found on the Site. Many of these communities support
populations of increasingly rare animals as well, including the federally protected Preble’s meadow
jumping mouse, and other uncommon species such as the grasshopper sparrow, loggerhead shrike,
Merriam’s shrew, black crowned night heron, hops blue butterfly and Arogos skipper.

Vegetation monitoring is conducted at the Site using several methods, to meet the monitoring objectives.
During 2001, these objectives included species richness inventories, noxious weed and rare plant species
mapping, photographic documentation, qualitative habitat assessment surveys, quantitative monitoring of
long-term plant community changes, quantitative assessments of the effectiveness of herbicide applications
and potential associated impacts to the native plant communities, and an evaluation of the effects of a
prescribed burn on the xeric tallgrass prairie.

A brief summary of the highlights from the 2001 field season are found below with detailed summaries and
analyses for each field monitoring effort presented in the following chapters. In addition, electronic
versions of the entire report and other monitoring results are contained on the CD-ROM found at the end of
the report.

Site Flora

As aresult of the 2001 field work, a total of eight new records of vascular plant species are reported for the
Site. None of the new species recorded on Site in 2001 are rare species or Colorado State-listed noxious
weeds. The addition of these new species brings the total number of plant species known to occur at the -
Site to 599. The flora of the Site is extremely rich for an area of its size, due to the proximity of the
mountain front and the mixing of the Great Plains and mountain species.

In fall 2001, the Site herbarium (containing the plant voucher specimens of all species known to occur at
the Site) was transferred as a donation by the U. S. Department of Energy (DOE) and Kaiser-Hill
Company, L.L.C. to the University of Colorado Herbarium (COLO) in Boulder, Colorado. Placement of
the herbarium collection at COLO provides a permanent home for the plant collections documenting the
flora of Rocky Flats, which are important for both their biological and historical value. In addition, it
makes the Site collection available to researchers, students, and the public, while still providing
accessibility for future studies at the Site.




Four plant species of concern listed by the CNHP as rare or imperiled occur at the Site. During 2001,
populations of mountain-loving sedge (Carex oreocharis), forktip three-awn (4ristida basiramea),
carrionflower greenbriar (Smilax herbacea), and dwarf wild indigo (Amorpha nana) were visited and
evaluated. All four species were observed in vegetative, flowering, and fruiting condition. New
populations of forktip three-awn grass were discovered in the Buffer Zone during an attempt to establish
some new populations of this species at the Site by seeding at new locations. The new locations of forktip
three-awn have more than doubled the documented area where the species occurs at the Site. Statewide,
the species is only known to occur from three other localities besides Rocky Flats: White Rocks in Boulder
County, Ken Caryl Ranch in Jefferson County, and from a canyon southwest of Ft. Collins in Larimer
County. So the additional locations at the Site increase the known occurrence of this species in the State
substantially.

The high diversity of plant life and the presence of several rare plant species attests to the significance of
the natural resources at the Site within the regional ecological context along the Front Range of Colorado.

Xeric Tallgrass Prairie

A total of 292 plant species were recorded on the xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site during 2001. -Of these,
79 percent were native species. This compares to 295 species recorded 1998 and 274 in 1997, with 81
percent and 79 percent native, respectively in those years. Comparisons between years indicated a very
high floristic similarity between years, as would be expected. Examination of the species lists from all
three years shows no substantial difference in the inventory results. Most differences are attributable to
annual fluctuations in the abundance and presence of species in response to varying climatic factors.
Comparison to 1999 and 2000 species richness data were not possible because only late summer data were
collected in those years.

The xeric tallgrass prairie has been identified as a rare plant community in Colorado and North America
and its presence at the Site is a significant ecological resource. The CNHP has identified this plant
community at the Site and on City of Boulder Open Space to the west of highway 93 as the largest .
remaining tract of this community type in North America. The community is considered to be a relict plant
community that has remained in a narrow band along the base of the mountains since the last ice age.
While the ecological value of the community remains very high, qualitative habitat assessment data on the
xeric tallgrass prairie from 2001 continues to reveal many of the same concerns reported previously. Plant
litter buildup resulting from the lack of fire and/or grazing on the prairie continues to be a problem. The
small 48-acre prescribed fire conducted in spring 2000, in addition to several wildfires in recent years, have
shown that substantial reduction in litter amounts and improved conditions for the native species occurs
when this natural process is restored. The increasing occurrence of wildfires in the Buffer Zone attests to
the high fuel loads caused by years of litter accumulation. Noxious weeds also continue to be a problem at
various locations. The most significant problem species on the xeric tallgrass prairie are diffuse knapweed
(Centaurea diffusa), Dalmatian toadflax (Linaria dalmatica), musk thistle (Carduus nutans), and annual
rye (Secale cereale). Others that have potential to become more problematic include common mullein
(Verbascum thapsus) and jointed goatgrass (degilops cylindrica). Herbicide applications have helped
control many of these infestations and compared to four or five years ago the prairie has been improved
with far fewer of these noxious species present.

Aside from these concerns, however, the xeric tallgrass prairie appeared generally healthy and diverse. The
dominant plant species were all observed as having flowered and produced fruit/seed in 2001. No
substantial signs of disease, predation, injury, or die-off of any of the dominant tallgrass prairie species
were observed. The xeric tallgrass prairie continues to be a plant community of high importance, providing
critical habitat for many plant and animal species at the Site.

Xeric Mixed Grassland

During 2001, three permanent monitoring sites (TR0O1, TR06, and TR12) on the xeric mixed grassland were
monitored to reassess conditions and compare to past data sets. Monitoring of these sites dates back to
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1993. During this timeframe, annual fluctuations in the abundance of individual species and groups of
species has occurred in response to varying environmental conditions. These longer-term data sets are now
providing a baseline of the natural variability for the xeric mixed grassland and will be useful in future
years to compare over longer periods of time to detect change. Results from 2001 show that both species
richness and species diversity continue to remain stable at these sites and have remained largely unchanged
by management actions. The differences in species composition that were previously noted persist. Sites
TRO1 and TR12 are still classified as the xeric tallgrass prairie community type while TR06 remains a
needle and thread grass community. Herbicide applications for weed control at each site have shown
varying responses. In general, graminoid cover has increased, while forb cover declined, in response to the
herbicide applications. Atsites TRO1 and TR12 on the western edge of the Site, declines in forb cover -
have been more pronounced than at TR06 near the eastern edge of the Site. Some return of the depressed
forb cover has begun at these locations as of 2001. At TR06, cover of the noxious weed Dalamtian
toadflax has declined where it had previously been one of the dominant species in the community. This is
presumably as a result of treatment with Tordon22K®. At all three locations however, a increase in non-
native, cool-season graminoid cover has been observed since 1993. This is undesirable because most of the
tallgrass prairie components that comprise the uniqueness of the community are warm-season species. This
change may be attributable to timing and amounts of precipitation, other climate factors, or potentially even
atmospheric nitrogen deposition. However, the lack of grazing and prescribed fire for over 25 years at
these monitoring locations may also be stressing the warm-season species and giving an advantage to the
cool-season species. Re-establishment of fire and grazing could help reverse the trend of the invasive cool-
season graminoid species. :

Vegetation Management and Monitoring

Sitewide weed mapping continued for selected species, as a means of monitoring the distribution of
specific noxious weed species on the Site, identifying high-priority treatment areas, and tracking the
effectiveness of weed control efforts. The noxious weed species with the greatest extent on the Site in 2001
were diffuse knapweed (1,957 acres), common mullein (1,357 acres), and musk thistle (869 acres).
Dalmatian toadflax was not mapped because flowering, necessary for large-scale mapping, was reduced
across much of the Site due to the herbicide applications and a late frost. Since 1998, the total Site acreage
infested by diffuse knapweed has decreased annually, largely due to the aerial herbicide applications
conducted in 1999, 2000, and 2001. The Site currently has approximately 1,000 acres less of diffuse
knapweed than was present in 1998, and at many of the remaining areas that have been treated, the
abundance of diffuse knapweed is substantially lower than initial levels. Thus the herbicide applications
have proven to be quite successful at reducing the number of adult, seed producing plants at the Site. Both
musk thistle and common mullein showed an overall increase in the total number of acres infested at the
Site in 2001 compared to 2000 values. However, for both species the increases were largely in the low
infestation classifications, indicating the spraying efforts have reduced the overall abundance of these
species, while the species have cropped up in some new areas.

The vegetation management program at the Site continued to employ several techniques to control weeds
and enhance conditions for desired native species during 2001. Integration of administrative and cultural,
physical and mechanical, biological, and chemical control methods, in addition torevegetation of
disturbances, were used to provide a multi-faceted approach to natural resource management.

Native seed mixtures and weed-free straw and mulch were required of all projects needing to revegetate’
Buffer Zone project disturbances. Physical and mechanical controls used at the Site in 2001 consisted of
mowing, grading, and selective hand control. Mowing was done along the margins of the main east and
west access roads, in addition to several miles of firebreak roads in the Buffer Zone, to prevent the roadside
weeds from producing seed and spreading further. Mowing was also conducted on the xeric tallgrass
prairie adjacent to a firebreak road in the northern Buffer Zone where annual rye has begun to invade the
prairie. Mowing was conducted at the time when the seed heads were starting to form to prevent seed set.

Grading was conducted along firebreak roads in the Buffer Zone to maintain these firebreak roads and

prevent roadside weeds from going to seed and spreading further. Hand control in 2001 was conducted at
several locations to control localized infestations of Scotch thistle (Onopordum acanthium), annual rye,
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bouncingbet (Saponaria officinale), dame’s rocket (Hesperis matronalis), crown vetch (Coronilla varia),
bird's-foot trefoil (Lotus corniculatus), lens-padded hoary cress (Cardaria chalepensis), pepperweed. .
whitetop (Cardaria draba), Dalmatian toadflax (Linaria dalmatica), and Texas blueweed (Helianthus
ciliaris). Hand control consisted of hand pulling, using sickles or sling blades, and spot herbicide spraying.
The use of hand control has proven valuable to prevent these small infestations from becoming ]arger
problems, and has at several locations, eliminated the infestations.

During 2001, several species of biocontrol insects were released at the Site. Site ecologists and Texas-
A&M researchers working in conjunction with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) released
approximately 2,185 adults of Larinus minutus, a seedhead weevil that feeds on diffuse knapweed, at
several locations in different drainages at the Site. Locations were chosen to establish populations near the
streams where other forms of weed control (such as chemical or mechanical) for this species are
impractical. This and other species of diffuse knapweed biocontrol insects have been released in recent
years at the Site and will continue to be released at the Site in attempts to replicate promising results seen
on Boulder County Open Space to the north of the Site. Other biocontrol insects released during 2001
included: Sphenoptera jugoslavica, a root boring beetle that attacks diffuse knapweed; Mecinus janthinus, a
stem mining beetle that attacks Dalmatian toadflax; Trichosirocalus horridus, a weevil that attacks the
rosettes of musk thistle; Aceria malherbae, a gall mite that can help to control field bindweed (Convolvulus
arvensis), and Cassida rubiginosa, a defoliating beetle for control of Canada thistle (Cirsium arvense).

Over 1,100 acres were treated with Transline® and Tordon22K® using both ground and aerial applications

in 2001. Primary target areas for treatment were heavy infestation areas of diffuse knapweed, musk thistle,

and mullein; however, other species such as Dalmatian toadflax, Canada thistle, goatsbeard (Tragopogon

dubius), alyssum (Alyssum minus), wild lettuce (Lactuca serriola), small-seeded false flax (Camelina .

microcarpa), and some of the tansymustards (Descurania ssp.) were also treated. Ongoing studies at the

Site have shown that Tordon22K® applications can provide approxnmately two to four years of control for

diffuse knapweed (depending on location) before additional herbicide applications are required. Lower
effectiveness of control has been observed where flightlines have been missed or where small mammal

mounds or other activities continue to disturb the ground surface. Dalmatian toadflax has shown reduced S
flowering and vigor in the areas treated with Tordon22K®. g : :

Small mammal mounds are a common occurrence on the Rocky Flats Alluvium outwash fan, both on- and
off-site. It has been observed that noxious weeds tend to return after spraying much more rapidly on the
small mammal mounds than in the surrounding intermound areas. During 2001, the impact and role of
small mammal mounds on prairie species composition and noxious weeds was evaluated at the Site.
Results indicate that the small mammal mounds on the xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site have a distinctly
different plant community composition than that of the intermound areas. The mounds are generally
devoid of the native, warm-season, perennial graminoid species that are common in the intermound areas.
Instead they are dominated by non-native, cool-season forb and graminoid species. The mounds are in
effect “weed islands” on the prairie and noxious weeds such as diffuse knapweed, Dalmatian toadflax, and
downy brome (Bromus tectorum), all occur with much higher frequency on the mounds than on the
intermound areas. The high density of mounds on the prairie creates a challenge for resource management
because each individual mound requires management. The long-term preservation and sustainability of the
native xeric tallgrass prairie that exists between the mounds will require development of innovative
management strategies, given the presence and abundance of noxious weeds that are available to colonize
the mounds in today’s regional environment. -

An ongoing study, conducted on the Site’s xeric tallgrass prairie for the past five years, has been evaluating
the impact of an application of Tordon22K® on diffuse knapweed, the primary target species, as well as on
native prairie species. The results have shown that the herbicide application provided four years of
effective control for diffuse knapweed. With respect to the non-target species, initial declines in species
richness were transitory, and no changes in overall foliar cover were observed. Forb abundance has been
impacted by the herbicide applications, however. Total forb cover declined and remains significantly lower
than it was originally, but compared to the untreated control plot, it has generally recovered. Late summer
native forb cover however, continues to remain significantly lower in the treatment area after five years.
This warrants concern because many of these species contribute to the uniqueness and diversity of the xeric
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tallgrass prairie at the Site. Additional recovery time for the native, late summer forb component of the
community is required before additional non-selective herbicide applications are used. Otherwise, further
declines in the forb component of the community are likely. In contrast however, increases in graminoid
cover have made up for losses in forb cover, although some evidence exists to suggest that other factors
may be still limiting plant growth. Integration with other control methods such as biocontrol, prescribed
burning to increase vigor of the native species, fencing, and potentially grazing will be necessary to
improve environmental conditions for the desired native species and succeed in ultimately reducing and
controlling diffuse knapweed infestations to acceptable levels in the long-term.

As mentioned above, the use of herbicides to control diffuse knapweed at the Site have proven very
effective at keeping seed production and the number of adult plants to a minimum for several years-in the
areas sprayed. One of the problems with maintaining control, however, is that in addition to the fact that
viable diffuse knapweed seed can exist in the seed bank for up to 10 years, off-site populations continue to
spread new seed onto Site property. Often new seed is spread into the areas that have been treated with
herbicides thereby limiting the effectiveness of the control efforts. Additionally, where no control has been
conducted or less effective control has been achieved, diffuse knapweed plants continue to blow across the
landscape throughout the winter months, further infesting new locations. Therefore diffuse knapweed
movement has the potential to dramatically effect control efforts.

During the winter of 2000-2001 a study was conducted to evaluate the significance of diffuse knapweed-
movement at the Site. Results indicate that a substantial portion (56 percent) of the current year’s on-site
population of diffuse knapweed plants may be blown across the Site each winter during periods of high
wind. The average distance these plants can move was shown to be approximately a quarter of a mile with
the maximum distance observed at almost one mile. Using conservative assumptions, it was estimated that
over 2.3 million diffuse knapweed plants moved at the Site during the winter of 2000-2001 alone. These
data show that a large proportion of an infestation can become mobile and disperse during periods of high
wind, resulting in the potential for significant movement of seed. This can result in continued re-infestation
of treated areas, in addition to infestation of currently uninfested areas. Blocking the movement of
individual diffuse knapweed plants originating from current infestations and from off-site locations with
strategically located fencing could be an effective tool, in addition to current control measures, for reducing
and controlling the diffuse knapweed problem at the Site.

Revegetation Monitoring

Monitoring was conducted during fall 2001 to evaluate the revegetation efforts on the landfill cover north
of the Industrial Area at the Site. The landfill cover was seeded with native species in spring 1998. Weed
control (Tordon22K®) was applied to the cover in spring 1999 to control the noxious weed diffuse
knapweed that was becoming a problem on the cover. Otherwise no further specific management of the
area has taken place. The vegetation present on the cover in 2001 is dominated by native, warm-season,
perennial, graminoid species. The species providing the greatest cover include blue grama (Bouteloua
gracilis), western wheatgrass (Agropyron smithii), buffalo grass (Buchloe dactyloides), and side-oats grama
(Bouteloua curtipendula), all of which were planted species in the seed mix. In addition, other seeded
species that account for smaller cover amounts included big bluestem (4ndropogon gerardii) and little
bluestem (Andropogon scoparius). The vegetation appears healthy and thriving, based on the size of the
plants and the flowering observed during the monitoring fieldwork. Although rock and bare ground cover
remains higher than that found on the native grassland, the native species are filling in the spaces between
the original plants and should in time form a solid stand of vegetation across most of the cover. Weed
control will continue to be necessary to keep competition from noxious weeds low and allow the native
species to expand across the cover. The results suggest a very successful revegetation project thus far.

Disturbances
During the winter of 2000-2001, high winds deposited several inches of sand on the xeric tallgrass prairie

in the northwest Buffer Zone. The source of the material originated from the gravel mine, not operated by
K-H or DOE, in the northwest corner of the Site. In late May 2001, when the deposition was discovered,
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most of the existing vegetation in the area had been buried. Only Canada bluegrass, white sage (4rtemesia
ludoviciana), and some junegrass (Koleria pyrimidata) were still surviving where deposition was less deep.
Otherwise the area was mostly sand. By late summer, the area was covered with annual weedy species.
Much of the area was dominated by common sunflower (Helianthus annuus), a native species that often
comes in after disturbance. Other species that established, however, included noxious weeds such as
diffuse knapweed, Russian thistle (Salsola iberica), and kochia (Kochia scoparius), all of which will need
to be controlled in the area now. By late September, although most of the area was still dominated by the

- annual forbs mentioned above there was some recovery of big bluestem, white sage, and some stiff
sunflower (Helianthus rigidus; all native species). It will remain to be seen, however, whether the xeric
tallgrass prairie can recover. Reseeding of the area and weed control may be required to re-establish the
native cover if it does not return on its own and to prevent the area from becoming a solid infestation of
noxious weeds. This situation is likely to be repeated in coming years as the mine continues to expand its
operation to the south, creating more potential to impact the xeric tallgrass prairie.

Prescribed Burn

In April 2000, a prescribed burn was conducted on 48 acres of the xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site. The
prescribed burn accomplished several objectives and demonstrated the potential that prescribed fire has for
managing the native plant communities at the Site. The potential for a catastrophic wildfire at that location
was reduced through the removal of plant litter on the prairie without substantially increasing the potential
" for wind or water erosion. The fire also released nutrients tied-up in the plant litter back to the soil, thus
enhancing nutrient cycling and stimulating plant growth. Species richness and native species cover
increased as a result of the burn and at least in the short-term, the species composition shifted from a cool-
season dominated community to a warm-season dominated one, albeit for only one year. Properly timed
and used when environmental conditions such as moisture are appropriate, prescribed fire could be used on
the xeric tallgrass prairie to reduce the dominance and abundance of the non-native, cool-season species.
like Canada bluegrass (Poa compressa) and Kentucky bluegrass (Poa pratensis) and enhance conditions for
native, warm-season species. Prescribed burns should be used as part of the long-term resource
_management for the plant communities at the Site

Summary

The Site contains a unique biodiversity in a region where much of the native diversity is rapidly being lost
to urbanization. Passage of a recent federal law that will make the Site a U.S. Fish and Wildlife National
Wildlife Refuge after cleanup and closure will help ensure the long-term preservation of the natural
resources at the Site. Monitoring in 2001 continues to substantiate the significant ecological resources that
exist at the Site. A number of rare plant species and plant communities are present at the Site. Results
however, also continue to underscore some of the issues that threaten the quality and long-term
sustainability of the Site’s ecological resources. These threats come primarily from noxious weeds, human
disturbances, and plant litter build-up, the latter of which has resulted from an absence of fire and/or
grazing over the past several decades. The data indicate however that, beneath the sometimes visually .
weed dominated appearance at some locations, the native plant communities are still present and viable.
Management actions taken in recent years, including weed control and a small prescribed burn, have
improved the condition of the plant communities at many locations across the Site. Continued proactive
management of these native communities is necessary if these communities are to survive over the long-
term and maintain their ecological value.

One of the big challenges facing a resource management program at the Site is that only a limited selection
of management tools are currently available for use due to Site policies. Currently the only practical,
significant tool for management is weed control. Although this incorporates several techniques in itself;
including administrative, mechanical, biological, and chemical controls, it must be noted that weed control
alone is not a long-term solution for effective management of the plant communities at the Site. Long-term
control of noxious weeds (the greatest current threat to the communities) will ultimately depend on
restoring the natural processes (i.€., fire and grazing) that originally kept the ecosystem healthy. Most
noxious weeds invade ecosystems because of disturbance, degradation, or changes in the natural system
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that alters resource availability, thus making the community more prone to invasions. Reliance on control
of invasive plants alone often opens up space (niches) in the community for the establishment of other
undesirable plants, if desired native species are not available or able to fill these spaces. By concentrating
solely on controlling the problem species, without restoration of the natural processes needed to maintain a
healthy ecosystem, we only treat the symptoms of the problem and not the cause. A more comprehensive,
ecosystem approach to resource management must incorporate management techniques to restore natural
processes, in addition to species-specific weed control. A goal must be to improve and enhance
environmental conditions such that the desired native prairie species are healthy and able to compete with
the noxious weeds. The lack of fire and/or grazing over much of the Site for the past 50 years combined
with overgrazing that occurred before that, has left the native plant communities stressed and less vigorous.
These conditions predispose the Site for many of the noxim{s weed problems it is currently facing. In
addition, building evidence suggests that anthropogenic atmospheric nitrogen deposition from urban,
agricultural, and industrial sources may be altering soil conditions away from conditions that previously
existed. This alteration of soil conditions may also impact the native plant communities.

Thus challenges exist for resource management on many fronts and the practical implementation of
mangement techniques remains a key hurdle at the Site. It should also be noted that the current conditions
at the Site have not occurred overnight, nor will the solution be achieved overnight. A long-term
commitment to sustainable resource management will be needed..

Over the past few years DOE has made strides in implementing a more proactive resource management
program. The use of administrative, mechanical, biocontrol, and chemical controls have helped reduce -
noxious weed abundance across the Site. A small prescribed fire demonstrated the utility of this tool for
grassland resource management at the Site. Continuation of these techniques and implementation of others
should be explored. As the Site is closed over the next few years and becomes a National Wildlife Refuge,
the USFWS will be developing long-term natural resource management plans. The use of prescribed fire
and grazing are both highly recommended as tools for prairie management at the Site. Implementation of
an adaptive, ecosystem approach to resource management will help sustain and preserve the valuable and
unique ecological resources of Rocky Flats for future generations to enjoy.
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2001 High-VaIue Vegetation Surveys

1.1

1.2
1.2.1

1.2.2

introduction

The Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site (the Site) is located along the Front Range of Colorado in
an ecotonal position between the Great Plains and Rocky Mountains. As a result it contains plant species
common to both physiographic regions. Several plant communities have been identified by Site ecologists
and the Colorado Natural Heritage Program (CNHP) as containing significant or rare ecological resources
at both the local and regional scale (Kaiser-Hill [K-H] 1997a; CNHP 1994, 1995). These high-value plant
communities, as they are called at the Site (xeric tallgrass prairie, tall upland shrubland, selected wetlands,
and Great Plains riparian woodland), have been selected for special qualitative monitoring to assess their
status, quality, and condition. These qualitative surveys evaluate conditions at a community-wide scale
across the Site as a whole. This qualitative information, coupled with other quantitative monitoring data
gathered at specific locations within the plant communities, provides important information at appropriate
scales for resource fnanagement.

Objectives of the high-value vegetation monitoring are to qualitatively:
e  Assess the species richness of the plant communities

o Identify any rare plant populations, and document the locations and continued
presence of any rare plant populations

¢ ‘ldentify and document any infestations of noxious weeds
e  Document the effectiveness of weed-control efforts
o  Assess the impacts of disturbance on the plant communities

e Provide a general assessment of the overall status and quality of the plant
communities.

Methods

Species Richness Inventory

As part of the rotating schedule for monitoring high-value vegetation communities on the Site, the xeric
tallgrass prairie community was monitored in 2001. Species richness was inventoried in each of the 12
xeric tallgrass prairie management units (Figure 1-1). Inventories were conducted by traversing each
management unit twice during the growing season (spring and late summer) and recording all vascular
plant species observed. Attempts were made to visit, as completely as possible, all areas and microhabitats
that occur within each management unit.

Weed Mapping

Sitewide weed mapping continued for selected species as a means of identifying high-priority treatment
areas, monitoring the distribution of specific noxious weed species, discovering new weed species (if any),
and tracking the effectiveness of weed control. Weed mapping was conducted on foot during the high-
value vegetation surveys and from a vehicle using binoculars for the remainder of the Site. Species were
mapped during their respective flowering periods and/or when they were most visible. The species mapped
in 2001 included diffuse knapweed (Centaurea diffusa), musk thistle (Carduus nutans), common mullein
(Verbascum thapsus), Russian knapweed (Centaurea repens), annual rye (Secale cereale), Scotch thistle
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(Onopordum acanthium), Dame’s rocket (Hesperis matronalis), bouncing bet (Saponaria officinalis), and
jointed goatgrass (degilops cylindrica). Mapping was also done and is reported for small infestations of
several other species that underwent control efforts in 2001. Canada thistle (Cirsium arvense) was not
mapped, because it is common throughout most of the wetlands and riparian corridors on the Site, and
therefore, the wetlands map would provide a good indication of the infested areas. Dalmatian toadflax
(Linaria dalmatica) was not mapped in 2001 because continued effects of past herbicide treatments and a
late-spring frost top-killed most of the plants at the Site, and prevented any consistent flowering needed for
effective mapping.

Infestation areas of the three dominant noxious weeds that were mapped (diffuse knapweed, musk thistle,
and mullein) were classified into general density categories of high, medium, low, and scattered, based on a
subjective interpretation of the extent, visual density, need for control, and aggressive nature of the species.
The other species were mapped for presence/absence. In general, a high-density category indicated that an
area that was dominated by a nearly solid infestation and/or very high cover of the species. A medium-
density category was used where the infestation provided less cover and was less homogeneous in the
distribution of the species. The low-density category was used where individuals of the species were
present in fewer numbers and were not visually dominating the landscape, but were beginning to establish a
foothold in the community and were in need of control. The scattered-density category was used only in a
few cases and indicated a sporadic occurrence of the species.

The noxious weed populations and distributions for the four dominant species mapped were drawn in the
field on 44- x 34-inch sitewide base maps. The distributions of the other species were drawn on 11- x
17-inch sitewide base maps. With regard to the resulting maps, it should be noted that the boundaries
shown on the maps are only approximate and are based on professional judgement. They should not be
interpreted as a precise outline of the distribution of these species, because no surveying or global
positioning system (GPS) equipment was used to locate boundary edges, nor do the maps necessarily
represent every location of the species on the Site. Attempts were made to visit the entire Site, but some
infestations may still have been missed. :

Photographic Documentation

Photographs were taken at all the permanent photo points in the Buffer Zone during the summer of 2001 to
document changes since the photographs were last taken in 1999, and show any changes resulting from
resource management actions. Photographs were taken from established photo points in the same compass
directions as past photographs. Photographs were then compared to those taken previously. Time-series
photographs can be viewed in Appendices on the CD-ROM.

Qualitative Habitat Assessments

Qualitative habitat assessments were made in all of the high-value vegetation community management
units on the Site during 2001. Assessment objectives dealt primarily with habitat loss, threats to the plant
community, weed issues, rare plant species, dominant plant species health in the community, and general
community quality. Attempts were also made to revisit populations of CNHP-listed plant species of special
concern that are known to occur on the Site. These species include the mountain-loving sedge (Carex.
oreocharis), forktip three-awn (4ristida basiramea), dwarf wild indigo (4morpha nana), and carrionflower
greenbriar (Smilax herbacea var. lasioneuron). Population locations were mapped originally during the
1997 field season. Most locations have been revisited annually to confirm the continued presence of these
species on the Site and to evaluate any concerns about them. Further details on the methods used are found
in the document High-Value Vegetation Survey Plan for the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site
(K-H 1997b), the Environmental Management Department Operating Procedures Manual (DOE 1995),
and 2001 Ecological Field Sampling Plans for the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site (K-H
2001a).
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Results and Discussion

Site Flora

As aresult of the 2001 fieldwork, a total of 8 new records of vascular plant species are reported for the Site.
Plant nomenclature follows that of GPFA (1986), Weber (1976), and Weber (1990), in that order of
determination. The new plant species reported for the Site are:

Andropogon saccharoides Sw. var. torreyanus (Steud.) Hack. Silver Bluestem

Aster campestris Nutt. Meadow Aster ,

Cleome serrulata Pursh Rocky Mountain Beeplant
Eragrostis minor Host Little Lovegrass

Eragrostis trichodes (Nutt.) Wood. Sand Lovegrass

Lycurus phleoides H.B K. Wolftail

Physalis pumila Nutt. ssp. hispida (Waterfall) Hinton Prairie Ground Cherry

Triodanis perfoliata (L.) Nieuw. Venus Looking Glass

None of the new species recorded on Site in 2001 are rare species or Colorado State-listed noxious weeds.
The addition of these new species brings the total number of plant species known to occur at the Site to
600. The complete list of plant species known to occur at Rocky Flats as of the end of the 2001 field
season is found in Appendices on the CD-ROM at the end of the report. In general, the flora of the Site is
extremely rich for an‘area of its size, due to the proximity of the mountain front and the mixing of the Great

Plains and mountain species.

In fall 2001, the Site herbarium (containing the plant voucher specimens of all species known to occur at
the Site) was transferred as a donation by the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) and Kaiser-Hill to the
University of Colorado Herbarium (COLO) in Boulder, Colorado. Placement of the herbarium collection
at COLO provides a permanent home for the plant collections documenting the flora of Rocky Flats which
are important for both their biological and historical value. In addition, it makes the Site collection
available to researchers, students, and the public, while still providing accessibility for future studies at the
Site.

Xeric Tallgrass Prairie

A total of 292 plant species were recorded on the xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site during 2001 (Table 1-1).
Of these, 79 percent were native species. This compares to 295 species recorded 1998 and 274 in 1997,
with 81 percent and 79 percent native, respectively in those years. For comparison to past years’ results, a
Sorensen similarity index (Brower and Zar 1977) was conducted, using presence/absence data.
Comparisons between all combinations of years yielded values ranging from 0.85 to 0.87, indicating a very
high floristic similarity between years, as would be expected. Examination of the species lists from all
three years shows no substantial difference in the inventory results (Table 1-1). The different species -

‘observed during the different years are mostly a result of the slight differences in routes used to traverse the

management units and of the natural variability in abundance of individual species. Nothmg in the species

‘lists stood out as a potential management concern.

"The xeric tallgrass prairie has been identified as a rare plant community in Colorado and North America

(CNHP, 1994, 1995) and its presence at the Site is a significant ecological resource. This community is
thought to be a relict plant community that has remained in a narrow band along the base of the mountains
since the last ice age (Weber 1990). While the ecological value of the community remains very high,
qualitative habitat assessment data on the xeric tallgrass prairie from 2001 continues to reveal many of the
same concerns reported previously (K-H 1998, 1999, 2000, 2001b). Plant litter buildup resulting from the
lack of fire and/or grazing on the prairie continues to be a problem. The small 48-acre prescribed fire
conducted in spring 2000 along with several wildfires in recent years have shown that substantial reduction
in litter amounts and improved condition for the native species occurs when this natural process is restored.
The increasing occurrence of wildfires in the Buffer Zone attests to the higher fuel loads caused by years of
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litter accumulation. Noxious weeds also continue to be a problem at various locations. The most
significant problem species on the xeric tallgrass prairie are diffuse knapweed, Dalmatian toadflax, musk
thistle, and annual rye. Others that have potential to become more problematic include common mullein
and jointed goatgrass. Herbicide applications have helped control many of these infestations. Compared to
four or five years ago the prairie’s appearance has been improved, with far fewer of these species present.
Unfortunately, after three or four years many of the undesirable species begin to return, as the residual
effect of the herbicide wears off, requiring additional treatment. As part of an integration with other weed
control methods, several hundred biocontrol insects were released at the Site (to compliment those already
present) to provide additional control of noxious weeds and try to lessen the long-term dependence on
chemical control efforts (for more information on the vegetation management conducted in 2001 see

‘chapter 3 of this annual report).

It should be noted however, that weed control alone is not a long-term solution for management of the xeric
tallgrass prairie or other plant communities at the Site. Long-term control of these noxious weeds will
ultimately depend on restoring the natural processes (i.e., fire, grazing) that originally kept the ecosystem
healthy. Most noxious weeds invade ecosystems because of disturbance, degradation, or changes in the
natural system that alters resource availability thus making the community more prone to invasions (Davis
et al. 2000). Control of invasive plants often opens up space (niches) in the community for the
establishment of other undesirable plants if desired native species are not available or able to quickly fill
these spaces. By concentrating solely on controlling the problem species without restoration of the natural
processes needed to maintain a healthy ecosystem, we only treat the symptoms of the problem and not the
cause. A more comprehensive, ecosystem approach to resource management must incorporate
management techniques to restore natural processes, in addition to specific species weed control. A goal
must be to improve and enhance environmental conditions such that the desired native prairie species are
healthy and able to compete with the noxious weeds. The lack of prescribed fire and/or grazing over much
of the Site for the past 50 years combined with overgrazing that occurred before that has left.the native
plant communities stressed and less vigorous, all suitable conditions for the noxious weed invasions -
currently in process. While a small 48 acre prescribed burn was conducted in spring of 2000, for all i
practical purposes, neither prescribed fire nor grazing, both crucial processes necessary for grassland health
and management, are currently used for resource management. As a result, the native plant communities at
the Site remain stressed and unable to compete as effectively with the invading noxious weeds.

As the Site is closed over the next few years and becomes a National Wildlife Refuge, the USFWS will be
developing long-term natural resource management plans. The use of prescribed fire and grazing are both
highly recommended as tools for prairie management at the Site. These are likely to be instituted by the
USFWS as the natural resource management responsibility shifts to them during the closure process.

Rare-Plant Monitoring

Four plant species that occur at the Site are listed as rare and imperiled in Colorado by the Colorado
Natural Heritage Program (CNHP 1999). The presence of these species underscores the significance of the
natural resources found at the Site and its value in the regional landscape. Although none of them have any
legal protection under state or federal law, they are protected at the Site and projects are conducted to-
minimize potential impacts. On-Site populations of mountain-loving sedge, forktip three-awn,
carrionflower greenbriar, and dwarf wild indigo were revisited during 2001. All four species were
observed in vegetative, flowering, and fruiting condition in 2001. All known locations where the species
have been observed at the Site from 1997 through 2001 are shown in Figure 1-2.

Over the past several years qualitative observations of the only known location of forktip three-awn at the
Site have shown that the open, gravelly substrate that the species grows on has begun to fill in with other
species of plants, slowly eliminating habitat for the species. During fall 2001, an attempt was begun to try
and establish some new populations of forktip three-awn at the Site. In October 2001, approximately 200
seeds were collected from mature, adult plants for seeding at a new location. On arrival at the new location
in the west-central Buffer Zone where the seeds were going to be sown, it was discovered that hundreds of
forktip three-awn plants were already growing at the location (Figures 1-3 and 1-4). Another location with
similar habitat was chosen in the south Buffer Zone, where no forktip three-awn plants were found, and the
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seeds were sown by broadcasting in two — one meter square plots (approximately 100 seeds per plot,.
Figure 1-5). Monitoring will be conducted in fall 2002 to see whether any of the seeds germinated and
produced adult plants. . .

-Based on the discovery of a new population of this rare species at the Site, further searches of similar

habitat in the Buffer Zone were made and.several additional locations of the species were found

(Figure 1-6). The new locations of forktip three-awn have more than doubled the area where the species is
known to occur at the Site. Statewide, the species is only known to occur from three other localities
besides Rocky Flats. These locations include areas near White Rocks in Boulder County, at Ken Caryl
Ranch in Jefferson County, and in a canyon southwest of Ft. Collins in Larimer County. So the additional
locations at the Site increase the known occurrence of this species in the State substantially. .

The forktip three-awn at the Site is typically found in areas where surface disturbances have scraped off the
vegetation leaving weathered, brown (oxidized), native gravels (0.5 — 7cm in size) for substrate. The-

gravel surfaces have a similar appearance to “desert pavement”, common in the desert southwest. The

original location where the species was found on Site occurs along the railroad tracks where disturbance

had left a gravelly surface (Figure 1-6). The largest new population (Figure 1-6) occurs at a location that

was used as a borrow area in the 1970’s and early 1980’s, and has a gravelly surface. In the mid-1980’s the

area was seeded with switchgrass (Panicum virgatum) which now grows sporadically across the area. - At .
other locations common plants growing in conjunction with the forktip three-awn include: little bluestem :
(Andropogon scoparius), Canada bluegrass (Poa compressa), rough dropseed (Sporobolus asper), Porter’s

aster (Aster porteri), soft goldenrod (Solidago mollis), and western ragweed (Ambrosia psilostachya). 3

‘Generally the vegetation is sparse on the gravels where the forktip three-awn grows. If the density of the

vegetation gets too great, as in places where Canada bluegrass has taken over the gravel andproduced a

-litter layer, the three-awn does not seem to grow at these locations. Only in one case along the edge of a

graded Buffer Zone road was the species found growing on light-colored roadbase gravel, otherwise it:was ;
always on the native, weathered gravel. .

:Revegetation and Plant Community Disturbance in 2001

During 2001, only two small projects disturbed the native plant communities in the Buffer Zone
(Figure 1-7). Both were less than an acre in size and at each location, native seed will be planted to restore

the native plant community and help prevent weed infestations. In 1999, several large projects disturbed

the native plant communities at different locations in the Buffer Zone. The locations and photographs of
these disturbances were documented in the 1999 and 2000 Annual Vegetation Report for the Rocky Flats
Environmental Technology Site (K-H 2000, 2001b). Photographs from 1999, 2000, and 2001, and maps of
the project areas and revegetation efforts are found in the Appendices on the CD-ROM (end of report).

During the winter of 2000-2001, high winds deposited several inches of sand in an area on the xeric
tallgrass prairie in the northwest Buffer Zone (Figure 1-8). The material originated from the gravel mine,
not operated by K-H or DOE, in the northwest corner of the Site. In late May 2001, when the deposition
was discovered, most of the existing native vegetation in the area had been buried. Only Canada bluegrass,
white sage (Artemesia ludoviciana), and some junegrass (Koleria pyrimidata) were still surviving where
deposition was less deep. Otherwise the area was mostly sand (Figures 1-9). By late summer, the area was
covered with annual weedy species (Figure 1-10). Much of the area was dominated by common sunflower
(Helianthus annuus), a native species that often comes in after disturbance. Other species that established
however, included noxious weeds such as diffuse knapweed, Russian thistle (Salsola iberica), and kochia
(Kochia scoparius), all of which will need to be controlled in the area now. By late September, although
most of the area was still dominated by the annual forbs mentioned above there was some recovery of big
bluestem, white sage, and some stiff sunflower (Helianthus rigidus;, all native species). It will remain to be
seen, however, whether the xeric tallgrass prairie can recover. Reseeding of the area and weed control may
be required to re-establish the native cover if it does not return on its own, and to prevent the area from
becoming a solid infestation of noxious weeds.

In September, monitoring was conducted in the sand deposition area using a grid layout to measure the
depth of the deposition across the area. A total area of approximately 4.5 hectares (11 acres) was measured
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-and had deposition on it. The deposition depths ranged from under lem to 21cm (< 1 in. to >8 in;

Figure 1-8). Away from the area of deepest deposition that occurred in 2001, general observations suggest
that deposition has been occurring over the past several years and has not substantially impacted or altered
the plant community since most species in these areas were native, appeared healthy, and were doing fine.
It is apparent however, from the depths at these locations (generally < 5cm [< 2 in.] total) that deposition
occurred gradually over a longer timeframe. Thus how deposition of four times that amount, that occurred
in a single season, will affect the prairie community and its ability to recover, will be monitored during the
next few years.

This event and its impact on the xeric tallgrass prairie illustrates, and brings to the forefront yet another
factor that creates disturbance on the landscape and further increases degradation of the native plant-.
communities at the Site. The mine company should be contacted and notified that the problem must be
remedied. This may be a violation of their mining permit to have material moving off their site in these
quantities. From a resource management standpoint at the Site, however, the issue is likely to continue and
become a greater concern in the future as the mine continues to expand its operation to the south. During
2001, the mine expanded several hundred feet to the south along the western edge of the Buffer Zone:.
Even larger sand piles than those present in 2000 were being created in the late summer of 2001. With the
high winter winds that buffet the Site from the northwest each winter, it is likely that other downwind areas
adjacent to the new sand piles will receive some deposition during the 2001-2002 winter. In order to .
document any potential impacts, a set of photo monitoring plots were established on the xeric tallgrass
prairie in the fall of 2001, downwind of the new sand piles. Landscape photographs as well as quadrat
photographs looking at the ground surface were taken to show pre-deposition condltlons should any .

problems arise in winter 2001-2002.

-Weed Mapplng ) ‘ o

The 2001 -weed distribution maps for diffuse knapweed, musk thistle, and common mullein are shown in
Figures 1-11 through 1-13, respectively. Several additional species—annual rye, Russian knapweed,
Scotch thistle, dame’s rocket, bouncing bet, and jointed goatgrass—were mapped in 2000 because of their
aggressive nature and their recent appearance at various locations on the Site. The distributions of these
species are shown in Figures 1-14 and 1-15. Small infestations of several other weed species where weed

‘control was conducted in 2001 are also shown on Figure 1-14. After being entered into the Site Geographic

Information System (GIS), the overall extent of these species across the Site was estimated by species and
by infestation level. Table 1-2 contains the estimated total acreage and acreage-by-density category for
each of the listed species, based on the 2001 maps. The noxious weed species with the greatest extent on
the Site were diffuse knapweed (1,957 acres), common mullein (1,357 acres), and musk thistle (869 acres).
The total acreage of the Site is approximately 6,500 acres (K-H 1997¢). The total numbers of acres for
annual rye, Russian knapweed, Scotch thistle, dame’s rocket, bouncing bet, and jointed goatgrass are also
shown in Table 1-2. It should be noted that all these acreages are only approximate and should not be’
interpreted as exact areas. These values are also only representative of known locations for these species.
It is possible that unmapped infestations are present as well. :

Table 1-3 shows the annual total infested acreages for diffuse knapweed, musk thistle, and common
mullein from 1997 to 2001. Most of the large increases in infestation acreages from 1997 to 1998 were a
result of the time of year in which mapping was conducted. Mapping in 1997 was conducted in August for
each of the species. Beginning in 1998, weed mapping was conducted for each species when that species
was in flower and/or most visible. Therefore, the higher visibility of the species at the time of mapping
allowed more accurate estimates of their infestation levels from 1998 through 2001, and thus resulted in

“higher acreages.

Since 1998, the total Site acreage infested by diffuse knapweed has decreased annually, largely due to the
acrial herbicide applications conducted in 1999, 2000, and 2001. During 2001, over 1,100 acres were -
treated with Transline® and Tordon22K® using both ground and aerial applications. The Site currently has
approximately 1,000 acres less of diffuse knapweed than was present in 1998 and the high density
classification is the lowest it has been since the aerial applications began. So the spraying program at the
Site has been very successful. At some locations sprayed in 1999, however, gradual return of diffuse
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knapweed has begun and future control will again be required. At other locations, primarily along the
stream drainages the infestations have continued to increase through time because no chemical treatments

. have been done due to the close proximity of riparian vegetation and Preble’s mouse habitat. Examination
- of the 2001 diffuse knapweed map (Figure 1-11) shows that many of the high density infestations occur

" near the drainage bottoms. In 2001, several hundred biocontrol insects (Larinus minutus and Sphenoptera
"jugoslavica) were released in the drainages at the Site to begin to attempt to control the dense infestations

_present at these locations. Other biocontrol insects for diffuse knapweed, such as Urophora sp. and
Cyphocleonus achates already occur at the Site from previous on-site releases and off-site immigration. -
Monitoring of the release locations in the future will help determine whether the species establish and begin

“ to have an impact on these infestations. Ifthe species can be shown reduce population levels in the :
-drainages, it may be feasible to allow them to spread (and introduce them) to the upper hillsides and

‘pediment tops and control the diffuse knapweed at these locations as well, thus reducing the dependence on
herbicide applications. (Additional information on biocontrol releases and monitoring results are described

‘in chapters 3 and 6 of this annual report).

Both musk thistle and common mullein showed an increase in the total number of acres infested at the Site
in 2001 compared to 2000 values (Table 1-3). For both species the increases were largely in the scattered

-and low density classifications. The increases in musk thistle are largely attributable to the return of plants

in areas that had previously been sprayed. Similar reasoning also applies to some of the common mullein
increases, but interestingly the number of acres infested by common mullein have continued to increase

--since 1997. The differences in acreage from 1997 to 1998 are attributable largely to methodology changes

(as mentioned above). But increases have continued consistently from 1998 to 2001, with only a slight

leveling off from 1999 to 2000. All of the increase in common mullein has been in the scattered and low )
classifications (Table 1-3), so it is not as though these areas are now dominated by common mullein, but in ;
some instances it has begun to appear in areas where it was not previously present (Figures 1-13 and 1-16).

It is also interesting that at many of the locations the increases have occurred during the timeframe when

_aerial herbicide applications have been applied (1999 through 2001). At some locations in 1998, prior to

spraying, no common mullein was observed and yet mullein have begun to show up in these areas now. \
One possible explanation for this is that sometimes when a native ecosystem is in stressed or degraded

..condition and weed control is done for a certain species or group of species, if the native species in the

community cannot respond and fill in the gaps left vacant by the target species, other weeds will simply
take their place. This may be what is occurring at some locations on the xeric tallgrass prairie. If correct,
this provides further support for the need to employ management techniques such as fire and grazing to

-help reverse the current stressed condition of the prairie and enhance environmental conditions for the
.desired native plants. Continued monitoring in 2002 will help evaluate the common mullein situation.

In general, the applications of Transline® and Tordon22K® for control of diffuse knapweed and other
.noxious weed species has been beneficial and generally improved the quality and appearance of the Site’s
grasslands. Mapping data have shown substantial reductions in the amounts of diffuse knapweed and musk

_thistle at the Site since 1998. (For quantitative results from both aerial and ground-based applications'see

other chapters 3, 4, and 5 in this report and past Annual Vegetation Reports for the Rocky Flats
Environmental Technology Site [K-H, 1998, 1999, 2000, 2001b]).

Conclusions

- Qualitative monitoring of the high-value plant communities during 2001 revealed both positive and
* negative findings. Floristically, the xeric tallgrass prairie remains diverse and has not changed substantially

since monitoring began. It remains a significant, rare natural resource at the Site and regionally. No new
species of noxious weeds were found at the Site during 2001. The rare and imperiled plant species
populations (as listed by the CNHP) at the Site appear to be healthy; all four rare species were observed in
vegetative and flowering condition during 2001. Several new populations of forktip three-awn were

‘discovered in the Buffer Zone at the Site. An attempt to transplant the forktip three-awn grass in new

suitable habitat was also initiated to expand the range of this rare species at the Site. As a whole, the.
ecological resources of the Site remain of high quality and comprise a significant component of the larger
surrounding regional ecosystem, however several management concerns remain.
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The threat from noxious weeds continues to be a high management priority. Several noxious weed species
continue to degrade the quality of the plant communities at the Site. Diffuse knapweed, Dalmatian
toadflax, musk thistle, common mullein, and Canada thistle are the most significant noxious weed
problems. Substantial declines in the total number of acres currently infested by diffuse knapweed and
musk thistle have been made since 1998. However, the scale of these infestations at the Site continue to
challenge control efforts for the long-term. Other smaller infestations of newly discovered or recently
invaded species like bouncing bet, Scotch thistle, Russian thistle, dame's rocket, and others continue to be
controlled with the goal of eradication. In addition to herbicide applications in 2001, several hundred
biocontrol insects were released at the Site to help control several different noxious weed species.

Efforts continued to preserve and improve the quality of the natural resources at the Site. The value of the
Site’s ecological resources in the larger regional context has played an important role in the passage of a
Congressional bill that will make the Site a National Wildlife Refuge after cleanup and closure. Efforts to
integrate more of a comprehensive, ecosystem approach to resource management must be continued to
restore natural processes if long-term sustainability of the native communities is to be achieved. Recent

-efforts have focused substantively on the noxious weeds themselves, without addressing the underlying

. conditions that have lead to the stressed condition of the native communities and contributed to the large-

"scale weed invasions. The use of prescribed fire and grazing are both crucial processes necessary for.

'

" grassland health and management. As long-term management plans are developed for the National
- Wildlife Refuge the use of these and other resource management tools should be included to provide the
" best chance for long-term sustainability of the ecosystems at the Site. - :
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Purpose

Monitoring is an integral part of determining whether the management objectives and goals for the plant
communities at Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site (the Site) are being achieved (K-H 1997a,b).
Consistent with this goal, long-term quantitative monitoring is necessary to determine whether changes are
taking place in the plant communities that would otherwise go undetected through the use of broader-scale
qualitative monitoring techniques. During 2001, three permanent monitoring sites (TR01, TR06, and
TR12) on the xeric mixed grassland at the Site were monitored. Data were compared to past monitoring
efforts.

Background Information

The plant communities monitored at the Site from 1993 through 1995 were organized along a soil moisture
(hydrologic) gradient that ranged from xeric (dry) to mesic (moderate moisture) to hydric (wet). This
followed the plant community classification that was outlined in the baseline study (DOE 1992), which
identified xeric (xeric mixed grassland), mesic (mesic mixed grassland), hydric (riparian community), in
addition to reclaimed (reclaimed grassland — classified as analagous to mesic on the moisture gradient)
communities at the Site. Since 1995, the xeric mixed grassland sites (TRO1, TR06, and TR12; Figure 2-1)
have been monitored on a three year rotating schedule. Monitoring was conducted at all three sites in 1998,
however, TRO1 was also monitored in 1999 and 2000, as a control area for the prescribed burn conducted
in spring 2000. In June 1997, TR12 was treated with Tordon22K®, using ground equipment to control the
noxious weed diffuse knapweed (Centaurea diffusa). Since the last complete monitoring effort in 1998, all
three sites have been treated by helicopter with Tordon22K® for additional control of diffuse knapweed.
All application rates were one pint/acre of Tordon22K®. Sites TRO1 and TR12 (retreatment) were sprayed
in May 1999 and TRO6 was treated in May 2000.

Methods

During 2001, the xeric mixed grassland sites, TRO1, TR06, and TR12 (Figure 2-1), were monitored for
species richness, cover, and frequency. The sampling methods and procedures used at these sites during
2001 were the same as those used in 1993-1995, 1998-2000, with the addition of a measure for species
frequency which was added in 1998. Fifteen 50-m transects (five at each site) were monitored in 2001.
Transects were sampled in the spring and again in late summer. During 1999, when sampling was
conducted at TROI1, only late summer data was collected. Otherwise species richness and frequency were
monitored during both sampling sessions. Cover was sampled only during the late-summer session.
Species richness was determined in a 2-m-wide belt centered along the length of each 50-m transect. Every
plant species rooted within the 100-nt area was recorded. In addition, the numbers of woody plant stems
and cactus stems were counted and recorded for the 100-n? area during the spring sample session only.

Basal cover and foliar cover were estimated using a point-intercept method along each 50-m transect. A
2-m-long, 6-mm-diameter rod was dropped vertically at 50-cm intervals along the transect to record a total
of 100 intercept points. Two categories of hits were recorded, basal and foliar. Basal cover hits were
recorded based on what material was hit by the rod at the ground surface. Hits could be vegetation (live
plants), litter (fallen dead material), rock (pebbles and cobbles greater than the rod diameter), bare ground,
or water, in that order of priority based on the protection from erosion provided by each type of cover.
Basal vegetation hits were recorded by species only if the rod was touching the stem or crown of the plant
where the plant entered the ground. Foliar vegetation hits (defined as a portion of a plant touching the rod)
were recorded by species in three categories as defined by height and growth form. The topmost hit of
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each growth form was recorded. The growth forms measured were herbaceous, woody <2 m in helght and
woody >2 m in height.

Frequency information by species was gathered by randomly locating 25 1-nf quadrats (five per transect)
at each site. Additionally, a single photograph was taken of each transect during the late summer sampling
session to visually document the condition of the transect. Photographs were taken from near the 0-m end
of the transect near the permanent marker, looking toward the 50-m endpoint. A placard was placed in the
photograph against the 0-m endpoint to provide the site and transect number, and date.

For more detailed information on these methods see, the Ecological Monitoring Program, Final Program
Plan (DOE 1993), the Environmental Management Operating Procedures Manual, Volume V, Ecology, 5-
51200-OPS-EE (DOE 1995a), and the /1999, 2000, and 2001 Ecological Field Monitoring Plans for the
Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site (K-H 1999a, 2000z, 2001a).

Species richness data were summarized by generating a species list for each site. Belt-transect data, point-

intercept data, and quadrat data were combined to provide overall species richness for each site. Other
species richness variables were calculated from the species lists and used for comparison. Foliar cover data
are reported as absolute cover, and relative cover for each species encountered. Absolute foliar cover was
the percentage of the number of hits on a species out of the total number of hits possible at a site (500).
This value is the actual cover of a species. Relative foliar cover was the number of hits a species had
relative to the total number of vegetative hits recorded per site (i.e., the percent of total vegetative cover
[100 percent] represented by the species). Both absolute and relative foliar cover values are presented as
means (n=5). A Shannon-Weaver diversity index was used to calculate diversity and was conducted using
the relative foliar cover data (Brower and Zar 1977). Frequency based on quadrats (n=25) was defined as
the number of quadrats in which a species was recorded, divided by 25 (the total number of quadrats
possible), and multiplied by 100. Descriptive comparisons between the 1993-2001 data sets were
conducted to examine potential changes over time._ A detrended correspondence analysis (DCA; PC-ORD
1999) ordination technique was used to evaluate the relationships between TRO1, TR06, and TR12 for-each
sampling session based on species cover.

Results and Discussion

A total of 124 species were recorded at all three xeric mixed grassland sites monitored in 2001. Species
richness data are found in Table 2-1. The number of species found at each site varied from 81 (TR06) to 85
(TR12). The percentage of native species found across all sites combined was 82 percent, with individual
sites ranging from 80 to 81 percent. Total species richness in 2001 was within the range of past
measurements at all three sites. Richness was highest across all three sites in 1994 and 1995, with the
exception of TR12 when it was high only in 1994. The highest values in 1995 were largely attributed to the
high precipitation amounts received that year (Figure 2-2). The lower richness totals in 1993 are best
attributed to sampling bias, because different personnel conducted the surveys in that year compared to
most of the years since. An important observation is that no substantial changes (declines) in species
richness occurred at any of the sites as a result of herbicide applications that have been applied at each site.
Tordon22K® was applied in 1997 and 1999 at TR12, in 1999 at TRO1, and in 2000 at TR06. This is in
agreement with other studies at the site that have shown a similar species richness response to herbicide
applications (K-H 1998, 1999b, 2000b, 2001b).

Species diversity (Shannon-Weaver diversity index) analysis‘results for 1993 through 2001 are shown in
Figure 2-3. Diversity was highest at TR01 (1.166) and lowest at TR06 in 2001 (0.876). Compared across
all years of available data, TRO1 has always been the most diverse site, followed by TR12 and then TR06.
Annual variation at each site has fluctuated slightly, but shows no particular trends. Thus both species
richness and species diversity continue to remain stable at these sites and have remained largely unchanged
by management actions.

Cactus and woody plant densities at all three sites for 2001 are shown in Table 2-2. In 2001, overall cactus

density was highest at TRO1 and TR12 (0.24plants/m?). Twistspine prickly pear (Opuntia macorhiza).
density was highest at TR12 in 2001 (0.08 plants/nt). Hedgehog cactus (Echinocereus viridiflorus) density
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in 2001 was highest at TRO1 (0.22 plants/m”). Overall woody plant density in 2001 was highest at TR06
(0.318 plants/nf) and lowest at TR12, which had no wood plant density. Most of the woody, plant density
came from Spanish bayonet (Yucca glauca) at TR06. Decreased density in twistspine prickly pear and
hedgehog cacti at TRO1 and TR12 in 2001 compared to past years is most likely attributable to applications
of Tordon22K® for controlling noxious weeds at these locations. Similar decreases in cactus density have
been observed from another study at the Site that is evaluating impacts of Tordon22K® on native prairie
species (see other sections of this annual report and past annual reports for results; K-H 1998, 1999b,
2000b, 2001b). Interestingly though, the substantial declines in cactus density at TRO1 and TR12 have not
been observed at TR06 where the same herbicide was applied in 2000. In fact, hedgehog cacti have
actually increased in density since 1998 at TRO6.

Foliar cover data are summarized in Table 2-3. Total foliar cover did not vary substantially between sites
in 2001 (from 82.6 percent at TROI to 83.6 percent at TR06 and TR12). The 2001 total foliar cover
amounts were within the range of previously observed values from sampling efforts dating back to 1993.
Total absolute native cover was highest at TRO1 (69.2 percent) and lowest at TR06 (52.4 percent). Native
cover has consistently been higher at TR01 and TR12 compared to TRO6 for all years of sampling. Native
cover in 2001 was the lowest of any previous years at TR06 and TR 12, however, given the year to year

" variability in the datasets, it is likely that the values are within the normal natural variability of the

community. Some of the is may be attributable the previous herbicide applications or to a late freeze that
occurred in May 2001 that caused freeze damage to may of the plant species on the prairie at the Site. -
Future monitoring will evaluate any longer term trends and see if there is an increase in native cover. -

‘Graminoid cover provided approximately 86 to 89 percent of the total relative vegetation cover at all three
sites in 2001. At TRO1, a general increase in total absolute graminoid cover has occurred since 1993 (46%-
71%). The largest increase occurred in 1999 after the area was treated with Tordon22K®. Both nativeand
non-native graminoids have increased at. TRO1 during this time, but native graminoids accounted for the
most of the increase. A similar overall increase in graminoid cover, though not as dramatic,:also is shown -
at TR12 (64%-74%). However, at TR12 most of theé increase came from non-native graminoids while
native graminoid cover remained relatively stable. At TRO06, total graminoid cover has fluctuated each year
but without any apparent trend during this time. However, there has been a consistent decline of native
graminoid cover along with a concurrent increase in non-native graminoid cover at this location. Much of
the non-native graminoid cover increase at TR06 is attributable to increases in Japanese brome (Bromus
Jjaponicus). The cool-season versus warm-season graminoid composition differs substantially between.the
sites. TRO6 is almost completely dominated by cool season grasses (81.3 percent relative cover). Over 50
percent of thisis from the native species, needle-and-thread grass (Stipa comata). Cool-season grasses also
provide more than half the total relative foliar cover at TR12, while at TR01, warm-season grasses
dominate the prairie. Since 1993, both cool- and warm-season grasses have increased at TROl with the

largest increases occurring after treatment with Tordon22K®

In general, one disconcerting observation across all three sites since 1993, is that there has been a general
increase (ranging from 6 to 16 percent absolute cover) in non-native graminoid cover. Much of this is from
the non-native, cool-season graminoid species, Japanese brome, Canada bluegrass (Poa compressa), and
Kentucky bluegrass (Poa pratensis). These increases represent a two to four-fold increase in.cover of this
group of non-native species over the past eight years. There are several potential reasons that might
explain this increase. One is that it is simply a natural cyclic pattern for the grasslands with response to
varying climatic conditions. Atmospheric nitrogen deposition is another potential cause. In recent years
studies have begun to show that atmospheric nitrogen deposition is increasing nitrogen levels in soils
(Baron et al. 2000, Lee and Caporn 1998, SERG 2000). Increased nitrogen levels have been shown to-
increase weeds (broadleaf forbs) and cool-season graminoids over warm-season species (Gillen et al. 1987,
Rauzi 1979, Wight 1976, Morghan and Seastedt 1999). It is possible this may be partially responsible for

the increase. Another factor is the lack of grazing and prescribed fire on the grasslands at the Site. These "

two key processes are essential for maintaining ecosystem health and keeping native species vigorous and
healthy so they can better compete with non-native species. The lack of these two processes at these
locations for over 25 years may be hindering the ability of the warm-season species to compete with the
cool-season species. Properly timed prescribed fire could be used to help reverse this trend. In any case,
continued monitoring will determine whether this trend persists.
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In 2001, forbs varied between 11 and 14 percent relative cover at the three sites. All three sites showed a

. general increase in forb cover from 1993 to 1995 when it peaked. The peak in 1995 may have been due to
the above average annual precipitation received that year (Figure 2-2). At TRO1 and TR12, the large.
declines of forb cover observed in 1999 and 1998 respectively, came after the sites were treated with
Tordon22K®. This was not an unexpected result because other studies, both on, and off-site have shown a
similar response (K-H 2001b, Rice and Toney 1996, Rice et al. 1997). At TRO1 forb cover in 2001 was
beginning to rebound, while at TR12 it continued to remain depressed.

Considerable variation existed among individual xeric grassland sites in terms of dominant species. These
differences were first reported based on the 1994 data (DOE 1995b, 1997¢). In 2001 these differences are

-still distinct. In 2001, TRO1 was dominated by the native species, mountain muhly (Muhlenbergia
montana) and big bluestem (Andropogon gerardii), and needle-and-thread grass. At TR06, the dominant
species were needle-and-thread grass, a native species, and the two non-native species, Japanese brome and
Kentucky bluegrass. At Site TR12, needle-and-thread grass, big bluestem, and sun sedge (Carex
-heliophila), all native species, were dominant. The dominant species at each site have generally remained
consistent at each of the sites since 1993, although their order of dominance has sometimes changed on an
annual basis. It is not uncommon for species to show substantial variation in annual cover based on -
‘responses to climatic conditions. Examination of the individual species responses in Table 2-3 show this
for many species. This is discussed below.

Species frequency results from the 1998 and 2001 quadrat data for both spring and summer sampling’.
‘sessions are found in Table 2-4. Only two years of frequency data exist because frequency quadrats were
not added to the sampling methodology until 1998. The species on the xeric mixed grassland that occ¢urred
with 80 percent frequency or greater in 2001 were the native species, sun sedge, big bluestem, needle-and-
thread grass, dotted gayfeather (Liatrus punctata), mountain bladder-pod (Lesquerella montana), and blue
grama (Bouteloua gracilis), and the non-native species, Japanese brome and Dalmatian toadflax (Linaria
dalmatica). The frequency of the noxious weed, diffuse knapweed, was reduced after spraying at TRO1 in
1999, and continues to be largely suppressed. At TR12, knapweed frequency is increasing however. -
-Dalmatian toadflax frequency was not substantially changed by the herbicide application applied at TR06
.in 1999. The cover response of toadflax is discussed below. .

Individual species responses vary on an annual basis in response to temporal and spatial variations in
.climatic conditions. This makes trend analysis of short-term datasets challenging, A comparative baseline
is not simply a single point value, but rather a range of variation that occurs over time in response to normal
climatic perturbations for a given locality. This range of variability, in terms of cover or biomass, is
unknown for most species at a given location, unless long-term datasets have previously collected such
information. So, in attempting to interpret trends with short-term datasets it is often unknown whether
changes observed are simply part of the normal annual fluctutations, or are real trends. With this in mind,
.Table 2-5 lists species, by site, which based on absolute cover which have shown different “trends” from
1993-2001. To be included on the list, a minimum change of three percent cover from the minimum to
maximum must have occurred. Four trend types were classified based on response patterns. Increasers
were those specics that showed an overall consistent increase in cover during the study period. Decreasers
were those species that showed an overall consistent decrease in cover during the study period. Those
species that showed a high to low to high cover response during the study period were designated HLH.
Those species that showed a low to high to low cover response during the study period were designated
LHL.

Of particular interest is the continued loss of little bluestem (4ndropogon scoparius) cover at both TRO1

and TR12 since 1993. This was noted in the 1998 annual vegetation report (K-H 1999b), and the trend still

has not reversed substantially. Why this is occurring at these locations is unknown because qualitative
observations at other locations in the Buffer Zone would seem to contradict this. It is quite abundant at 2
these locations. At TR06, the noxious weed, Dalmatian toadflax provided the second highest amount of .
foliar cover from 1993 through 1998. However, apparently as a result of the herbicide Tordon22K®, ;
applied in 2000, Dalmatian toadflax cover dropped from 9.8 percent in 1998 to only 4 percent in 2001,
_Although it makes sense to attribute the loss of toadflax cover to the herbicide, it must be stated tentatively,
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because no untreated control transects are available to determine what amount of change might be
attributed to natural causes. But, it appears the Tordon22K® application has reduced the overall cover of
this noxious weed at this location. It certainly reduced the vigor and flowering of the species as can be seen
in the comparison photos in Figure 2-4. :

A detrended correspondence analysis (DCA) ordination technique was used to summarize the multiple
years of data from the xeric mixed grassland community to reveal patterns (differences) between sites
through time based on species richness and abundance parameters (in this case species cover). Results of a
DCA are projected onto two dimensions in such a way that samples most similar to one another are close
together, and samples most dissimilar from one another will appear farther apart (Gauch 1982). Using

- additional information on soils, habitat requirements of specific plant species, environmental gradients, and

other factors, ecological interpretation of the results may be conducted to explain the patterns revealed by
the analysis (Clark 2002). DCA ordination results based on species cover at each site (where available) for
the years 1993, 1994, 1995, 1998 through 2001 is shown in Figure 2-5. The ordination results show a clear

* separation of the sites TR01, TR06, and TR12 along axis 1. This separation along axis 1 is best explained

by the differences in species composition found at each site (discussed above). This axis also reveals'a
moisture gradient between the three sites. Needle and thread grass, a species that prefers well drained,
lower soil moisture sites, increases in cover from TRO1 to TR12 to TR06 (Table 2-3; FIES 2002). Big
bluestem on the other hand a species that prefers moister conditions increases in cover the opposite
direction (Table 2-3; FIES 2002). Additionally, Spanish bayonet, a species that prefers well drained
locations is only abundant at TR06 (Webber 1953). Axis 2 is best explained as changes in community
composition over time at the three sites in response to climatic variation and management actions. The

.general trend over time is from top to bottom along axis 2 at each site. A similar response through time is

seen at sites TR06 and TR12, both cool-season species dominated sites, although some small differences

- exist. In contrast, is TR01, a warm-season species dominated site; where initial responses were similar to
- TRO06 and TR12, until 1998. Since then there has been a reversal in the composition trend at TRO1. which

is not seen at either TR06 or TR12. This may be due to the herbicide applications in 1999. However, no
similar changes are shown inthe data at sites TR06 (2000) and TR12 (1997 and 1999) after they were

treated with herbicides. The lack of further abiotic data precludes more conclusive interpretation.

Conclusions

Monitoring in 2001 on the xeric mixed grassland revealed mixed results. Differences in species
composition between sites TRO1, TR06, and TR12 continue, as would be expected, with some minor .
variations. Species richness and diversity remain stable. Herbicide applications for weed control at each

- site have had shown varying responses. Dalmatian toadflax cover at TR06 has declined, presumably as a

result of treatment with Tordon22K®, where previously it had been one of the dominant species in the

‘community. At sites TRO1 and TR12 on the western edge of the Site, declines in forb cover have been

more pronounced than at TR06 near the eastern edge of the Site. Some return of the depressed forb cover
has begun as of 2001 at these locations. At all three locations however, an increase in non-native, cool-
season graminoid cover has been observed since 1993. This could be attributed to a number of factors,

“however, the lack of grazing and prescribed fire for over 25 years at these monitoring locations may be

stressing the warm-season species and giving an advantage to the cool-season species.
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2001 Vegetation Management Program Summary for the
Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site

3.1

3.2

Introduction

The vegetation management program at the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site (the Site)
continued to direct a multi-faceted attack on the noxious weeds at the Site during 2001. The regulatory
framework governing weed control at the Site includes (K-H 1997a):

e Federal Noxious Weed Act, Section 15—Management of Undesirable Plants on
Federal Lands ‘

e Federal Noxious Weed Act, Title 7—Agriculture, Chapter 61—Noxious Weeds
o Colorado Weed Management Act, § 35-5.5-115, C.R.S. (1996 Supb.)

e Jefferson County, Colorado, Undesirable Plant Management Plan

e  Memorandum of Understanding for the Establishment of a Federal Interagency

Committee for the Management of Noxious and Exotic Weeds.

The Site vegetation management progrém is guided by the Integrated Weed Control Strategy plan (K-H
1997a), and by the annual vegetation management plans (K-H 1997b, 1999a, 2000a, 2001a) that specify
weed control efforts for each year at the Site. The integrated strategy for the Site includes the use of .-

~ administrative and cultural, mechanical and physical, biological, and chemical control methods. This-.

report summarizes, by method, the weed control and revegetation/ reclamation activities conducted at the
Site during FY2001. :

Administrative and Cultural Controls

Two minor projects (less than one acre each) disturbed small areas of the Buffer Zone during 2001. At
both locations (Figure 3-1) the disturbances were revegetated with a native seed mix. On the xeric tallgrass
prairie east of the gravel mine operation in the northwest Buffer Zone, an area of approximately 10 acres
became a potential problem area when it was buried by windblown sand (Figure 3-1; see the High-Value
Vegetation Summary section in this annual report for more details). As a result, much of the existing’
native vegetation was buried, and by late summer the area was dominated by annual species, including the
noxious weeds diffuse knapweed (Centaurea diffusa) and Russian thistle (Salsola iberica). Weed control

- and possibly revegetation of the area will be necessary to prevent further encroachment of the noxious

weed species that have now established in the area.

Monitoring of several large revegetation projects done in 1999 (K-H, 2000b, 2001b) was continued in
2001. For each of these projects, photo monitoring and qualitative assessments of the resulting
revegetation effort was initiated 1999 and continued in 2000 and 2001, in order to evaluate the
effectiveness of the revegetation efforts and to continue learning what works best for conditions at the Site.
The photo monitoring results of these efforts can be found in the Appendices on CD-ROM at the end of'this
report. Additional monitoring conducted in 2001, related to weed control, consisted of mapping the
distribution of several weed species on the Site, including diffuse knapweed, musk thistle (Carduus
nutans), common mullein (Verbascum thapsus), dame’s rocket (Hesperis matronalis), annual rye (Secale
cereale), jointed goatgrass (degilops cylindrica), bouncingbet (Saponaria officinalis), Russian knapweed
(Centaurea repens), scotch thistle (Onopordum acanthium), and several other minor weeds. Several other
monitoring efforts related to vegetation management that continued in 2001 included monitoring of
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herbicide impacts to native and target species, prescribed burn effects on the xeric tallgrass prairie, the role
small mammal mounds have with respect to noxious weed establishment and spread, and the initiation of
monitoring to evaluate biocontrol release effectiveness. Results of these monitoring efforts are summarized
in other sections of this annual report as well as in earlier annual reports (K-H 1998, 1999b, 2000b, 2001b).

As part of the ongoing vegetation management program, the sharing of information and planning strategies

with other local agency weed coordinators and resource managers is important because coordinated efforts
between neighboring land owners is essential for long-term control. During 2001, the K-H Ecology Group
disseminated information on weed control and vegetation management to onsite personnel, through
meetings, personal communication, and Site newspaper articles. In addition, K-H Ecologists attended
regional and national weed control meetings and the 2001 Colorado Weed Management Association .
conference to present information on Site efforts and to keep up to date with the most recent knowledge
and advances in weed control.

Physical and Mechanical Controls

Physical and mechanical controls used at the Site in 2001 consisted of mowing, grading, and selective hand
control. Mowing was done along the margins of the main east and west access roads, in addition to several

- miles of firebreak roads in the Buffer Zone, to prevent the roadside weeds from producing seed and

spreading further. Mowing was also conducted on the xeric tallgrass prairie adjacent to a firebreak road in
the northern Buffer Zone where annual rye has begun to invade the prairie. Mowing was conducted at the
time when the seed heads were starting to form. The plan is to continue to mow the annual rye annually to
prevent further seed set and exhaust the seed bank.

Grading was conducted along approximately 18 miles of firebreak roads in the Buffer Zone to maintain
these firebreak roads and prevent roadside weeds from going to seed and spreading further (Figure 3-2).

Hand control in 2001 was conducted at several locations to control localized infestations of Scotch thistle,

annual rye, bouncingbet, dame’s rocket, crown vetch (Coronilla varia), bird's-foot trefoil (Lotus
corniculatus), lens-padded hoary cress (Cardaria chalepensis), pepperweed whitetop (Cardaria draba),
Dalmatian toadflax (Linaria dalmatica), and Texas blueweed (Helianthus ciliaris). Hand control consisted
of hand pulling, using sickles or sling blades, and spot herbicide spraying. The use of hand control has
proven valuable to prevent these small infestations from becoming larger problems, and has at several
locations, eliminated the infestations.

Biological Control

‘During 2001, several species of biocontrol insects were released at the Site. Site ecologists and Texas

A&M researchers working in conjunction with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) released -

" approximately 2,185 adults of Larinus minutus, a seedhead weevil that feeds on diffuse knapweed, at ..

several locations in different drainages at the Site (Figure 3-3). Locations were chosen to establish

‘populations near the streams where other forms of weed control (such as chemical or mechanical) for this

species are impractical. This and other species of diffuse knapweed biocontrol insects have been released

_in recent years at the Site and will continue to be released at the Site in attempts to replicate promising

results seen on Boulder County Open Space to the north of the Site (Seastedt et al. 2001). Other biocontrol
insects released during 2001 included: Sphenoptera jugoslavica, a root boring beetle that attacks diffuse
knapweed; Mecinus janthinus, a stem mining beetle that attacks Dalmatian toadflax; Trichosirocalus -
horridus, a rosette weevil that attacks musk thistle; Aceria malherbae, a gall mite that can help to control
field bindweed (Convolvulus arvensis), and Cassida rubiginosa, a defoliating beetle for control of Canada
thistle (Cirsium arvense; Figure 3-3). '

In 2000, 200 adults of Urophora carduii, a gall-forming fly, were released at 2 locations in the Rock Creek
drainage where other methods of controlling Canada thistle are impractical. The insects were obtained
from the Colorado Department of Agriculture (CDA) in an attempt to establish a reproducing population at
the Site. The release sites were observed during 2001 to see if the flies had become established and to
determine the level of impact on the thistles, if any. At one of the locations a single gall was observed on a
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Canada thistle plant.(Figure 3-4). During 2002, continued observation of these release sites will be made
and attempts to get more of the adult flies for release will be made through the CDA.

For more specifics on the biocontrol release and monitoring efforts conducted at the Site during 2001, see
the High-Value Vegetation Monitoring Summary section of this annual report.

Chemieal Control

. Herbicide applications were used to control several hundred acres of noxious weed-infested grasslands at

the Site during 2001. Flgures 3- 5 and 3-6 show the locations of ground and aerial applications of the
herbicide Tordon22k Translme and Telar® in 2001, Primary target areas for treatment were heavy
infestation areas of dlffuse knapweed, musk thistle, and mullein; however, other species such as Dalmatian
toadflax, Canada thistle, goatsbeard (Tragopogon dubius), alyssum (4lyssum minus), wild lettuce (Lactuca
serriola), small-seeded false flax (Camelina microcarpa), and some of the tansymustards (Descurania ssp.)
were also treated. Approximately 134 acres were treated on the ground, while almost 1,000 acres were
treated with a helicopter during 2001 (Figures 3-5 and 3-6). The residual effect of the Tordon22K®
expected to help provide continuing control of these species for the next few years, precluding the need for
annual retreatment at these locations. Ongoing studies at the Site have shown that Tordon22K®
applications can provide approximately two to four years of control (depending on location) before
additional herbicide applications need to be made. For more specifics on the chemical control and
monitoring efforts conducted at the Site durmg 2001, see the High-Value Vegetation Monitoring Summary

--section of this annual report.

Conclusions

“ During 2001, the vegetation management program at the Site continued to work toward controlling
~infestations of several noxious weed species in the Buffer Zone. Several methods were applied to control

current infestations and prevent new ones. These included the use of administrative and cultural controls,

‘physical and mechanical methods, biological controls, and chemical controls. Progress was made in .-
" controlling several large infestations of diffuse knapweed, musk thistle, and mullein, in addition to other
‘smaller infestations of scotch thistle, annual rye, dame’s rocket, and several other weed species. Using the

knowledge gained from onsite monitoring of the current efforts, and by keeping in contact with other local
agency weed coordinators and resource managers, improvements will continue to be made to the vegetation
management program at the Site.
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Monitoring Summary for Diffuse Knapweed Control Study

4.1

4.2

Introduction

Diffuse knapweed (Centaurea diffusa) is a noxious weed that has become increasingly widespread across
the Front Range of Colorado. Over the past several years, the spread of this species has become a serious
threat with regard to managing the natural resources in the Buffer Zone at the Rocky Flats Environmental
Technology Site (the Site). Under the Colorado Noxious Weed Act, diffuse knapweed is listedasa .
noxious weed that must be controlled by property owners, and it is listed as one of the top ten prioritized
species for control in the state (CRS 1996).

Diffuse knapweed is a very aggressive competitor in dry conditions such as those found at the Site. Studies
elsewhere have shown that it rapidly invades overgrazed range lands, disturbed sites, and even undisturbed
plant communities, often becoming a dominant species and altering the species composition of the plant
community (Powell 1990; FEIS 1996; Sheley et al. 1998). Studies have also shown that diffuse knapweed—
infested lands exhibit increased soil erosion, degraded water quality, lower wildlife habitat value, reduced
grazing capacity, and less aesthetic and recreational value (Sheley et al. 1997, 1998).

At the Site, one of the rare plant communities that is increasingly affected by the spread of diffuse
knapweed is the relict xeric tallgrass prairie. The Site contains a significant portion of what has been
identified as the largest remaining stand of this plant community known to occur in Colorado, and
potentially in all of North America (CNHP 1995). The herbicide Tordon22K® (trademark of DowElanco
[picloram]) is one of the more effective chemicals used for treatment of diffuse knapweed infestations,
because its multi-year residual effect can prevent the seeds from germinating for several years after
application (Beck 1994). Because this is an important plant community, the issue of what effect the

‘spraying of Tordon22K® might have on the native species in the xeric tallgrass prairie is a management

concern. A study was begun on the Site in 1997 to evaluate the effectiveness of Tordon22K® in controlling
diffuse knapweed on the Site and to identify any potential effects on desirable species in the xeric tallgrass
prairie. This report summarizes the five years of data collected thus far.

The following general questions were proposed for investigation:

o How effective is Tordon22K® on controlling diffuse knapweed under Site
conditions?

e How long is a single application of Tordon22K® effective in controlling diffuse
knapweed? ’

e How does Tordon22K® affect species richness, cover, and individual species
abundance on the xeric tallgrass prairie?

Study Site Location and Characteristics

The study site is located north of the T130 trailer complex, west of the Industrial Area (Figure 4-1). The
xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site is located primarily on the pediment, which is underlain by Rocky Flats
Alluvium (SCS 1980). The soils are classified as Flatirons very cobbly sandy loams (SCS 1980). The
study site is essentially flat, with only a 1° slope to the northeast. The area was chosen because it was large
enough for placement of both control and treatment plots (each 60 x 65 m), and an abundance of dlffuse
knapweed was present where the two plots would be located. :
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Methods

A control plot (no herbicide applied) and a treatment plot (herbicide applied) were established. Within both
the control and treatment plots, five parallel, randomly located, 50-m transects were established from a
baseline using X and Y coordinates generated by a computerized random number generator. Transects
were permanently marked, assigned numbers, and labeled. Although it would have been preferable to
collect a full year’s worth of data prior to herbicide application in 1997, logistics and the required time
frame only allowed for a single spring sampling prior to herbicide application. The treatment plot was
sprayed with Tordon22K®, applied at a rate of 1 pint/acre, on June 23-24, 1997, using a truck-mounted
spray unit with a 16.75-m (55-ft) boom. The boom was held approximately 0.6-1.0 m (2-3 ft) above the

" vegetation. A uniform application rate was obtained across the area using a computerized spray system that

regulated the application pressure rate according to the speed of the truck. Some diffuse knapweed plants

“had already bolted and were in the bud stage at the time the spraying occurred, but many rosettes were also

still present. Sampling during 1997 was conducted on June 16-19 and again on September 2—4. In 1998,
sampling was conducted on June 17-19 and August 24-27. In 1999, sampling was conducted on June 14—
18 and August 30-September 1. In 2000, sampling was conducted on June 12-16 and August 28-31. .

During 2001, sampling was conducted on June 11-14 and August 20-23. . v

Species richness was determined in a 2-m-wide belt centered along the length of each 50-m transect. . Every
plant species rooted within the 100-n? area was recorded. In addition, the numbers of woody plant stems
and cactus stems were counted for the 100-m” area and recorded. Basal cover and foliar cover estimates
were made using a point-intercept method along each of the 50-m transects. A 2-m-long rod, with a 6-mm
diameter, was dropped vertically at 50-cm increments along the transect to record a total of 100 intercept
points. Two categories of hits were recorded, basal and foliar. Basal cover hits indicated what material the

- rod contacted at the ground surface. Hits could be vegetation (live plants), litter (fallen dead material), rock
. (pebbles and cobbles that were greater than the rod diameter), bare ground, or water, in that order of

priority based on the protection from erosion each type of cover provided. Basal vegetation hits were .
recorded by species only if the rod was touching the stem or crown of the plant where the plant entered the
ground. Foliar vegetation hits (defined as a portion of a plant touching the rod) were recorded by species in
three categories as defined by height and growth form. The topmost hit of each growth form was recorded.
The growth forms measured were herbaceous, woody <2 m in height, and woody >2 m in height.

Frequency information by species was gathered by randomly locating 25 1-nf quadrats (5 per transect) in
each of the control and treatment plots and recording all species present in each plot. Stem density counts
for diffuse knapweed also were made using these same quadrats. No distinctions were made during counts
between seedlings, rosettes, or adult plants. More detailed summaries of these specific methods are found
in the Environmental Monitoring Department Operating Procedures Manual (DOE 1995), the High Value
Vegetation Survey Plan for the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site (K-H 1997), and the 2001
Ecological Field Monitoring Plans for the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site (K-H 2001).

Species richness data were summarized by generating species lists for the control and treatment plots for
each sampling period. In addition, other species diversity variables were calculated from the species lists.
Basal cover data were reported as total percent cover of vegetation, litter, rock, and bare ground. Foliar
cover data were reported as frequency, absolute cover, and relative cover for each species encountered.
Frequency from the cover data was defined as the percent of point-intercept transects in which a species
occurred, out of the total five possible sampled per plot. Absolute foliar cover was the percentage of the
number of hits on a species out of the total number of hits possible at a plot (500). This value is the actual
cover of a species. Relative foliar cover was the number of hits on a species relative to the total number of
vegetative hits recorded per plot (i.e., the percent of total vegetative cover [100 percent] represented by the
species). .

Both absolute and relative foliar cover values are means averaged over the five transects. Frequency based
‘on quadrats (n=25) was defined as the number of quadrats in which a species was recorded, divided by 25

(the total number of quadrats possible), multiplied by 100. Density count data were summarized as the
mean number of stems per square meter based on the 25 quadrats sampled within each plot (n=25). .
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For most results, descriptive comparisons were made between the control and treatment plots from the five
years of data to examine potential changes over time—pre-treatment to post-treatment. Summaries of
species richness, cover, and frequency were summarized by combining data from the five control transects
and five treatment transects for each sampling event, respectively. A Sorensen coefficient of similarity was
used to assess the species richness similarity between the control and treatment data (Brower and Zar -

_1977). A Shannon-Weaver diversity index was used to calculate diversity and was conducted using the
relative foliar cover data (Brower and Zar 1977). Statistical analysis of the results was conducted only

when mean values were different enough to suggest a meaningful interpretation. Where normality,

_variance, and dependence requirements were met, parametric tests were used to compare results, otherwise

non-parametric tests were used. Independent samples (i.e., the control versus treatment for specific
sampling periods) were compared using t-tests, or Mann-Whitney U tests (SigmaStat 1997; Fowler and
Cohen 1990; Sheskin 1997), as appropriate. Dependent sample comparisons (i.e., within treatment over

.time) were done using repeated measures ANOVA tests, paired t-tests, Wilcoxon’s test for matched pairs,
-or Friedman's repeated measures ANOVA (SigmaStat 1997; Fowler and Cohen 1990; Sheskin 1997), as

appropriate. Where applicable, a Bonferroni, Dunnett’s, or Tukey tests were used for pairwise multiple

comparison procedures to isolate groups that differed from one another (SigmaStat 1997). Frequency

analyses were done using a McNemar test (Sheskin 1997). A detrended correspondence analysis (DCA;
PC-ORD 1999) ordination technique was used to evaluate the relationships between the control and treated
areas for each sampling session based on species abundances.

.Results

Species Richness

* Species richness was originally higher in the treatment plot compared to the control plot by 6 species ..

(Tables 4-1 and 4-2; Figure 4-2). After the herbicide application in 1997, overall species richness in the
treatment plot declined initially by 12 species (from 74 to 62 species). However, by the following spring

"(1998) it had returned to 70 species (equal that in the control:plot). Since spring 1999, the treatment plot
‘ 'has had 5 to 15 more species than the control plot durmg each monitoring session.

A Sorensen coefficient of similarity was used to compare mmal 1997 species rlchness to that in 2001 for
both the control and treatment plots. Comparing spring 1997 to spring 2001 resulted in a Sorensen index

value of 0.86 for the control plot and 0.80 for the treatment plot, indicating slightly greater similarity in
‘species richness in the control plot, five growing seasons after the herbicide application. The spring 1997
‘control-versus-treatment Sorensen index value was 0.85, and 0.81 in summer 2001. Thus, five growing

seasons after the herbicide application, the similarity of species richness between the control and treatment
plots is slightly less than prior to the start of the study.

Diffuse Knapweed Response

Diffuse knapweed densities declined significantly in the treatment plot after the herbicide application and
“continued to remain at low levels through 2000, four growing seasons after the herbicide application
"(Table 4-1, Figure 4-3; Friedman's repeated measures ANOVA by Ranks, X = 82.36, df = 9, P < 0.001).

However, in spring 2001, diffuse knapweed density in the treatment plot increased to over 40 plants/nf and

.was no longer significantly different from the original density in 1997 (Table 4-1, Figure 4- 3 Fnedman s
-repeated measures ANOVA by Ranks, X% =82.36,df =9, P < 0.001).

Seasonal fluctuations were observed in diffuse knapweed densities in the control plot (Table 4-1,

"Figure 4-3). However, only the spring 1999 diffuse knapweed density showed a statistically significant

increase in the control plot, from 5.6 plants/nf in 1997 to 26.1 plants/nt (Table 4-1, Figure 4-3; Friedman's
repeated measures ANOVA by Ranks, X2 =78.40, df = 9, P<0.001). None of the other spring spikes in
diffuse knapweed density in the control plot were statistically different from initial conditions (Figure 4-3;
P > 0.05).
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4.4.5

Diffuse knapweed frequency has remained fairly stable in the control plot from 1997 through 2001, with
the exception of a sharp peak (increase) during spring 1999 (Table 4-1; Figure 4-4). In the treatment plot,
during the same time period, diffuse knapweed frequency declined steadily, from 80 percent before |
herbicide treatment in 1997 to a low of 20 in summer 1998. However, since then it has increased, peaking

- in spring 2001 at 72 percent, only 8 percent less than the original frequency of 80 percent in 1997.

. Diffuse knapweed cover declined sharply in both the control and treatment plots after the herbicide -

application (Figure 4-5). However, since spring 2000, diffuse knapweed cover has increased significantly
in the control plot compared to the treatment plot and continues to remain significantly higher (Figure:4-5).

‘Cactus Density Response

. Cactus densities and frequencies in the control plot for twistspine prickly pear (Opuntia macorhiza).and
" hedgehog cacti (Echinocereus viridiflorus) remained generally stable from 1997 to 2001, (P > 0.05; -

Table 4-1; Figures 4-6 and 4-7). In the treatment plot, however, densities for these two species both
declined significantly after the herbicide treatment (Table 4-1; Figures 4-6 and 4-7). The twistspine prickly

-pear density decreased significantly by 94 percent from 1997 to 2001 (Figure 4-6; One Way Repeated

Measures ANOVA, F = 54.559, P < 0.001) and remains far below that of pre-treatment levels or that found
in the control plot. The frequency of the twistspine prickly pear decreased significantly by more than 80
percent (Table 4-3; McNemar test, X2 = 11.1, df = 1, P <0.01). Hedgehog cactus density and frequency
also decreased significantly in the treatment plot from spring 1997 to spring 2001 (Tables 4-1 and 4-3,
Figure 4-7, One Way Repeated Measures ANOVA, F = 9.287, P < 0.001; McNemar test, X?=6.1,df=1,

" P < 0.05), with the density decreasing by 95 percent. Continued monitoring will detect when and if the

cacti begin to return to these areas.

Diversity Response

-~ Shannon-Weaver diversity indices for the control and treatment plots are shown, .by sampling event,'in
.Table 4-1 and Figure 4-8. No significant changes.were observed in the control plot from 1997 through

2001 (P> 0.035; Figure 4-8). In the treatment plot, a statistically significant loss of diversity was observed

“after the herbicide application in spring 1997, lasting through summer 1999 (Figure 4-8; One Way

Repeated Measures ANOVA, F =3.913, P <0.05). However, in spring 2000 and throughout all of 2001,
diversity was no longer statistically different from the initial diversity in the treatment plot (Figure 4-8;

: P>0.05). In comparison to the control plot however, during the summers of 2000 and 2001, diversity in

the treatment plot remained significantly lower than that in the control plot (Figure 4-8; summer 2000: T-
test, t = 3.54, df = 8, P < 0.05; summer 2001: T-test, t = 2.54, df = 8, P < 0.05).

Plant Frequency Response

Individual species frequencies measured during each sampling event are presented in Table 4-3 for both the
control and treatment plots. Taking into account changes that occurred in the control plot from spring.1997
to spring 2001 (i.e., assumed to be natural variability in species frequency), those species in the treatment
plot that showed the greatest change in frequency are shown in Table 4-4. Only those species that showed
changes of 12 percent or more (negative or positive) are listed, because the presence of a species in a single
quadrat represents 4 percent (n = 25). Changes of 8 percent or less are as likely explained by chance'as by
any response to the herbicide application, given the natural variability of species on the prairie. Eleven
species continue to show declines in frequency (Table 4-4). The species showing the greatest decreases
were twistspine prickly pear and Fendler’s sandwort (4renaria fendleri), with decreases of 52 and 28
percent, respectively, in the treatment plot compared to the control plot. Of the other nine species listed as
having experienced declines in frequency, seven were native species and two were non-native (Table 4-4).
Several species also showed increases in frequency in the treatment plot versus control plot analysis -
(Table 4-4).
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4.4.6

Vegetation Cover Response

Foliar cover results, by species and species groupings, for the control and treatment plots from 1997 to
2001, by sampling session, are presented in Tables 4-5 and 4-6, respectively. Change in species
composition was evaluated by examining changes in the amounts of foliar cover provided by different
species or groups of species. For this year’s analyses absolute (actual) foliar cover values are discussed in
most cases. Relative foliar cover values are presented in the tables, however, and are included in the .

“discussion where applicable.

Examination of the cover data showed seasonal shifts in cover amounts for many of the species groupings

- " (Tables 4-5 and 4-6). Total foliar cover, total native foliar cover, and total non-native foliar cover values

for both the control and treatment plots showed essentially parallel responses from 1997 through 2001

- (Tables 4-5 and 4-6; Figure 4-9). The only fluctuation in total foliar cover in the treatment plot compared
- to the control plot occurred in summer 1997, and most of this resulted from the loss of non-native foliar

cover (Tables 4-5 and 4-6; Figure 4-9). It was not significantly different (P > 0.05), however, and thus the

- total foliar cover present on the grassland was not affected by the herbicide treatment. o

- Species composition was affected though. In the control plot, total forb cover did not change significantly v

- from 1997 through 2001, varying from about 9 to 15 percent (P > 0.05; Figure 4-10). Total forb cover'in

.- the treatment plot, however, dropped significantly—from more than 12 percent initially in 1997 to a low of

less than 4 percent in summer 1998—in response to the herbicide (Figure 4-10; One Way Repeated
Measures ANOVA, F=3.996, P < 0.05). With the exception of summer 1999 and spring 2001, the total
forb cover has remained significantly lower than the initial 12.2 percent found in spring 1997 (Figure 4-10;
One Way Repeated Measures ANOVA, F =3.996, P < 0.05). Taking into account changes in the control
plot however, total forb cover in the treatment plot has only been significantly different in spring and -
summer 1998 and again in summer 2001 (Figure 4-10; T-tests, t = 4.346,t=3.444,t=5.379, respectnvely,
df =8, P <0.05).

= Non-native foliar cover was eliminated from the treatment plot throughout 1998, the second growing

“season after treatment, but began to return again in 1999 and has increased to just over 2 percent in the

summer of 2001 (Figure 4-11). Non-native cover in the treatment plot continued to be significantly below

~that of the control plot in the late summer of 2001 (Figure 4-11; T-test, t = 2.882,df = 8, P < 0.05). In the

control plot, non-native cover also declined throughout 1998 and spring 1999, but then increased to 6 -
percent by summer2001 (Figure 4-11). Diffuse knapweed accounted for the largest portion of non-native

- cover in both the control and treatment plots in summer 2001 (Tables 4-5 and 4-6). Native forb cover was
.equal in the control and treatment plots prior to the herbicide application (Figure 4-11). However, after the

herbicide application, native forb cover dropped in the treatment plot and was significantly different from
the control plot throughout 1998 (Figure 4-11; spring 1998, T-test, t = 3.523, df = 8, P < 0.05; summer.
1998, T-test, t = 2.603, df = 8, P < 0.05). By 1999, however, native forb cover was no longer significantly

-different from the control plot and remained that way through spring 2000, by which time it was essentially

equal to that in the control plot (P > 0.05). The past two summers (2000 and 2001), however, the native

" forb cover has declined in the treatment plot and been significantly different from the control plot

(Figure 4-11; summer 2000, T-test, t = 3.226,df = §, P < 0.05; summer 2001, T-test, t = 3.592, df =8, P <

0.05).

‘Total gra}ninoid cover amounts in the control and treatment plots have essentially paralleled each other

since the herbicide application (Figure 4-12). Although some significant increases have been seen in total
graminoid cover since the herbicide application (P < 0.05), these increases have occurred in both the
control and treatment plots with no significant differences between them (Figure 4-12; P > 0.05). Split out
by cool-season and warm-season graminoid species, the cover of both the control and treatment plots have
shown generally parallel, seasonal fluctuations with no significant differences between the control and

“treatment plots (P > 0.05).

Detrended correspondence analysis (DCA) results based on species cover by sample session show that the
control and treatment areas had some initial separation along axis 1 and axis 2 (Figure 4-13). The control
plot shows the natural annual and seasonal variability of cover, to which the treatment plot is compared. So
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differences between them should be attributable to the herbicide application. Both the control plot and
treatment plot data show a consistent spring to summer, right to left shift along axis 1. Total foliar cover

_and total graminoid cover (Tables 4-6 and 4-7) showed large seasonal increases from spring to summer,

thus perhaps best explaining axis 1. During 1998 and 1999, the control plot shifted toward the lower end of
axis 2, before returning to a position above its original starting location in 1997, and ending slightly higher
in 2000 and 2001. Comparing the locations of the treatment plot over the same period of time, the same
shift to the lower end of axis 2 was present in 1998 and 1999. However, the 2000 and 2001 positions while
shifting back toward the original location in 1997 are still below where they are in the control plot and
below the original treatment plot origin. Thus there is still some difference in the treatment plot resultmg

- from the herbicide application. @

Discussion

The effect of the herbicide Tordon22K® on diffuse knapweed and other species on the xeric tallgrass prairie

:was examined to provide important information for weed control and resource management activities at the .

Site. The herbicide application was effective at controlling diffuse knapweed at the study location on the
xeric tallgrass prairie for approximately four field seasons after treatment. In the fifth year, diffuse ..
knapweed densities and frequencies returned to above and near pre-treatment levels, respectively, showing

- little difference as compared to the control plot. The increased germination of diffuse knapweed seed in the
- seed bank (based on increased knapweed density) is indicative of the waning residual effect of the

Tordon22K®. Diffuse knapweed cover, however, still remains significantly lower in the treatment plot
compared to the control plot. The delayed response of diffuse knapweed cover is largely attributable to the

“biennial growth habitat of the species. After germination, the species typically overwinters as a rosette, so

most of the density and frequency increases for diffuse knapweed seen in 2001 were of seedlings and:.

" rosettes. Those that survive the winter will then bolt and become adult plants in 2002, thus increasing-the
+‘amount of diffuse knapweed cover (i.e., due to the much larger size of the adult plants compared to the

seedlings and rosettes). So it is likely that with sufficient overwinter survival, diffuse knapweed cover will
increase substantially in 2002 if no additional control efforts are applied.

'The response of the Xeric tallgrass prairie species to the herb1c1de application has been more or less what
"-was expected. Declines in species richness in the treated area were temporal, recovering within a year.after
“the herbicide application, and remaining higher in the treated area than that in the control area. Species
“richness similarity from 1997 to 2001 was slightly higher in the control plot than in the treatment plot;

suggesting some possible changes resulting from the herbicide application. However, examination of
annual/seasonal species lists (Table 4-2) showed no substantial changes in species richness at the treatment
plot resulting from the herbicide application. The natural variability of many of the species makes it -

impractical to attribute any changes to the herbicide.

" ‘Species diversity declined significantly in the treated area and remained significantly less compared to the
“initial 1997 values until 2001 (Figure 4-8), thus showing a similar response to the herbicide as did diffuse
"knapweed abundance. Compared to the control plot however, significant differences in species diversity

were only noted during the summer sampling sessions from 1997 to 2001. Spring comparisons between the
control and treatment were not significantly different, thus suggesting a seasonality effect. :

Further investigation into this showed that most of the change in the diversity index in the treated area.is
attributable to the loss of forb cover (Figure 4-10). Total forb cover in the treated area declined !

‘significantly after the herbicide application and has remained significantly lower than the original amount

" throughout the duration of the study with the exception of spring 2001. The general appearance of the
'species diversity graph and total forb cover graph are strikingly similar (Figures 4-8 and 4-10). Compared
to the control area however, forb cover in the treated area was only significantly different in 1998 and again

in summer 2001. It was no different from the control area in 1999, two field seasons after the herbicide
was applied. Thus total forb cover does not seem account for the seasonality effect seen in the diversity
data. However, split out by native versus non-native forb cover, the data reveal that reduced summer native
forb cover in the treated areas, combined with increased summer native forb cover in the control areas
seems to be largely responsible for the seasonality difference in the diversity measure (Figure 4-11).
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Efforts to determine which native species are accounting for the lower late summer forb cover.in the
treatment plot are confounded by the fact that native forb composition was not the same in the control and
treatment plots prior to the herbicide application. In addition, the problem is compounded by the fact that
most of the forbs are rarely encountered using the point-intercept method, so few hits are available for
analysis by individual species. Nevertheless, late summer native forb cover in the treated areas remams
significantly below that in the control areas five years after the herbicide application.

The response of the graminoid component of the plant community has been to increase and replace the
significant loss of forb cover resulting from the herbicide application. The fact that total foliar cover in the
treated area did not change even after the loss of forb cover demonstrates this. Qualitative observations
have also noted the increased health, vigor, and flowering of the grasses in treatment areas after the
herbicide application. It is important to note however, that the increase in graminoid cover in the treatment
area was not enough to make it statistically significantly different from the control area. Some of this is
explained by the fact that the original amount of graminoid cover in the treated area was lower than that in
the control.. After the herbicide application, however, graminoid cover in the treated area rose above that in
the control, but not enough to reach a point where it was significantly different from the control. No
significant changes in warm-season versus cool-season graminoid cover were observed during the study.
The control and treatment responses paralleled each other. The increase in graminoid cover is a desired
response because it is hoped that the increased perennial cover will help to compete against the diffuse
knapweed and other noxious weeds in the future.

In general, the data from the Site are consistent with data from other studies that have shown an initial
decline of species diversity, loss of forb and weed cover, and increase in graminoid vigor and cover after
application of Tordon22K® Rice and Toney (1996) reported decreases in forb cover due to herbicide
treatments on native prairie in Montana. They reported that these responses were transitory, however, and
that forb values returned to pre-treatment levels after about three years. Rice et al. (1997) found that
species diversity also declined after spraying with Tordon22K®, but recovered after 2-3 years. Both of
these studies also indicated that, as a result of lost weed and forb cover (i.e., reduced competition), the
graminoid component of the community responded vigorously. In the Lolo National Forest in Montana,
Henry (1998) reported that two years after.spraying with Tordon22K®, a mountain grassland community
had a 95 percent reduction in weed biomass and an 86 percent decrease in forb biomass. Associated with
this was a 714 percent increase in grass biomass. The major difference observed during this study at the:
Site, however, has been the lack of return of the late summer native forb component. Thus differences due
to species composition, soils, and/or climate are apparently having some effect on the results seen here.

These data raise some important points to consider for diffuse knapweed control on the xeric tallgrass
prairie at the Site. It is important to note that the overall species richness of the prairie was not altered.
However, the abundance of many species was changed, especially with respect to the forbs. The continued
reduced cover of native forb species, five years after treatment, is of particular concern, since many of these
species contribute to the uniqueness of the xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site. Continued reapplication of -
broad-leaf, non-species-specific, herbicides (such as Tordon22K®) without allowing enough time for
complete recovery of the native forb component of the community will only lead to the further reduction of
the native forb component of the community and inhibit its ability to compete with the ever increasing
number of exotic species. The use of a more selective herbicide such as Transline® will be necessary until
the community has recovered. It is also apparent, however, that sole reliance on the continual reapplication
of herbicides is not a viable long-term solution by itself. The cost in both dollars, and to the environment,
is high. Integration with other control methods such as biocontrol, prescribed burning, fencing, and
potentially grazing are necessary to improve environmental conditions for the desired native species and to
succeed in controlling and reducing diffuse knapweed infestations to acceptable levels in the long-term. -

The lack of more substantial increases of graminoid cover, given the reduction in competition from the
forbs, suggests that perhaps there are other limiting factors (such as moisture or nitrogen) controlling plant
growth on the xeric tallgrass prairie. If these could be identified and adjusted in combination with weed
controf measures it may be possible to further enhance conditions for the native species to the detriment of
the exotics.
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One additional “lessons learned” worth mentioning is the temporal aspects of monitoring. The importance
of long-term datasets cannot be underestimated; this study is a good example. The notable decline of
species diversity and native forb cover in the 2000 late summer dataset was noticed and mentioned first in
the 2000 annual vegetation report. Given that these variables had previously “recovered”, based on earlier
data, the explanation given for that “fluke” in the data was that it was a combination of drought and
herbicide interaction. With the additional year of data it has now become more apparent that perhaps this is
a longer-term depression of the summer native forb component of the grassland. Without the fifth year of
data, however, this would not have been known and potentially erroneous conclusions might have been
drawn.. Continued monitoring of these sites may help answer the question concerning recovery time before
reapplication of a non-selective herbicide is warranted on the xeric tallgrass prairie.

Conclusions

An application of Tordon22K® on the xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site provided four years of control for
diffuse knapweed, the primary target species. Initial declines in species richness were transitory,and no
changes in overall foliar cover were observed. Total forb cover remains significantly lower than it:was
originally, but compared to the control has generally recovered. However, native forb cover continues to
remain significantly lower, during the late summer, in the treatment area after five years. This warrants
concern since many of these species contribute to the uniqueness and diversity of the xeric tallgrass prairie
at the Site. Additional recovery time for the native, late summer forb component of the community-is
required before additional non-selective herbicide applications are used. Otherwise, further declines in the
forb component of the community are likely. In general, the loss of forb cover has been made up by
increases in graminoid cover, although it is likely that other factors may be limiting plant growth. .
Integration with other control methods such as blocontro] prescnbed burning to increase the vigor of native
species, fencing, and potentially grazing are necessary to improve environmental conditions for the desired
native species and succeed in uitimately controlling and reducing diffuse knapweed infestations to -
acceptable levels in the long-term. :
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Aerial Herbicide Application Diffuse Knapweed Monitoring

5.1

5.2

Introduction

During May 1999, the herbicide Tordon22K® was applied from a helicopter to control diffuse knapweed
(Centaurea diffusa) and other noxious weeds on approximately 1,500 acres at the Rocky Flats
Environmental Technology Site (Site). To evaluate the effectiveness of the aerial herbicide application on
diffuse knapweed, the primary target species, a monitoring effort was undertaken. :

The following questions were proposed for investigation:

1. Isthe aerial herbicide application effective at reducing the frequency and cover of
- diffuse knapweed?

2. How does the aerial herbicide application compare to previous ground applications
for controlling diffuse knapweed at the same application rates?

3. Isthere evidence of undesirable drift or other unintentional application outside the
specified application areas? If so, what were the impacts?

This report presents and updates the results of the 2001 monitoring with respect to question 1 above. .:
Answers to questlons 2 and 3 were answered and reported in the 1999 Annual Vegetation Report for the-,
Rocky Flats Enwronmental Technology Site (K-H 2000).

Methods

The study was conducted at three replicated circular plots (AS-1, AS-2, and AS-3) chosen subjectively for
their high infestation of diffuse knapweed in the xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site (Figure 5-1).. Each plot
was 30 m in diameter, and the center of each plot was permanently staked with rebar. Using randomly
generated X (distance from center stake) and Y (aspect) coordinates, a total of 20 quadrats (0.5x 1 m; 10
control and 10 treatment) were located in each plot. No overlapping of quadrats was allowed. The
southwest corner of each quadrat location was permanently staked, assigned a number, and tagged.
Quadrats were aligned using a compass, with the 1-m side of the quadrat running east-west and the
southwest corner of the quadrat touching the stake. Quadrats were sampled in mid-May 1999 on the day
before and morning of the aerial herbicide application, and again in August 1999, May 2000, August 2000,
April/May 2001, and August 2001. At each quadrat, diffuse knapweed cover was estimated using the cover
class system shown in Table 5-1. Only live diffuse knapweed plants were used to estimate cover. It should
be noted therefore that the spring cover data represent only seedling and rosette cover, while the summer
data represents the cover of seedling, rosette, and adult plants. At each plot, photographs were taken of five
control and five treatment quadrats. Photographs were taken with a single-lens reflex (SLR) camera with a
35-mm lens. Photographs were taken looking straight down on the center of each quadrat from eye level
(approximately 1.5 m), while standing facing south so that the permanent stake is in the upper right hand
corner of the photograph. .

After the initial monitoring of the quadrats, but prior to the 1999 aerial herbicide application, the 10 control
quadrats at each plot were covered with black plastic that was weighted down to hold it in place during
spraying. This was done to prevent the herbicide from reaching the plants and surface of the ground. The
aerial herbicide application was conducted on May 12 and 13,1999. The black plastic was removed within
a few hours after the aerial herbicide application had taken place. A helicopter was used to apply the
herbicide.
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Diffuse knapweed cover was summarized for the control and treatment areas during each sampling session.
Cover data were summarized and analyzed using the midpoint of each cover class (Table 5-1). Monitoring
results in 2001 are summarized for plots AS-1 and AS-2 only. During the aerial herbicide application in.
spring 2001, parts of the AS-3 plot were inadvertantly sprayed with Tordon22K®. For comparison to past
results, all previous years were reanalyzed using only AS-1 and AS-2 data. All 20 quadrats for the control
and treatment analyses, respectively, were summarized together for both cover and frequency comparisons.
Statistical comparisons were made between and within the control and treatment areas for each sample .
session and across time (pre- and post-treatment) using non-parametric tests because the data failed
normality criteria. Independent samples (control versus treatment) were tested using a Mann-Whitney rank
sum test, and dependent samples (control and treatment through time, respectively) were tested witha -
Friedman repeated measures ANOVA (SigmaStat 1997). Multiple comparison tests (Bonferroni t—test or
Dunnett’s) were used to separate means or medians at the 5% level of probablhty Frequency analyses .
were conducted using a McNemar test (Sheskin 1997). .

Results

Initial cover amounts for diffuse knapweed (seedlings and rosettes) at the control and treatment plots prior
to aerial herbicide application were not statistically different, averaging approximately 11 and. 8 percent;’
respectively (Figure 5-2; P > 0.05). However, approximately 3 months after the herbicide application, -
diffuse knapweed cover amounts (seedlings, rosettes, and adults) were statistically different between the
late summer control and treatment plots, averaging 30 percent and less than 1 percent, respectively

(Figure 5-2; Mann-Whitney rank sum test, P < 0.001; median: control = 26.25, treatment = 0). Throughout
2000, diffuse knapweed cover in the treatment plots remained significantly lower than that in the control
plots in both the spring (Figure 5-2; Mann-Whitney rank sum test, P < 0.001; median: control = 15,
treatment = 0) and summer (Figure 5-2; Mann-Whitney rank sum test, P < 0.001; median: control = 62.5,
treatment = 0). In 2001, the differences in diffuse knapweed cover between the control and treatment plots
continued to be significantly different in the spring (Table 5-2; Mann-Whitney rank sum test, P <0.01; -
median: control = 15, treatment = 0), and in the summer (Table 5-2; Mann-Whitney rank sum.test, P < -
0.001; median: control = 50, treatment = 2.5). Additionally, comparison of the pre-application versus post-
application diffuse knapweed cover amounts for the control and treatment plots, respectively, showed
statistically significant changes. At the control plots, diffuse knapweed cover has increased significantly
from a mean of 11 percent to over 43 percent from May 1999 to August 2001 (Figure 5-2; Friedman
repeated measures ANOVA, P <0.001). At the treatment plots, diffuse knapweed cover decreased
significantly from 8 percent to less than 1 percent cover from May 1999 to August 2000 (Figure 5-2;
Friedman repeated measures ANOVA, P <0.001). However, in both spring and summer 2001, diffuse
knapweed density increased slightly and was no longer statistically different from the original cover value
in May 1999 (Figure 5-2; Friedman repeated measures ANOVA, P > 0.05). Diffuse knapweed frequency
in the control plots did not change significantly from 1999 to 2001 (Figure 5-3; P > 0.05). In the treatment
plots, however, the frequency of diffuse knapweed dropped signifi cantly from 75 percent before treatment
in 1999 to 5 percent in summer 2000 (Figure 5-3; McNemar test, X? = 12.1, df = 1, P< 0.01). By spring
2001, diffuse knapweed was increasing, but was still significantly lower than the origina] frequency in 1999
(Figure 5-3; McNemar test, X?= 4.2,df=1, P <0.05). By summer 2001, however, it was no. longer
significantly different from the original frequency (Figure 5-3; P > 0.05).

Discussion

The aerial herbicide application of Tordon22K® by helicopter has been shown to effectively control diffuse
knapweed for two to three years at the study locations since the original application in May 1999. Diffuse
knapweed cover dropped to less than 1 percent in the sprayed areas where monitoring was conducted.
Additionally, diffuse knapweed frequency was significantly reduced in the sprayed areas. Qualitative
observations elsewhere indicated similar success at most treatment areas on the xeric tallgrass prairie. At
most of these locations, essentially no adult diffuse knapweed plants were observed in late summer 1999,
except where small spots were missed. As aresult, the annual seed set in these areas was reduced to near
zero, and little spread of diffuse knapweed occurred from these areas because no adult plants were available
to blow across the landscape. In 2000, the second year after application, quantitative data continued to.. ..
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show significantly less diffuse knapweed in the treatment plots compared to the control plots. However,
qualitative observations near the study sites began to show that some diffuse knapweed was returning,
largely in areas of missed flight lines and on burrow mounds disturbed by small mammals. In 2001, data
from this study have shown that although diffuse knapweed cover in the treatment plots is still significantly
less than the control plots, the frequency of diffuse knapweed has increased in the treatment plots and is no
longer significantly lower than the control plots. It is likely that by 2002, diffuse knapweed cover will,
increase substantially because the higher frequency of diffuse knapweed observed in 2001 is largely from
rosettes that will bolt and become adult plants in 2002. Thus an increase in frequency of diffuse knapweed,

- -without a concurrent increase in cover, could be used as a trigger that signals the need for treatment the

following year to prevent the production of adult seed producing plants. Mapping data from 2001 near the
study plots also shows that diffuse knapweed is returning to the areas and will need additional control in the -
near future (see the chapter 1 in this annual report). In general, these data agree with data from a larger
quantitative study conducted at the Site that has been evaluating the impacts of Tordon22K® on the native
plants on the xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site (see the 2001 Monitoring Summary for Diffuse Knapweed

- Control Study in this annual report). The fact that diffuse knapweed is beginning to return more quickly

than was originally intended is somewhat disheartening. Reapplication with Tordon22K® is not

. recommended so soon after the original application because of potential impacts to the native forb
- community that is still recovering from the first application. Reapplication with a more species-specific

compound such as Transline® is possible,.although costs are higher and reapplication on an annual basis is

. necessary. Although not unexpected, it is apparent that without the ability to conduct effective spot control

along missed flightlines and on small mammal mounds where diffuse knapweed is a continual problem

. (sometimes within a year after treatment) repeated application on a large scale will be necessary to control

the large infestations present at the Site. Integration with other techniques such as biocontrols that have
been shown to be effective on Boulder County Open Space lands to the north of the Site (Seastedt 2001)
are in progress now and, if these can be shown to be effective here at the Site, should reduce future reliance

. on herbicides alone as an effective control method. The use of prescribed fire in conjunction with herbicide

applications in these areas may. also help increase and prolong the effectiveness of such herbicide

applications and improve the competitive ability of the native species. - v

Conclusions

In summary, the 1999 aerial herbicide application of Tordon22K® on the xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site
has effectively controlled diffuse knapweed at the treatment study plots for two to three years. As aresuit,
annual seed set at these locations has been dramatically reduced, and the chance of these infestations
spreading from these treated areas greatly reduced, because fewer adult plants are available to tumble -
across the landscape. In 2001, diffuse knapweed has begun to return and increase at many of the treated
locations and will require additional control efforts in the near future. Integration with other control

" techniques such as biocontrols that have been released at the Site could help reduce the long-term reliance
* on herbicides alone as an effective tool for managing the large infestations at the Site. Improvements will
" continue to be made in the management of diffuse knapweed at the Site, integrating chemical control with

other methods, while proactively managing the Site’s ecological resources.
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2001 Diffuse Knapweed Biocontrol Monitoring Summary

6.1

6.2

6.3

Introduction

During 2001, a diffuse knapweed seedhead weevil (Larinus minutus), was released at six locations

(Figure 6-1) at the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site (the Site) to help control diffuse knapweed
(Centaurea diffusa) infestations at the Site. Larinus minutus has been shown to be an effective biocontrol -
agent when used in conjunction with other biocontrol insects at a research site located on Boulder County
Open Space north of the Site (Seastedt et al. 2001). In order to evaluate the effectiveness of the biocontrol
releases, a simple monitoring program was established using both qualitative and quantitative measures.
This report summarizes the pre-release conditions at five of the release locations chosen for study.

Objectives of the study include:

1. Evaluate changes in pre- and post-treatment diffuse knapweed cover and density at the release

locations.
2. Document visually, through photo-monitoring, changes in diffuse knapweed infestations at the release
locations. .
Methodology

At each of the five release locations chosen for monitoring (Figure 6-1), a total of ten 1-nf quadrats were. -
randomly located. Within each of the quadrats the cover and density of diffuse knapweed was measured. -
and recorded. Cover was visually estimated by cover class (1 = <5%; 2 = 6-25%; 3 = 26-50%; 4= 51-75%;
5=>75%). Cover was estimated using all plants that had a canopy within the quadrat frame, regardless of
whether they were rooted within the quadrat frame. Diffuse knapweed density was counted and recorded
as the number of adult, reproducing plants rooted within the quadrat frame. No counts of diffuse knapweed
seedlings or rosettes were made. ’ '

Random locations were determined using random aspects and distances from the center flag at the release
location. Distances consisted of whole numbers and were paced off from the center flag. At each release.
location, the maximum distance used did not exceed the boundaries of the knapweed infestation.
Placement of the quadrat was done such that one side of the quadrat was approximately centered and
perpendicular to the line paced from the center flag. Future sampling will be conducted using new random
locations.

Photographs were taken in the four cardinal directions from the center flag and from a location looking
back to the overall infestation in order to document visually the level of infestation.

Results and Discussion

A total of approximately 2185 L. minutus weevils were released at the Site during 2001. The total number
of L. minutus insects released at each location is shown in Table 6-1. The high number released in the one
Rock Creek drainage (Site LM6) are part of a study being conducted by Texas A&M University. No cover
or density data were collected at LM6 as part of the on-Site monitoring because the Texas A&M :
researchers are collecting their own data at that location. The overall mean cover of diffuse knapweed
plants at the five monitored release locations was 21.4% (Table 6-2, Figure 6-2). The overall mean density.
of adult plants at the release locations was 9.1 plants/nf (Table 6-2, Figure 6-2). The percent cover and
density of diffuse knapweed plants at each release location is shown in Table 6-2 and Figure 6-2. Future '\
monitoring will be conducted to evaluate the effectiveness of the biocontrols. Photo monitoring results
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showing the pre-release conditions at each release location can be found in the Appendices on the CD-
ROM at the end of this report.

Conclusions

Approximately 2185 L. minutus insects were released at several locations across the Site during 2001 to
assist in the control of diffuse knapweed. Monitoring was established to document the effectiveness of the
control efforts over the next several years.
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Diffuse Knapweed Movement and Dispersal Investigation

71

7.2

Introduction

Diffuse knapweed (Centaurea diffusa) is an aggressive noxious weed that can disperse across large
expanses of open land by tumbling during periods of high wind. The use of herbicides to control diffuse
knapweed at the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site (the Site) have proven very effective at
keeping seed production and the number of adult plants to a minimum in the areas sprayed. One of the
problems with maintaining control, however, is that in addition to the fact that viable diffuse knapweed
seed can exist in the seed bank for up to 10 years, off-site populations continue to spread new seed onto
DOE property. Often new seed is spread into the areas that have been treated with herbicides thereby
limiting the effectiveness of the control efforts. Some of the seed comes onto the Site from the mining
operations to the west. Additionally, where no control has been conducted or less effective control has
been achieved at some locations at the Site, diffuse knapweed plants continue to blow across the landscape
throughout the winter months, further infesting new locations. In fall 2000, a study was designed to
evaluate significance of diffuse knapweed movement at the Site. The following questions were proposed
for investigation:

e  What percentage of a diffuse knapweed infestation blows away each winter during the high winds at
the Site? o

e  What are the average and maximum distances that diffuse knapweed plants are observed to move
across the Site? :

e  What is the pattern of their movement and dispersal from their point of origin?
What are the most common obstructions to diffuse knapweed movement?
What recommendations for management can be made based on the results of this investigation? -

Methodology

The study was conducted in the Buffer Zone at the Site during the winter of 2000-2001. Three locations
were subjectively selected at the Site (Figure 7-1) on the basis that 1) they contained substantial numbers of
diffuse knapweed plants, and 2) they were located in open areas that receive high winds throughout the
winter months. At each location, adult plants were marked on October 17 and 18, 2000. Both larger and
smaller stature plants were selected for marking. At each location plants were spray painted and tagged
with different colored paint and flagging that uniquely identified their origin location (Figure 7-2). The
inflorescence and stem of each plant was painted with brightly colored spray paint so that the plant was
visible from a distance. Each plant stem also had a piece of colored flagging tied to the main stem, above
the lowest branch. The combination of paint color and flagging color used as well as the number of plants .
marked at each location is shown in Table 7-1. Each plant was also labeled (on the flagging) with the site
ID and a plant number. A total of 237 plants were marked at all three locations. The differences in the
number of plants marked at each Site was determined by the number of plants that could be sprayed with
the three cans of spray paint used at each location. The perimeter of the marked individuals at each
location was located with a GPS unit. This information was added to the Site GIS.

Throughout the winter (2000-2001) monitoring was conducted to count the number of individuals
remaining in the original marked populations and to locate missing individuals. Missing individuals were
searched for in the surrounding areas (i.e., primarily downwind). As individuals were found their site ID
and plant number was noted and their location marked on a map or recorded with a GPS unit. Monitoring
was conducted in November 2000, and January, March, and April of 2001.

Data were summarized to determine the total number and percentage of plants that blew away from each
site individually and also collectively. Mean and maximum distances traveled by the plants and plant
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movement distributions were determined using spatial data in the GIS. Distances were measured from a
center point at each study plot.

In addition, counts of the number of diffuse knapweed plants caught in a north-south fence at the Site were
made to determine the effectiveness of a fence for trapping diffuse knapweed plants. The fence used for
the study was a 4-strand barbed wire fence with wooden fence posts spaced approximately 4.5 m (14.76 ft.
apart. The number of plants caught in five sections (each section =2.25 m [7.38 f.] in length) were

counted, averaged, and converted to the total number of plants captured per linear kilometer (and per mile)

of fenceline.
Results

Of all the plants tagged in the plots (237; all sites combined), 132 (56%) blew away during the October
2000 to April 2001 time period (Table 7-2). Examined by individual plot, plot A lost 45% of its plants;
plot B lost 52%, and plot C lost 70%, during this period (Table 7-2)." The greatest period of movement
occurred between November 2000 and January 2001 (Figure 7-3), when 34% of all tagged plants blew
away. Individual plot losses were also highest during this same timeframe when plot A lost 32% of its
plants, plot B lost 25%, and plot C lost 45%.

The maximum wind velocity (based on the Rocky Flats meteorological tower data [10m data]) during the
study period was recorded on December 16, 2001 at approximately 134 kph (83 mph). A total of 28 days
(15%) out of the 185 days in the study period (October 17, 2000 through April 19, 2001) had maximum
wind velocities over 80 kph (50 mph). Examined by 15 minute timeframes, the total number of time
periods that had maximum wind velocities exceeding 80 kph each month are shown in Figure 7-4. The
month of December had the greatest number of high wind periods, which correlates well with when the
greatest movement of diffuse knapweed plants occurred. Throughout the duration of the study the wind
direction was primarily from the northwest. .

The maximum distance tha_t"an individual diffuse knapweed plant was observed to have moved was
approximately 1,480 m (4,857 feet; plot C; Table 7-3, Figure 7-5). The average distance that plants that
blew away during the study period traveled was approximately 399 m (1,310 feet; Table 7-3, Figure 7-5).
At individual plots, average diffuse knapweed movement was greatest at plot B (458 m; 1,501 feet) and
least at plot C (334 m; 1,096 feet; Table 7-3, Figure 7-5). At all plots, the shortest maximum distance

diffuse knapweed was observed to move was 1,120 m (3,676 feet; Plot B, Table 7-3, Figure 7-5). It should L
be noted that 30 percent (40 plants) of the plants that blew away were never relocated. So it is possible that

some of these distances could be farther than these data show.

The pattern of diffuse knapweed movement from each of the three study plots is shown in Figure 7-6. In
each case, the general pattern is more or less directly downwind from the origin location with relatively
little lateral spread from the main axis. There was some slight variation from this at two of the plots. At
plot A in Woman Creek, most plants blew straight down wind, but a couple plants actually ended up

directly south of the plot. Because a ridgetop occurs between plot A and the location where the plants were ;'

found, they either blew south directly over the ridgetop or east to the end of the ridge and then back up the
drainage. In Rock Creek, plot B was located on the northwest edge of the pediment top. Based on multiple
data points for individual plants, the plants blew southeast across the pediment top until they dropped off

the pediment edge at which point they then blew mostly eastward down the length of the drainage to end up

at the locations where they were last found. This is consistent with the prevailing winds and the channeling
effect of the terrain in the valleys below the pediment.

Many different obstacles stopped the diffuse knapweed plants as they moved across the landscape. Many
plants were found at the bottom of embankments or ravines, and just beyond the pediment edges where,
once the plants dropped over the edge, the wind velocity dropped. Other diffuse knapweed plants were
found stuck in various plants that provided a rough or jagged surface in which the open, branched
knapweed plants could become stuck. Common species that captured diffuse knapweed plants included
Spanish bayonet (Yucca glauca), skunkbush sumac (Rhus aromatica), coyote willow (Salix exigua), and

leadplant (4morpha nana). No plants from this study were found stuck in fencelines, probably because few -
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perpendicular fencelines were present downwind of the plots and those fencelines that were present were
fallen down and/or in disrepair.

However, there is plenty of evidence from elsewhere at the Site to show that maintained fencelines can
capture a great abundance of diffuse knapweed plants (Figure7-7). In spring 2001, the number of diffuse
knapweed plants captured by a north-south fenceline (perpendicular to the general wind direction at the
Site) were counted. The average number of plants captured by the fence was 119.73 plants per meter of
fence. This equates to 119,733 plants per linear kilometer (192,651 plants per linear mile) of fence.

On the flat pediment tops or open hillsides there is very little to impede the diffuse knapweed plants and so
they can travel substantial distances in a short period of time. Qualitative observations of diffuse knapweed
plants moving across an open hillside in high winds in the south Buffer Zone, during the timeframe of this
investigation, showed they could move approximately 762 m (2,500 feet; nearly a 1/2 mile) in a matter of a -
few minutes (Nelson 2000).

7;4 Discussion

Diffuse knapweed is a noxious weed that is highly adapted to conditions throughout the western United

States and Canada (Sheley and Larson 1996). Individual plants produce high amounts of seed that remain

in the seed heads until disturbance of the plant occurs. Disturbance typically occurs when the plants break * :
off at ground level and tumble across the landscape, dispersing seed, during high winds (Sheley et al. :
1998). At the Site, windy conditions are common during the winter months and diffuse knapweed is
continually moved across the Site. This study evaluated the significance of this movement at the Site.

- This study indicates that a substantial portion (56%) of the current year’s on-site population of diffuse
knapweed plants may be blown across the Site. The average distance these plants can move was shownto : -
be approximately a quarter of a mile with the maximum distance observed at almost one mile. The pattern
of movement in this study showed a prevailing downwind direction with plants often being caught.in

.various obstacles. .Given the scale and numbers in which these plants are capable of moving across the
landscape, it is apparent that more traditional control efforts (mechanical, chemical, biological) must also .,
include methods to prevent the movement of the species beyond current infestation locations. This.is
especially true where annual treatment of adult, seed producing plants is not possible due to the size of
current infestations and associated costs. Additionally, treated areas must be protected from off-site
immigration of seed dispersing plants to prevent continued addition of new seed, which effectively resets
the seed bank clock.

Table 7-4 illustrates the significance of the problem of not controlling the movement of diffuse knapweed
plants from infested areas. The fact that approximately 56% of the population of tagged diffuse knapweed
plants blew away during the winter of 2000-2001 represents a significant amount of movement of this
species across the Site. Results from another study to the north of the Site, on City of Boulder Open Space
in 1997-1998, found that 16-21% of the diffuse knapweed plants blew away at that location (Beck and
Rittenhouse 1999). Differences in wind speeds during each winter and topographic differences at the
locations likely account for some of the differences observed in these studies. However, using the 2000

| weed mapping data and monitoring data from quantitative studies at the Site, the significance of the

| problem of diffuse knapweed movement at the Site can be estimated (Table 7-4). The table outlines the

‘ initial assumptions and values used to calculate the total number of diffuse knapweed plants estimated to

‘ have moved across the Site during the winter of 2000-2001.

|

Based on this estimate, over 2.3 million diffuse knapweed plants moved at the Site this year alone.

Combined with the fact that this study showed the average movement distance to be over 396m (1,300 feet; -
1/4 mile) and a maximum distance of 1,480 m (4,857 feet; almost 1 mile), there is the potential for a very

large amount of seed being distributed across large areas of the Site annually. Studies elsewhere have

reported that individual diffuse knapweed plants can produce as much as 925 seeds/plant/year (FEIS 2001). - -
Another study reported values for diffuse knapweed seed production ranging from 11,200 to 48,100

seeds/m’ (Sheley et al. 1998). Unpublished data from the University of Colorado, Boulder, has shown that
approximately 18% of seed produced by plants in one year was still present in the seedheads the following
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summer (Lindstrom and Seastedt 2001), suggesting that at a minimum, this amount of seed could have
moved from its original location. Add to this the fact that some researchers believe it only takes from 0.1%
to 10% of the seeds produced to maintain an existing diffuse knapweed population and the problem of
movement becomes a huge obstacle when trying to control and contain existing infestation while .
preventing new infestations (Beck 1999; FEIS 2001).

Diffuse knapweed only reproduces by seed and one of the basic premises of diffuse knapweed control is
that control efforts must reduce seed production. One of the problems faced at the Site is that although
ground and aerial herbicide applications have been found to effectively control diffuse knapweed
infestations for 2 to 4 years depending on the location (by preventing the development of adult, seed
producing plants), immigration of seed from off-site locations continues to add new seed to the original
seed bank at these locations. The use of biological and mechanical controls also helps reduce the:amount
of seed produced and added to the seed bank each year. But without a means to prevent the continual
reintroduction of additional seed from off-site immigration (from off-site plants tumbling across the treated .
areas) or from on-site uncontrolled infestations, there is little hope of really gaining control and reducing

the size of the infestations in the long-term. .

At the Site, the general movement pattern of diffuse knapweed plants follows the wind patterns, which are
generally west to east with some minor modifications resulting from topographic influence (Figure 7-6).
This study suggests that there are numerous obstacles that can capture diffuse knapweed and prevent or at
least slow its movement across the landscape. These obstacles include embankments, ravines, shrub and
subshrub patches, and fences that capture the plants. However, many of these obstacles only occur in
isolated patches or in insignificant amounts to have any real impact on the movement of diffuse knapweed
across the Site. Fence counts of diffuse knapweed plants in spring 2001 at the Site have shown that:.
substantial numbers of diffuse knapweed plants are captured by fences when they are in the appropriate
positions. The suggestion has been made for several years that if fencing were strategically located in the
Buffer Zone to capture plants, especially those coming from the mining operations on the western edge of
the Site, we could prevent a major source of the constant reintroduction of seed onto the Site in areas that
have been treated with herbicides. Additionally;.if fencing were placed downwind of the highest density
infestations at the Site, we could also more effectively prevent its movement into currently uninfested areas
of the Site. The use of fencing would require the occasional removal of the collected diffuse knapweed
plants and either burning or burying them. But used in conjunction with other control methods, a greater
long-term effective control of this species at the Site would likely occur.

Conclusions

Diffuse knapweed movement (i.e., dispersal) is a major aspect of its control that is often overlooked and/or
not integrated into management programs. Results of this study have shown that over half the plants in an
infestation can become mobile and disperse during periods of high wind, resulting in the potential for
significant movement of seed. Blocking the movement of individual diffuse knapweed plants from-current
infestations and from off-site locations with strategically located fencing could be an effective tool, in
addition to current control measures, for reducing and controlling the diffuse knapweed problem at the Site.
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2001 Small Mammal Mounds Vegetation Monitoring
Summary

8.1

8.2

Introduction

The xeric tallgrass prairie is a relict grassland along the Front Range of Colorado. The Rocky Flats
Environmental Technology Site (the Site) and City of Boulder Open Space and Mountain Parks
Department own and manage the largest known remaining parcels of this plant community type in North
America (CNHP 1995). Currently one of the greatest challenges for resource management of the xeric
tallgrass prairie is the invasion of noxious weeds, in particular, diffuse knapweed (Centaurea diffusa).
Using an integrated weed management program employing mechanical, biological, and chemical controls,
substantial gains have been made in reducing the infestation levels of diffuse knapweed on the xeric
tallgrass prairie at many locations at the Site. However, it has been observed that the hundreds of small
mammal mounds that dot the xeric tallgrass prairie are a constant problem and source for renewed diffuse
knapweed infestations, presumably because of their state of constant disturbance. In 2001, a study was
conducted at the Site to evaluate the significance and role these small mammal mounds have with regard to
noxious weed infestations and the native plant communities. The following questions were proposed for
investigation:

What is the density of small mammal mounds on the xeric tallgrass prairie?
What percentage of the small mammal mounds are active?
e Does the species composition of the vegetation on the small mammal mounds differ from that of the
surrounding intermound areas or between active and apparently non-active small mammal mounds?
e  Are noxious weeds more abundant on the small mammal mounds compared to the surrounding 3o
intermound areas or between active and apparently non-active small mammal mounds? :
e  What effects do chemical herbicides have on the species composition and noxious weed abundance on
the smail mammal mounds?

Background

The study area is located on the Rocky Flats Alluvium, a glacial outwash fan, originating from Coal Creek
canyon, southwest of the Site. The soil type on the gentle east sloping pediment tops is classified as the
Flatirons very cobbly sandy loam (SCS 1980). The mounds themselves appear as circles on the prairie,
varying from approximately 9-m to 18-m across and 15-cm to 20-cm in vertical height (Figure 8-1;

Branson et al. 1965). The origin of the mounds on the Rocky Flats Alluvium has been under question for "
several decades. The mounds appear on the earliest aerial photographs of the Site (dated 1937). Branson et
al. (1965) investigated the vegetation and soil characteristics of the mounds in an area southwest of the Site
and concluded that although the mounds had been present for at least 100 years based on historic wagon
trails in the area, they were still recently disturbed. He concluded that pocket gopher (Thomomys talpoides)
activity was most likely the causative reason for the mounds. Other more recent theories for the mound
origins revolve around the idea of historic prairie dog towns that were abandoned, taken over, and
maintained by other burrowing small mammals (Murdock 2001). Small mammal trapping conducted
within the study area and at nearby locations on the xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site during 2001 found deer
mice (Peromyscus maniculatus), plains harvest mice (Reithrodontomys montanus), hispid pocket mice

(Chaetodipus hispidus), western harvest mice (Reithrodontomys megalotis), prairie voles (Microtus

ochrogaster), plains pocket mice (Perognathus flavescens), house mice (Mus musculus), and 13-lined
groundsquirrels (Spermophilus tridecemlineatus), to be common inhabitants of the mound areas (K- H
2002).
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Methods

The study was conducted in the south Buffer Zone (BZ) at the Site during 2001 (Figure 8-1). Within the
boundaries of the study area, the location of every small mammal mound was flagged and located with

GPS equipment. Each small mammal mound was classified as: active mounds - treated (i.e., with
herbicides) and untreated, and non-active mounds - treated and untreated. Active mounds were identified
as those with small mammal holes and/or recently disturbed soil present on the surface of the mound. Non-
active mounds were those that had no evidence of recent small mammal use. Classification was done in the
early spring before greenup, when the surface of the mounds was most visible. The treated and untreated
mound classification was based on whether the mounds had received a herbicide application. This was
possible because in 1999, when the area was treated by helicopter with Tordon22K®, portions of some x
flightlines were missed. Selection of mounds for the study was done randomly as follows. First, two
exclusion areas were delineated within the overall study boundary where additional herbicide applications
had been conducted in the past (Figure 8-1). All mounds that fell within these areas were excluded from
selection for the actual study. Thus for this study all treated areas had received only the spring 1999
herbicide application of Tordon22K®. From the remaining small mammal mounds, 30 active-treated, 30
active-not treated, 30 not active-treated, and 30 not active-not treated mounds were randomly selected for
sampling. Intermound areas were randomly selected in both treated and untreated areas usinga ~
randomization script in the ArcView® GIS software. The intermound areas are considered the “control
plots” for the treated and untreated areas, with the untreated intermound areas representing the “control
plot” for the entire study. Thirty treated-intermound locations and 30 untreated-intermound locations were
selected. Thus a total of 120 small mammal mounds and 60 intermound areas were characterized. Notes
were also made as to whether individual small mammal mounds had anthills present on them or not. The

~ classification codes used for the tables and figures are as follows: TA = active treated, TI = treated

intermound, TN = non active treated, UA = active untreated, Ul = untreated intermound,
UN = non active untreated.

" The following assumptions are made for this study:

1. Prior to small mammal disturbance, the entire study area had a species composition like that of the
untreated intermound areas. Thus the untreated intermound area is the control to which all the other
classifications will be compared.

2. Treated classifications had a species composition like that of their untreated counterpart prior to
herbicide application.

The vegetation fieldwork was conducted in July 2001. At each selected mound and intermound location a
2-m circle plot (1-m radius) was centered on the mound (Figure 8-2). Species richness and a visual
estimate of cover for each species was recorded on datasheets for each plot. A visual estimate of cover was
made using the following cover class system: 1 < 5%, 2= 6-25%, 3 =26-50%, 4 =51-75,5 =76-100%.

Species richness data were summarized by generating species lists for each of the six small mammal
mound classifications and calculating the mean number of species per plot for each classification. A
Sorensen coefficient of similarity was used to assess the species richness similarity between the mound
classifications (Brower and Zar 1977). Species frequency and cover were calculated from the cover data.
Frequency based on the plots (n=30 per classification) was defined as the number of plots in which a
species was recorded, divided by 30 (the total number of quadrats possible), multiplied by 100. Midpoints
of cover classes were used for cover data analyses. The midpoints used were 1 = 2.5%, 2=15%, .
3=137.5%,4=62.5%, and 5 = 87.5%. Relative foliar cover was defined as the mean cover of a species
(n=30) relative to the total cover of all species recorded per plot (i.e., the percent of total vegetative cover
[100 percent] represented by the species). A Shannon-Weaver diversity index was used to calculate
diversity for each mound classification and was conducted using the relative foliar cover data (Brower and
Zar 1977). Statistical analysis of the results was conducted only when mean values were different enough
to suggest a meaningful interpretation. Where normality, variance, and independence requirements were
met, parametric tests were used to compare results; otherwise non-parametric tests were used. One way
analysis of variance (ANOVA) or Kruskal-Wallace one way analysis of variance on ranks (KW) were used
for most analyses. Occasionally a t-test was used for some analyses. Untreated data and treated data were
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analyzed separately except in cases where comparisons of untreated to treated areas were done. In the
latter case all the data were analyzed together. A Bonferroni multiple comparison test was used to -
determine which classifications were different from each other after ANOVA tests. A Tukey multiple
comparison test was used for the KW tests. Statistical analyses were conducted using a SigmaStat software

. package (SigmaStat 1997). A detrended correspondence analysis (DCA; PC-ORD 1999) ordination
technique was used to evaluate the relationships between all treated and untreated active and non-active

mounds, and intermound areas based on species abundance’s.
Results

The study area encompassed approximately 28.3 hectares (70 acres). A total of 287 small mammal mounds -
were mapped initially and characterized prior to selection for the vegetation aspect of the study. The small
mammal mound density in the study area was approximately 10 mounds/hectare (4 mounds/acre). Of these
287 mounds, 122 (43%) were active mounds and 165 (57%) were non-active mounds. Anthills were

present on 61 (21%) of all the mounds with no preference for active or non-active mounds (occumng on
21% of either cIassnﬁcatlon)

~ Atotalof 112 plant species (74% native) were recorded from all plots during this study. The greatest

number of species was found on the untreated active mounds (75) while the treated intermound areas had
the fewest species (58; Table 8-1). The untreated mounds, both active and non-active, had 13 and 11
species more, respectively, than the untreated intermound area (Table 8-1). The mean number of species
per plot was significantly higher in untreated areas (15.5) compared to the treated areas (12.5; T-test, t =
4.163 df = 178, P < 0.001; Table 8-1). The non-active untreated mounds had the highest mean species
richness (16.6 species/plot) while the active treated mounds had the lowest mean species richness (10.7
species/plot; Table 8-1). No statistically significant differences were observed in the mean number.of
species per plot between any of the untreated classifications (P > 0.05). In the treated areas, however, a X
significant difference in the mean number of species was observed only between the active treated mounds
(10.7).and the non-active treated mounds (13.6; ANOVA, F, g7 = 3.589, P < 0.05; Table 8-1). The ..
intermound areas in both the treated and untreated classifications had a slightly higher percentage of natlve
species than the mounds in their respective categories (Table 8-1).

A Sorensen coefﬁcient of similarity was used to compare species richness similarity between
classifications. The untreated intermound areas (the control) were compared to each of the other
classifications. The highest similarity for all comparisons was between the untreated intermound and
treated intermound areas (0.83; Table 8-2). The next highest similarities were between the untreated
intermound areas and the non-active untreated (0.73) and non-active treated mounds (0.75; Table 8-2). The
lowest similarity was with the active mounds (both untreated [0.66] and treated [0.60]; Table 8-2).

Species diversity (Shannon-Weaver diversity index) was the highest on both the active untreated and non-
active untreated mounds (1.277 and 1.274, respectively; Table 8-1). The untreated intermound area had
slightly lower species diversity at 1.128 (Table 8-1). The species diversity was slightly lower in the treated
areas for each of the respective classifications compared to the untreated areas (Table 8-1).

The species composition of the vegetation present on the different mound and intermound classifications
varied substantially, dependent on the amount of disturbance and whether or not the area had been treated
with the herbicide. Table 8-3 shows the frequency and foliar cover amounts for each species by mound and
intermound classification. In the untreated areas, total forb cover was significantly higher on the active
(33.8%) and non-active (39.8%) mounds compared to the intermound areas (15.8%; ANOVA, :
F87=16.728, P < 0.001; Table 8-3, Figure 8-3). Most of this difference was attributable to significantly
higher amounts of non-native forb cover on the untreated mounds compared to the untreated intermound
areas (Kruskal-Wallis One Way Analysis of Variance on Ranks, H = 43.697, P < 0.001;Table 8-3,

Figure 8-3). Over 63% ofthe mound forb cover comes from non-native species while less than 20% of the
intermound cover is from non-native forbs. Much of this difference was due to the significantly higher
amounts of diffuse knapweed cover on the untreated mounds (active = 11.5%, non-active =18.5%) -
compared to the untreated intermound areas (0.8%; Kruskal-Wallis One Way Analysis of Variance on
Ranks, H =30.151, P < 0.001; Table 8-3).




In areas treated with herbicides, both active and non-active mound total forb cover was significantly less by
. over 50% compared to their respective untreated mounds (Kruskal-Wallis One Way Analysis of Variance
on Ranks,.H = 55.883, P < 0.001; Table 8-3, Figure 8-3). Most of the lower forb cover was from
significantly less non-native forb species cover (Kruskal-Wallis One Way Analysis of Variance on Ranks,
H=86.143, P < 0.001; Table 8-3, Figure 8-3) with much of this coming from significantly lower diffuse
knapweed cover amounts (Kruskal-Wallis One Way Analysis of Variance on Ranks, H=73.058,P < -
0.001; Table 8-3). No significantly lower total forb cover or non-native forb cover was observed between
the treated and untreated intermound areas (P > 0.05; Table 8-3, Figure 8-3). No significant difference in
native forb cover was observed between the treated versus untreated classifications, with the exception of
the active treated and active untreated mounds (Kruskal-Wallis One Way Analysis of Variance on Ranks,
H=13.192, P < 0.05; Table 8-3, Figure 8-3).

. ', The frequencies of several Colorado state-listed noxious weeds are shown in Figure 8-4. Only data from

the untreated classifications, where the species occurred in more than one plot (frequency value > 3.3%),
are shown. In every case except one, the noxious weeds occurred in higher frequency on the mounds
compared to the intermound areas (Figure 8-4). The most commonly occurring noxious weeds on the
mounds are downy brome (Bromus tectorum), diffuse knapweed, Dalmatian toadflax (Linaria dalmatica),
and Japanese brome (Bromus japonicus, Figure 8-4). The only noxious weed that occurred with a higher
frequency on the intermound areas was St. John’s-wort (Hypericum perforatum; Figure 8-4).

In the untreated areas, graminoid cover was significantly higher at the intermound areas (82.6%) compared

to the active untreated mounds (63.9%) and non-active untreated mounds (58.9%; ANOVA, F, g7 =16.276,

P < 0.001; Table 8-3, Figure 8-5). In the treated areas, graminoid cover was significantly higher on the

active and non-active mounds compared to their untreated counterparts (Kruskal-Wallis One Way Analysis

of Variance on Ranks, H = 56.941, P <0.001; Table 8-3, Figure 8-5). The higher graminoid cover in the
treated areas, however, was largely fr(_)m non-native graminoids (Table 8-3, Figure 8-5). On the active

treated mounds, the increase came mostly from downy brome and Kentucky bluegrass (Poa pratensis;: o
Table 8-3), both cool-season, non-native graminoids. On the non-active treated mounds, the increase was
largely from Canada bluegrass (Poa compressa; Table 8-3), also a cool-season, non-native species.

. Warm-season graminoid cover was significantly higher at the untreated intermound areas (21.0%)
compared to the active untreated (3.3%) or non-active untreated mounds (4.8%; Kruskal-Wallis One Way
Analysis of Variance on Ranks, H = 39.510, P < 0.001; Table 8-3, Figure 8-6). In the treated areas, warm-
season graminoid cover was also significantly higher in the intermound area (28.3%) compared to the non-
active mounds (9.1%), and active mounds (7.5%; Kruskal-Wallis One Way Analysis of Variance on Ranks,
H=29.784, P < 0.001; Table 8-3, Figure 8-6). Warm-season graminoid cover differences within
classification type between untreated and treated areas were not significantly however (P > 0.05). Cool-
season graminoid cover was not significantly different between the three untreated classifications (P > 0.05;
~ Table 8-3, Figure 8-6). In the treated classifications, however, the both the active (77.2%) and non-active
mounds (70.5%) had significantly higher cool-season graminoid cover than the intermound area (58. 1%,
ANOVA, F, 37=_8.100, P < 0.001; Table 8-3, Figure 8-6).

The four dominant species for each of the mound and intermound classifications are presented in Table 8-4.
The intermound areas (both untreated and treated) are dominated by Canada bluegrass, Kentucky bluegrass,
big bluestem (4dndropogon gerardii), and mountain muhly (Muhlenbergia montana). The small mammal
mounds (both untreated and treated) are dominated largely by downy brome, Kentucky bluegrass, and
Canada bluegrass. However, on the untreated small mammal mounds, diffuse knapweed is a dominant
species on both the active and non-active mounds. On the treated small mammal mounds, diffuse
knapweed cover dropped significantly and needle and threadgrass (Stipa comata) became a dominant
species.

Evaluation of the species frequency data showed that several species have affinities for either the disturbed
mounds or the undisturbed intermound areas. For this analysis, only the untreated mound and intermound

. frequency data were used (Table 8-3). A species was listed as having an affinity for disturbed areas if both
the active untreated and non-active untreated mound frequency for a given species was at least 10% higher
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than that of the untreated intermound area. If the untreated intermound frequency for a species was at least
10% higher than both the active untreated and non-active untreated mound frequencies, then the species
was listed as having an affinity for undisturbed areas (i.e. intermound areas). Table 8-5 lists the species
with affinities towards disturbed areas and undisturbed areas. Of the species with affinities for undisturbed
areas, 73% are graminoids, with 10 of 11 (91%) graminoids being native, perennial species. Seven of the
11 graminoids (64%) were warm-season species. Overall, 87% of the undisturbed affinity species are
native species. Only 27% of the species with affinities for undisturbed areas were forbs. The opposite is
the case for the disturbed areas where forbs account for 76% of the species. Graminoids only account for

24% of the species with affinities for disturbed areas and of these all were cool-season species (2 native, 2-
non-native). No warm-season graminoids showed affinities towards disturbed areas. Qverall, only 53% of
the disturbed area affinity spec1es were native.

A detrended correspondence analysis (DCA; an ordination technique) using species richness and cover

- data, was used to evaluate the relationship of the untreated intermound (control) areas to the active

untreated and non-active untreated mounds. The unit of measure was each of the 90 plots that were
sampled in the untreated areas. Figure 8-7 shows that the intermound plots segregated to the far right of
axis 1, while the plots that were located on the small mammal mounds, regardless of whether they were
active or non-active showed little separation based on overall species composition. Thus axis 1 is most
likely a measure of disturbance, with the plots on the left side of the figure representing the greatest
disturbance and least similarity in species composition, compared to the undisturbed intermound plots on
the right side (Figure 8-7).

Because this analysis included all species present in each plot, and little separation between the mounds
themselves was seen, two other DCA ordinations were conducted. One was done using only the four_

- dominant species for each classification type listed in Table 8-4. All six classifications were used for this -
‘ordination. Figure 8-8 shows the results of this analysis. Using only the four species from each
~classification that provided the highest cover amounts, substantial separation of all the mounds and

intermound areas becomes apparent. The intermound areas (untreated and treated) separate distinctly.to the

~. ‘far left of the small mammal mounds: Additionally, distinct separation of the different classifications of

small mammal mounds also occurs. Active mounds and non-active mounds become distinct with the.non-
active mounds most similar to the intermound areas. The effect of the herbicide applications also stands
out with the treated active and non-active mounds shifting closer to the intermound areas on axis 1 while
shifting away from the untreated active and non-active mounds on axis 2.

A third DCA was conducted using the complete species list and cover values for each of the six
classifications. Results of this, shown in Figure 8-9, and look very much like that in Figure 8-8 with the
exception of more separation along axis 2. In Figures 8-8 and 8-9, axis 1 seems to best describe a measure
of disturbance with the least disturbed areas (the intermound areas) being on the left and most disturbed
(active mounds) being on the right. Axis 2 seems related to the herbicide application and the resulting
losses of non-native forb cover. The larger shift seen among the small mammal mound positions may be
because of the much higher losses of non-native forb cover these areas experienced after treatment as
compared to that at the intermound locations (Table 8-3, Figure 8-3).

Discussion

During 2001, a study was conducted at the Site to characterize the vegetation on the small mammal mounds
commonly found on the xeric tallgrass prairie and evaluate the significance and role they play with respect
to plant community composition and noxious weed infestations. While the nature and origin of the small
mammal mounds on the Rocky Flats Alluvium is still uncertain, the impact these mounds have on the plant
communities is not.

The plant communities on the small mammal mounds are distinct from that of the surrounding intermound
areas. The various measures of species richness, species diversity, species similarity, species cover, and
ordination results all show substantial differences in the species composition of the plant communities on
the small mammal mounds compared to the intermound areas. Additionally, similarity indices and
ordination results show that compositional differences also exist between the active and non-active
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mounds, with the active mounds being the least similar to the intermound areas. Disturbance and whether
the mounds are still actively being disturbed and/or how long ago it stopped seems to account for most of
the composition differences observed.

Two key differences in the species composition on the small mammal mounds are the lack of warm-season
native perennial graminoid cover and the high abundance of non-native forbs. The lack of the warm-season-
graminoid species is particularly significant because many of these species (big bluestem, little bluestem
[Andropogon scoparius], and mountain muhly) are the dominant species of the rare xeric tallgrass prairie
community type. In addition, Indian grass (Sorghastrum nutans), side-oats grama (Bouteloua
curtipendula), blue grama (Bouteloua gracilis), buffalo grass (Buchloe dactyloides), other warm-season
species, also had reduced frequency and cover on the small mammal mounds. So the presence of the small
mammal mounds has limited the overall abundance of many of the dominant xeric tallgrass prairie species
on the prairie. Qualitative observations from other locations at the Site, where projects have scraped off the -
~ surface soil, but not killed or removed the root systems of the tallgrass prairie plants, have shown that these
native warm-season species will usually return in one or two seasons. However, in this case or others

where the root systems of these native species have been destroyed and the soil profile has been altered,
recovery times are much longer and it is questionable as to whether the native composition will ever return. -
The continued disturbance as seen on the small mammal mounds inhibits the return of these species and the -
native community.

Perhaps even more significant from a resource management 'standpoint however, is the role the mounds
have today and will have in the future with respect to noxious weeds. Examination of the entire species list .
from the study Branson et al. (1965) conducted on the small mammal mounds in 1960 show only four non- -
native species listed, Japanese brome, downy brome, Kentucky bluegrass, and goat’s beard (Tragopogon

“: dubius). Of these¢, only downy brome (50%) and Kentucky bluegrass (1.5%) were reported for the mounds, -

with these two species providing 51.5% of the total foliar cover. This compares with 22 non-native forb

. species and six non-native graminoid species that were recorded on the small mammal mounds during this

- study and averaged approximately 64% of the cover on the untreated mounds (Table 8-3). Of the non- )
native species found on the mounds in 2001, 13 species are considered noxious weeds under Colorado state
law (CRS 1996). Differences in methodology and/or climatic conditions at the time of the studies may
account for some of the differences in the total numbers of species observed and resulting cover values
between these studies. However, it does not seem unwarranted to suggest that the number and abundance
of non-native species available for invasion into disturbed habitats is probably substantially higher in the
region today than it was 40 years ago. Thus environmental factors are different now and although the
Branson et al. (1965) data show the small mammal mounds dominated largely by a single non-native
species, downy brome, today the disturbances present on the small mammal mounds provide habitat for a
great diversity noxious forb and graminoid species.

In 2001, overall non-native forb cover is significantly higher on the untreated mounds by a factor of six to
eight times when compared to the untreated intermound areas (Table 8-3, Figure 8-3). As aresult, the
small mammal mounds act as weed islands, in an otherwise generally undisturbed prairie matrix, allowing
for the establishment and propagation of noxious weeds. The frequency of noxious weeds like downy
brome, diffuse knapweed, Dalmatian toadflax, common mullein (Verbascum thapsus), Canada thistle
(Cirsium arvense), and musk thistle (Carduus nutans), is much higher on the mounds than in the
intermound areas (Figure 8-4). Qualitative observations and these data substantiate the fact that many of
these noxious weeds first establish on the prairie where disturbance occurs (i.e., often on the small mammal
mounds). The species establish and increase in abundance and then begin to spread into the surrounding
undisturbed prairie. The significance of the problem with the small mammal mounds is magnified when
one considers that these mounds occur across most of the xeric tallgrass prairie with mound densities
averaging 10 mounds/hectare (4 mounds/acre). Thus if each of these mounds is a weed island, a disturbed
area providing suitable conditions for noxious weed species establishment, instead of having perhaps a few
larger patches or areas that need control, one now has hundreds of small infestations that each need control
in order to prevent spread into the surrounding intermound areas. In addition, observations of areas at the
Site where aerial herbicide applications have been made on the xeric tallgrass prairie, suggest that control is
less effective and of shorter duration on the small mammal mounds than elsewhere on the prairie.

Typically after an application of Tordon22K®, diffuse knapweed comes back within a year or two on the
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mounds while it takes three or four years for it to start returning substantially in the intermound areas.
Thus a “blanket” control approach (i.e., spraying the entire prairie rather than just the individual mounds) is
having only limited long-term success on the mounds.

Several challenges exist from a resource management standpoint. The data suggest that if the disturbance

of the small mammal mounds were to be stopped there would be some return to a more native community

on the mounds. Decades ago, natural succession to a more native community would have occurred more or
less naturally, without any intervention. In today’s environment however, given the invasive species

present at the Site and on nearby lands, this is not as likely to occur without some help. This of course is all - -
based on the invalid assumption that the disturbance from small mammals could be or is desired to be
stopped. Since the small mammals presently active on these mounds are an integral part of the ecosystem
this is not a valid or practical solution. .

Regarding the use of herbicides, the data show that after treatment, the non-native forb cover was reduced
significantly on the small mammal mounds (Table 8-3, Figure 8-3). Cover of diffuse knapweed, the most
abundant noxious weed on the mounds, was significantly reduced on the mounds (by >92% after treatment;
Table 8-3). Thus with respect to the non-native forb component of the plant community on the mounds a
substantial decrease occurred after the herbicide application. However, overall non-native cover did not
significantly change on the mounds after treatment, because the non-native graminoid cover increased
significantly (Table 8-3, Figure 8-5). Therefore, although the non-native forbs were reduced by the
herbicide application, the non-native graminoids took advantage of the reduced competition and
significantly increased in cover. No significant changes in non-native forb or non-native graminoid cover

- was observed at the intermound locations. (Table 8-3, Figures 8-3 and 8-5). So a problem exists on the
mounds in that while the use of herbicides can reduce much of the non-native forb cover, it also tends to
increase the non-native graminoid cover. The increase in non-native graminoid cover results largely o
because the native, warm-season species are not available in sufficient quantities on the mounds to be able
to take advantage of the reduction in competition and effect a shift in species composition. Thus from the
management goal of trying to preserve and sustain the native xeric tallgrass prairie, the use of herbicides
alone on the mounds has not been very effective; Dominance by one group of non-native species has been

-.exchanged for another. ' :

.Another alternative is to reseed the mounds with native species to increase competition with the non-native -
species. The fact that few of the native, warm-season perennial grasses occur on the mounds today
suggests that reseeding with these species, given the continuing disturbance by small mammals, would
likely fail. However, examination of the list of species that have affinities for the mounds reveals several
native species that might be best suited for seeding. Needle and threadgrass and sun sedge (Carex
heliophila), both native graminoids, were relatively common on the mounds (Tables 8-3 and 8-5). Several
native forbs including western sagewort (Artemesia campestris), fringed sage (Artemesia frigida), hairy
goldenaster (Chrysopsis villosa), green penstemon (Penstemon virens), wild alfalfa (Psoralea tenuiflora),
and prairie coneflower (Ratibida columnifera), also showed affinity for the mounds (Table 8-5). Seeding
with these species could help increase the cover of natives on the mounds and increase competition for the
non-natives. Combined with more selective herbicide applications, this could help reduce the
establishment and spread of non-natives on and from the small mammal mounds.

Biocontrol insects could also be released for those species that have biocontrols available. For diffuse

knapweed in particular, several insects used in combination have been shown to be effective on Boulder

County Open Space property to the north of the Site (Seastedt et al. 2001). Although these species have . ,
been released and are beginning to establish at the Site, to date most releases have been in the drainage A
bottoms where herbicide applications are impractical. Future releases should begin to focus on specific

upland areas, and if used in conjunction with reseeding efforts, could eventually help to shift the species

composition of the mounds to a more native plant community.

The lack of warm-season native graminoid cover and the high amount of forb cover on the small mammal

mounds may also be indicative of higher nitrogen levels on the mounds compared to the intermound areas. . - .
Nitrogen additions to native prairies have previously been shown to decrease warm-season graminoid

abundance while increasing cool-season graminoid cover and overall forb cover (Gillen et al. 1987, Rauzi
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1979, Wight 1976, Morghan and Seastedt 1999). Recent studies have suggested that nitrogen levels in
native ecosystems in Colorado and across much of the country are increasing as a result of human activities
(atmospheric deposition, lack of fire, cattle grazing) and these increases may be responsible for the noxious
weed problems we are increasingly facing (Baron et al. 2000, Lee and Capom 1998, LeJuence and Seastedt .
2001, SERG 2002). Perhaps higher nitrogen levels, the lack of fire, and the constant disturbance are
preventing the warm-season, perennial graminoid species from establishing on the mounds.

Data from other monitoring efforts on the xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site have documented the high cover
amounts of non-native, cool-season graminoids and have suggested the use of fire to reduce the presence of
these species (DOE 1995; K-H 1998; K-H 2001). In spring 2000, a small prescribed fire was used on the
xeric tallgrass prairie in the south Buffer Zone at the Site. Monitoring results from this study showed that
in the summer following the fire the warm-season graminoid cover (all native species) had increased
significantly while the cool-season graminoid cover (80% from non-native species) had decreased .
significantly (K-H 2001). The fire shifted dominance in the community from cool-season dominated to
warm-season dominated. Prescribed fire is an important tool for management of the xeric tallgrass prairie
and can be used to decrease the abundance of non-native graminoids. Its use should be continued were
feasible to further enhance conditions for the desired species.

Conclusions
The small mammal mounds on the xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site have a distinctly different plant -

community composition than that of the intermound areas. The mounds are generally devoid of the native,
warm-season, perennial graminoid species that are common in the intermound areas. Instead they are

"dominated by non-native, cool-season forb and graminoid species. The mounds are in effect “weed-

islands” on the prairie and noxious weeds such as diffuse knapweed, Dalmatian toadflax, and downy .
brome, all occur with much higher frequency on the mounds than on the intermound areas. The high :
density of mounds on the prairie creates challen‘ge for resource management because each individual -

- mound requires management. The lorig-term preservation and sustainability of the native xeric tallgrass
- prairie that exists between the mounds will require some innovative management given the | presence and

abundance of noxious weeds that are available to colonize the mounds in today’s regional environment.
Management will need to integrate a variety of management tools mcludmg reseedmg, biocontrol releases,

* chemical control, and prescribed fire.
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2001 Landfill Revegetation Monitoring Surhmary

9.1

9.2

9.3

Purpose

Monitoring was conducted during fall 2001 to evaluate the revegetation efforts on the landfill cover at the:
Rocky Flats Enivironmental Technology Site. The study was conducted as part of a project that was
evaluating methane at the landfill. The goal was to quantify the vegetation composmon and quahtatlvely
assess the condition of the vegetation on the landfill cover. :

Background Information

The landfill cover was seeded with native species in spring 1998 (Table 9-1). In May 1999, the landfill
cover was sprayed with Tordon22K® by helicopter to control the noxious weed diffuse knapweed -
(Centaurea diffusa) that was becoming a problem on the cover.

Methods

In late September 2001, species composition was measured on the landfill cover using a point-intercept
methodology. A total of five 50-m transects were monitored (Figure 9-1). The transects were located
parallel to two methane sampling transects that were established on top of the cover. Three were located - - -
parallel to the E-W transect and two were located along the N-S transect. Endpoints of all transects were
recorded using global positioning system (GPS) equipment for entry into the Site geographlc mformatlon '
system (GIS). . :

Basal cover and foliar cover were estimated using a point-intercept method along each 50-m transect. A
2-m-long, 6-mm-diameter rod was dropped vertically at 50-cm intervals along the length of the transect to .
record a total of 100 intercept points. Two categories of hits were reorded, basal and foliar. Basal-cover

hits were recorded based on what material was hit by the rod at the ground surface. Hits could be -
vegetation (live plants), litter (fallen dead material), rock (pebbles and cobbles greater than the rod
diameter), bare ground, or water, in that order of priority based on the protection from erosion provided by
each type of cover. Vegetation hits were identified to species. Basal vegetation hits were recorded only if
the rod was touching the stem or crown of the plant where the plant entered the ground. Foliar vegetation
hits (defined as a portion of a plant touching the rod) were recorded by species in three categories as :
defined by height and growth form. The topmost hit of each growth form was recorded. The growth forms
measured were herbaceous, woody <2 m in height, and woody >2 m in height. .

Additionally, a single photograph was taken of each transect to visually document the condition of the
transects. Photographs were taken from near the 0-m end of the transect looking toward the 50-m endpoint. :
A placard was placed in the photograph against the 0-m endpoint to provide the site and transect number, -
and date.

For more detailed information on these methods see, the Ecological Monitoring Program, Final Program .
Plan (DOE 1993), the Environmental Management Operating Procedures Manual, Volume V, Ecology, 5-
51200-OPS-EE (DOE 1995).

Cover data were summarized for both basal and foliar cover by combining the data from the five transects.
Basal cover data are reported as total percent cover of vegetation, litter, rock, and bare ground. Foliar
cover data are reported as frequency, absolute cover, and relative cover for each species encountered.
Frequency from the cover data was defined as the percent of point-intercept transects on which a species -
occurred, out of the total possible five sampled at each site. Absolute foliar cover was the percentage of the
number of hits on a species out of the total number of hits possible at a site (500). This value is the actual -
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cover of a species. Relative foliar cover was the number of hits a species had relative to the total number of
vegetative hits recorded per site (i.e., the percent of total vegetative cover [100 percent] represented by the
species). Both absolute and relative foliar cover values are presented as means. A Shannon-Weaver
diversity index (Brower and Zar 1977) was used to estimate diversity for each dataset and was calculated
using the relative foliar cover data. Data are compared to previously sampled native grassland locations in
the Buffer Zone at the Site.

Results

"+ A total of 25 species were recorded at LF1 (the landfill monitoring site name) in 2001. Of these, 56 percent

were native species. Total vegetation foliar cover at LF1 is 71.2 percent (Table 9-2). Basal or ground
cover on the landfill cover is dominated by rock (41.2 percent), litter (28.6 percent), bare ground (23
percent), and vegetation (7.2 percent). The vegetation on the landfill cover is dominated by graminoid
species that comprise approximately 92 percent of the total relative foliar cover. The dominant plant-
species are blue grama (Bouteloua gracilis), western wheatgrass (Agropyron smithir), buffalo.grass
(Buchloe dactlyoides), and side-oats grama (Bouteloua curtipendula; Table 9-2), all of which are native,
perennial grass species. Total relative native species cover on the landfiil cover is approximately 89
percent with 85 percent of this coming from native grasses (Table 9-2). Graminoid cover was dominated
by warm-season species which comprise approximately 74 percent of the total relative foliar cover
(Table 9-2). Approximately 18 percent of the total foliar cover comes from cool-season graminoids. Forbs
account for only approximately 8 percent of the total foliar cover. A Shannon-Weaver diversity index
value of 0.88 was calculated from the relative foliar cover data.

Discussion

~ Vegetation monitoring of the landfill cover was conducted to évaluate the condition of the révegetation :

efforts that were begun in 1998 and to provide information on the vegetation composition for a methane
study on the landfill cover. The vegetation on the landfill cover in 2001 is predominantly native, warm-
season, perennial, graminoid species. It is dominated by blue grama (which accounts for almost half the
total relative foliar cover [46.6 percent]) on the cover), western wheatgrass, buffalo grass, and side- oats
grama, all of which were planted species in the seed mix (Table 9-2). Other seeded species that accounted

* for smaller cover amounts included big bluestem (4ndropogon gerardii) and little bluestem (4ndropogon
~ scoparius; Table 9-2). Compared to native plant communities at the Site, the vegetation on the landfill

cover has the greatest similarity to that of the mesic mixed grassland, the dominant native grassland

" community at the Site (K-H 2001). The health and vigor of these grasses on the landfill cover is very good,

as indicated by the size of the plants and amount of flowering observed during sampling. No sign of
chlorosis or wilting was observed. Although total vegetation cover on the cover is approximately 15-20
percent below that of the native grasslands in an average year (K-H 2001), the plants have begun to spread
and fill in the spaces between the initial seeding rows. Thus overall vegetation cover should increase over
the next few years. From a revegetation standpoint, however, the vegetation on the landfill cover is already
a success because the amount of native species cover is already equal to or greater than that found on the
native grasslands. In addition, weeds are not currently a major component of the landfill cover vegetation.
The success of this effort goes far beyond that found at most other revegetation efforts undertaken at the

" Site in recent years.

Species diversity on the landfill cover is still somewhat low (Shannon-Weaver index = 0.880) compared to
the native mesic mixed grassland which in 2000 ranged in diversity from 0.984 to 1.276 at three different
locations. However, the lower diversity is not unexpected given that only one forb species was in the seed
mix planted on the landfill cover and considering that the landfill cover was also sprayed with
Tordon22K®, a broadleaf herbicide, used to control diffuse knapweed, in 1999. Eventually more forbs may
immigrate onto the cover, increasing diversity. Currently noxious weeds, mainly diffuse knapweed, were
only noticed at a few spotty locations.

Ground cover on the landfi!l cover is dominated by rock (41.2 percent). The amount of rock and bare
ground (23 percent) cover combined (64.2 percent) is considerably higher than that found in the native
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mesic mixed grassland community at the Site. In 2000, at three locations on the mesic mixed grassland,
rock cover ranged from 8.4 to 23 percent while bare ground cover varied from 2.6 to 9.2 percent. Much of
this is due to the low level of litter cover currently present on the landfill cover (28.6 percent), which is far
below that on the native mesic mixed grass prairie (64 to 79 percent in 2000). Because unvegetated areas
still exist between many of the individual plants and the revegetation effort is only three years old, only a
small amount of dead plant litter has built up on the ground surface. This will change as the vegetation
continues to grow, produce litter, and expand into the spaces between the plants. :

Currently, numerous rocky/barren spots are present at various locations on the landfill cover, particularly
near the crown of the cover and on the windward side of the cover. Vegetation is sparse at these locations.
Many of these locations are similar in landscape position to rocky/barren spots that can be found on the
native grasslands at the Site. It is likely that at these locations on the landfill cover, the original seed that
was planted, as well as the mulch and many of the fines in the soil, were blown away by high winds
common during winters at the Site. Thus many of these areas have a desert pavement type appearance
because of the pebbles left behind. These areas may fill in with plants in time, if left on their own or they
may need to be reseeded and more heavily mulched if the barren spots are a problem from a landfill
management standpoint. Weed control will continue to be necessary in the future to allow the native
species to continue to thrive and expand, creating a more solid stand of vegetation on the cover.

Patches of taller vegetation are also visible on the landfill cover at some locations. Most of these patches
run generally N-S in direction. In the areas adjacent to the methane transects, these patches were mapped
using a GPS unit and are shown in Figure 9-1. Two classifications of these patches are distinguished based
on the general species composition. All of the patches with the exception of the most eastern one had
obviously been planted with the native species in the seed mix. However, the most eastern patch appears
not to have been planted at all. Evidence for this is based on the fact that none of the native species planted
everywhere else are present in any quantity in this area. In addition, the ground surface in this area.is very
rough and littered with large pieces of concrete that would have made drill seeding the area practically
impossible. In the planted patches, however, the vegetation composition contains a higher component of
taller growing native plant species, such as big bluestem, little bluestem, and side-oats grama, along with
taller weed species such as yellow and white sweét clover (Melilotus officinale and Melilotus alba). Hence
these areas appear taller and therefore perhaps, at least to the untrained eye, healthier. In reality however,

" the species composition is what accounts for the taller vegetation compared to the areas in between these

patches that are dominated largely by blue grama and buffalo grass, both short-stature grasses. Possible
explanations for these patterns may be uneven seed distribution during the drill seeding process,
microclimate differences related to germination and establishment success, water availability, soil structure,
nutrient availability, or wind.

The rooting depth of some of the plants was observed at four holes dug for soil samples on the landfill

- cover. The maximum depth to which roots were observed at these holes was approximately 30 cm (12 in),

with most being observed within the top 15 cm or so. It is likely that the plant roots actually go deeper than
this, but at most of the holes it was rare to find a plant growing right at the edge of the hole. Based on
studies done elsewhere, many of the seeded native species growing on the cover can have roots that go
down as much as two or three meters (Table 9-3).

Conclusions

The vegetation found growing on the landfill cover during 2001 is dominated by native, warm-season,
perennial, graminoid species. The vegetation appears healthy and thriving based on the size of the plants
and the flowering observed during the monitoring fieldwork. Alithough rock and bare ground cover
remains higher than that found on the native grassland, the native species are filling in the spaces between
the seeding rows and should in time form a solid stand of vegetation across most of the cover. Weed
control will continue to be necessary to keep competition from noxious weeds low and allow the native
species to expand their range. Thus far these results suggest a very successful revegetation project.
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10. Prescribed Burn Monitoring Summary

10.1 Purpose

Prescribed burning is an important tool for native grassland management. To maintain the health and vigor
of the native plant species, reduce plant litter and the potential for wildfire, recycle nutrients, and help with
weed control, the use of prescribed burns has been proposed to help manage the grasstand communities at
the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site (Site). As with all land management actions, monitoring is
an integral part of determining whether the management objectives and goals for a particular management

- technique are being achieved. On April 6, 2000, a 48 acre prescribed burn was conducted by the U.S. -
Forest Service on the xeric tallgrass prairie in the south Buffer Zone at the Site. To evaluate the effect of
the prescribed burn on the plant community, a quantitative monitoring program was instituted in the
summer of 1999 to provide pre-burn data. After the fire, monitoring was conducted in summer 2000 and
2001 to gather post-fire data.

The following general questions were proposed for investigation:

1. How will a prescribed burn affect the species richness and species diversity of the
xeric tallgrass prairie?

2.  What impact will a prescribed burn have on the foliar cover of the xeric tallgrass
prairie? Specifically, what impact is there to the following categories of foliar cover:
overall cover, native cover, non-native cover, forb cover, overall graminoid cover,
warm-season graminoid cover, and cool-season graminoid cover?

3. What impact will a prescribed burn have on the frequency of individual plant species
on the xeric tallgrass prairie?

4. What impact will a prescribevd burn have on specific weed species?
5. How much litter biomass will be removed during a prescribed burn?

6. How does the fire response of the xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site compare to other
locations of the tallgrass prairie?

7. What recommendations can be made with regard to the use of prescribed burns for
management of the xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site?

This report sumimarizes the 1999, 2000, and 2001 pre- and post-burn data.

10.2 Methods

The xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site is located primarily on the pediment, which is underlain by Rocky
Flats Alluvium (SCS 1980). The soils are classified as Flatirons very cobbly sandy loams (SCS 1980).
Historically the 48 acre burn area had not been grazed since the early 1950's and the unburned monitoring
plot locations had not been grazed since the early 1970's. Both the unburned and burned areas have had
little human influence or activity over the past 25 to 50 years. However, a year prior to the burn, in May
1999, the unburned and burned locations were sprayed by helicopter with Tordon22K® (application rate = 1
pint/acre) to help control the noxious weed diffuse knapweed (Centaurea diffusa) and other noxious weed
species.
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During 1999, a monitoring program was developed and initiated to provide quantitative pre-burn and post-

burn information to help answer the questions listed above. A stratified, random sampling design was used.

Initially, six plots—three control (no burn), and three treatment (burned}—were chosen for monitoring the
response of the Site’s xeric tallgrass prairie to the prescribed burn (Figure 10-1). :

The no burn plots selected were BC1, BC2, and TRO1. Plots BC1 and TRO1 were pre-existing sites that
_had been used previously for other quantitative monitoring. BC2 was set out specifically for this study as a
third replicate. The burn plots were BT1, BT2, and BT3. Sites BT1 and BT2 were also pre-existing plots

used for other monitoring, and BT3 was set out specifically for this study to provide a third replicate burned
site. At each plot, a total of five randomly located 50-m transects were sampled. Pre-burn sampling was
conducted from September 9 through 24, 1999. The decision to conduct a controlled burn was made at a
time that precluded collecting any spring pre-burn data. Thus, the study evaluates only the late-summer
effects on the prairie. The study design was modified in spring 2000, because the actual prescribed burn
was not conducted over the entire area originally scheduled to be burned. Only plots BT1 and BT2 were
.actually burned. Plot BT3 was not burned. Therefore data were summarized by combining the data from
“two of the three no burn plots (BC1 and TR01) and two of the three burn plots (BT1 and BT2),
respectively. Plot TRO1 was chosen over plot BC2 because it was more similar to plots BC1, BT1, and
BT2. In 2000, post-burn monitoring data was gathered throughout the summer using qualitative
photographs and quantitative measurements from September 5 through 21, 2000. In 2001, monitoring was
..conducted from September 4 through 18.

Species richness, cover, and frequency were measured at each of the 50-m transects. Species richness was
determined in a 2-m-wide belt centered along the length of each 50-m transect. Every plant species rooted,
within the 100-nf area was recorded. In addition, the number of woody plant stems and cactus stems were
counted for the 100-n? area and recorded. Basal cover and foliar cover estimates were made using a point-
intercept method along each of the 50-m transects. A 2-m-long rod, with a 6-mm diameter, was dropped
vertically at 50-cm increments along the transect to record a total of 100 intercept points. Two categories’
of hits were recorded, basal and foliar. Basal cover hits indicated what material the rod contacted at the. ..
ground surface. Hits could be vegetation (live plants), litter (fallen dead material), rock (pebbles and
cobbles that were greater than the rod diameter), bare ground, or water, in that order of priority based on
the protection from erosion provided by each type of cover. Basal vegetation hits were recorded by species
only if the rod was touching the stem or crown of the plant where the plant entered the ground. Foliar
vegetation hits (defined as a portion of a plant touching the rod) were recorded by species in three
categories as defined by height and growth form. The topmost hit of each growth form was recorded. The
growth forms measured were herbaceous, woody <2-m in height, and woody >2-m in height: Frequency
information by species was gathered by randomly locating five 1-nf quadrats along each of the 50-m
transects (total of 25 quadrats/site) and recording all species present in each plot. Density stem counts for
diffuse knapweed were also made using these same quadrats. No distinctions were made durmg counts to
differentiate seedlings, rosettes, or adult plants. : :

Biomass sampling was conducted on different transects than those described above in order to prevent
disturbance of those transects. Sampling was conducted along a single transect in the burn area and another
transect outside the burn area. Five randomly located 0.25-nf quadrats were located along the right-hand
side of each transect. Vegetation was clipped and sorted as current year live or litter and placed into
separately labeled paper bags. Bags were dried in an oven at 65° C until no further weight loss was
observed and then the vegetation weight was recorded. More detailed summaries of these specific methods
are found in the Environmental Monitoring Department Operating Procedures Manual (DOE 1995), the -
‘High-Value Vegetation Survey Plan for the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site (K-H 1997), and
the Ecological Field Monitoring Plans for the Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site (K-H 1999a,
2000a, 2001a).

Photographs were taken before and after the burn to document the recovery of the vegetation on the prairie
in 1999, 2000, and 2001. A photograph was taken of each transect during the sampling session to visually
document the condition of the transect. Photographs were taken from near the 0-m end of the transect near
the permanent marker, looking toward the 50-m endpoint. A placard was placed against the 0-m endpoint
to provide the site and transect number, and date in the photograph. Photographs were taken.with a digital
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camera with the lens set at approximately the S0 mm setting. Additional photographs were also taken
looking straight down on the grassland along the transects in the area that burned. Each of these
photographs was taken of a quadrat (1-m x 0.5-m) placed at the 50-m end of the transect and aligned north-
south, with the 50-m stake at the southwest corner of the quadrat. The photographs were taken with the
digital camera centered over the middle of the quadrat at eye level (approximately 1.5-m). A total of 10
quadrats (one at each transect) were photographed during each photography session. The lens was set at
the 35 mm setting. Photographs were taken from the north side facing south so that the permanent stake
was in the upper right hand corner of the photograph. A placard was placed in the photoplot to provide the

site and transect number, and date.

Species richness data were summarized by generating a species list for the unburned and burned locations.
In addition, other species richness variables were calculated from the species lists. A Sorensen coefficient
of similarity was used to assess the species richness similarity between the no burn and burn data (Brower
and Zar 1977). Basal cover data were reported as total percent cover of vegetation, litter, rock, and bare
ground. Foliar cover data were reported as frequency, absolute cover, and relative cover for each species
encountered. Frequency from the cover data was defined as the percent of point-intercept transects in
which a species occurred, out of the total 10 possible. Absolute foliar cover was the percentage of the
number of hits on a species out of the total number of hits possible (1000). This value is the actual cover of
a species. Relative foliar cover was the number of hits on a species relative to the total number of
vegetative hits recorded (i.e., the percent of total vegetative cover [100 percent] represented by the species).
A Shannon-Weaver diversity index was used to calculate diversity based on the relative foliar cover data -
(Brower and Zar 1977). Frequency based on quadrats (n=50; 2 transects x 25 quadrats each) was defined
as the number of quadrats in which a species was recorded, divided by 50 (the total number of quadrats
possible), multiplied by 100. Density count data were summarized as the mean number of stems per square
meter. Biomass data were summarized as the mean litter, current year live, and total biomass (litter and .
current year live combined). . :

Statistical analysis of the results was conducted only when mean values were different enough to suggest a
meaningful interpretation. Where normality, variance, and dependence requirements were met, parametric
tests were used to compare results: Nonparametric tests were used for all analyses where normality,
variance, and independence requirements were not met. All tests were done using SigmaStat Version 2.03.
Independent samples (i.e., the unburned and burned plots) were compared using t-tests or Mann-Whitney U
tests (SigmaStat 1997; Fowler and Cohen 1990; Sheskin 1997). Dependent sample comparisons (i.e.,
within treatment over time) were done using One Way Repeated Measure ANOVA, paired t-tests or
Wilcoxon’s test for matched pairs (SigmaStat 1997; Fowler and Cohen 1990; Sheskin 1997). A Bonferroni
t-test multiple comparison test (multiple comparisons versus a control) to detect differences within
treatments over time. The control used for the Bonferroni t-tests was the 1999 data within the treatment
being analyzed (i.e., 2000 and 2001 data were compared back to the 1999 data).

Results

Species richness from 1999 through 2001 is summarized in Table 10-1. In 1999, the unburned plots had a
total of 66 species, and the burned plots had 73 species. In 2000, both the unburned and burned plots
showed an increase of six species to 72 and 79 species, respectively. By 2001, species richness in the
unburned and burned plots had continued to increase to 84 and 85 species, respectively. A Sorensen
coefficient of similarity index showed a high similarity in species richness within the unburned (0.84) and

* burned plots (0.84) from 1999 to 2001. Comparing the unburned plots to the burned plots, species

similarity has increased slightly from 1999 (0.76) to 2001 (0.79). The percentage of native species
decreased by five percent in the unburned plots and increased by one percent in the burned plots during the
same time period. The mean number of species per quadrat in the burned plots increased significantly from
1999 to 2001 (10.6 to 12.9 species/quadrat; paired t-test, t = 6.379, 49 df, P < 0.001; Figure 10-2) while the
unburned plots showed no significant change (P > 0.05). Shannon-Weaver diversity indices were
calculated using the relative cover data. In the unburned plots, diversity increased from 1.068 in 1999 to
1.106 in 2001, with a slight dip in 2000 (1.036). In the burned plots, diversity increased from 0.931 in

1999, to 0.963 in 2000, to 0.998 in 2001.
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Cactus densities were higher in the burned areas than in the unburned areas (Table 10-2). Twistspine-
prickly pear (Opuntia macorhiza) density declined significantly in both the unburned and burned areas
from 1999 to 2001 (unburned: One Way Repeated Measures ANOVA, F = 19.604, P < 0.001; burned: One
Way Repeated Measures ANOVA, F=78.837, P<0.001). Declines in hedgehog cacti (Echinocereous
viridiflorus) density were only statistically significant in the burned plots for the same time period (One
Way Repeated Measures ANOVA, F=11.697, P <0.001). :

Vegetation cover data are summarized in Tables 10-3 and 10-4. Total foliar vegetation cover increased
significantly from 79.2 to 85.1 percent in the unburned plots from 1999 to 2001 (One Way Repeated -
Measures ANOVA, F =27.564, P < 0.001) and from 77.2 to 83.9 percent in the burned areas during the
same timeframe (One Way Repeated Measures ANOVA, F =12.916, P <0.001; Figure 3). In 2000, both
the unburned and burned plots showed small declines of approximately 2.5 percent. Of the total vegetation
cover, more than 90 percent (relative cover) has been provided by graminoids at both the unburned and
burned locations from 1999 to 2001. Changes in total absolute graminoid cover in both the unburned and
burned plots were not significantly different from 1999 to 2001 (P > 0.05; Figure 10-4). Three graminoid
species—big bluestem (4ndropogon gerardii), Canada bluegrass (Poa compressa), and mountain muhly -
(Muhlenbergia montana)—dominated the vegetative cover at both the unburned and burned locations
(Tables 10-3 and 10-4). Only the order of dominance of these three species differed between the unburned
and burned areas. At the unburned plots, absolute cool-season graminoid cover and absolute warm-season
graminoid cover did not change significantly from 1999 to 2001 (P > 0.05; Figure 10-5). In the burned
plots however, absolute cool-season graminoid cover decreased significantly in 2000 after the prescribed
fire, but by 2001 had rebounded to near pre-fire levels (One Way Repeated Measures ANOVA, F=4.310,
P < 0.05). Absolute warm-season graminoid cover did not change significantly in the burned plots from
1999 to 2001 (P > 0.05). Warm-season versus cool-season graminoid cover shifted in the burned plot from
cool-season dominated before the prescribed fire to warm-season dominated in 2000 after the fire.
However, in 2001, the burned area had shifted back to cool-season dominated.

In the burned plots, absolute native cover increased significantly by almost 8 percent from 1999 to 2001
after the fire (from 44.6 to 52.2; Figure 10-6; One Way Repeated Measures ANOVA,F=10.947,P < .
0.001) while not chariging significantly in the unburned plots (P > 0.05). Absolute non-native cover.in the
burned plot dropped significantly in 2000 after the fire but was no longer significantly different from pre-
fire levels by 2001 (One Way Repeated Measures ANOVA, F =7.456, P <0.05). Absolute non-native .
cover in the unburned plots did not change significantly during the same time period (P > 0.05). The
absolute forb cover response in the unburned and burned plots essentially paralleled one another from 1999
to 2001 (Figure 10-7) with significant increases in both from 1999 to 2001 (Unburned: One Way Repeated
Measures ANOVA, F =9.586, P < 0.001; Burned: One Way Repeated Measures ANOVA, F=12.717,P <
0.001).

Ground cover was dominated in both the unburned and burned plots by litter (Figure 10-8). In 2000, the
year after the prescribed burn, litter cover decreased significantly in the burned plots - by 7.2 percent - (One
Way Repeated Measures ANOVA, F =10.498, P <0.001). However, by summer 2001, litter cover (not
biomass) had returned to pre-burn levels. In the unburned plots litter cover increased significantly by 5.7
percent from 1999 to 2000 (One Way Repeated Measures ANOVA, F = 5.055, P < 0.05), before returning
to 1999 levels in 2001. Rock cover increased significantly in the burned plot after the fire and continues at
significantly higher amounts than pre-burn cover 2 years after the burn (One Way Repeated Measures
ANOVA, F=5.436, P <0.05; Figure 10-9). No change was observed in rock cover in the unburned plots
(P > 0.05). Bare ground cover increased significantly for only one year after the burn before returning to
pre-burn levels (One Way Repeated Measures ANOVA, F = 18.931, P < 0.001; Figure 10-9). Atthe "
unburned plots, bare ground cover declined significantly in 2000 and 2001 compared to 1999 (One Way
Repeated Measures ANOVA, F = 6.250, P < 0.01; Figure 10-9).

Overall biomass on the grassland (combined current year live and litter) was significantly reduced in the
burned area as a result of the prescribed burn from approximately 465 grams/nf (4,152 Ibs/acre) to 124
grams/nf (1113 Ibs/acre; One Way Repeated Measures ANOVA, F = 14.032, P < 0.001; Figure 10-10). It
continued to remain significantly lower in the burned area in 2001. No significant changes in overall .
biomass were shown in the unburned area (P > 0.05). Litter biomass was significantly reduced and
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continues to be significantly less in the burned area after the prescribed burn compared to pre-treatment
levels (One Way Repeated Measures ANOVA, F = 8.734, P < 0.001; Figure 10-11). No significant
changes were shown in litter biomass in the unburned plot during the same timeframe (P > 0.05).

- Vegetation biomass (current year live) was reduced significantly only immediately after the fire in the

burned area (One Way Repeated Measures ANOVA, F =18.867, P <0.001; Figure 10-11). In 2000-and

. 2001 current year biomass was not significantly different from pre-burn levels in the burn area (P > 0.05).

In the unburned plots however, a significant increase in current year live biomass occurred in 2001
compared to 1999 levels (One Way Repeated Measures ANOVA, F =5.013, P < 0.05; Figure 10-11).

Individual species frequency results from the 1-m? quadrats are presented in Table 10-5. The frequency of

" several species appears to have been affected by the prescribed fire. Many species in the Asteraceae

(sunflower) family including, western ragweed (dmbrosia psilostachya), western sagewort (Artemesia
campestris), diffuse knapweed, Canada horseweed (Conyza canadensis), trailing fleabane (Erigeron -
flagellaris), curly-top gumweed (Grindelia squarrosa), and prickly lettuce (Lactuca serriola), have shown
substantial increases in the burned area in comparison to the unburned area. Each of these increased at
least 14 percent more in the burned area than in the unburned. Mountain muhly was the only native :

+ graminoid that showed a decrease in response to the fire. In the burned plots, most others graminoids

showed a slight increase in 2000, the year after the fire, and then a return to near pre-treatment levels by
2001. In the unburned plot many graminoid species showed overall declines from 1999 to 2001. So the
increased frequency response of the graminoids in the burned plots was somewhat short-lived but
compared to the unburned plots was still an increase. Two species, twistspine prickly pear and hedgehog
cactus both showed consistent declines in both the unburned and burned areas, largely a result of the.
herbicide applications. Several species showed increases in both the unburned and burned areas including,
goat’s beard (Tragopogon dubius), western wallflower (Erysimum capitatum), mountain bladder-pod .
(Lesquerella montana), sleepy catchfly (Silene antirrhina), St. John’s-wort (Hypericum perforatum)
junegrass (Koleria pyrimidata), needle and threadgrass (Stipa comata).

Discussion

Fire is an'integral natural process necessary for native prairie management. Historically fires were ignited
by lightning or Native Americans and often occurred with frequencies of one to thirty years or more . -

" depending on location and local conditions (Seig and Fletcher 1998). The effects of fire have been = .

documented in the literature for several decades. Some of the important aspects of prescribed fires for
grassland management include litter reduction, recycling of plant nutrients, increased early season soil'
temperatures, increased flowering and vigor of native grasses, germination of forb and grass seeds, and
increased landscape and biological diversity (Towne and Owensby 1984, Ehrenreich 1959, Collins and
Wallace 1990). The timing of a prescribed fire can also alter the end results. Late spring burning can
increase the yield of specific species such as big bluestem and Indian grass (Sorghastrum nutans) while
early spring burning can reduce the yield of these species but increase diversity and benefit perennial forbs
(Towne and Owensby 1984). Wright (1974) found that the post-fire responses of many dominant species
was highly correlated to winter-spring precipitation and effected the long-term outcome of the fire effects
on prairie composition.

The xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site has shown a variety of responses to the spring 2000 prescribed fire.
The fact that historically the study area had not been grazed or burned since prior to 1951 likely has
affected the results, in addition to the application of Tordon22K® in spring 1999, one year prior to the burn.

- Species richness was affected differently at different spatial scales. As measured in 1-nt quadrats, species

richness showed a significant increase in the burned area in comparison to the unburned area that showed
no similarincrease. After two growing seasons, an average of 2.3 additional species were found in each
quadrat in the burned area as compared to pre-burn species richness. An increase in species richness after a
fire has been reported from other studies where a similar response has been observed (Collins and Gibson
1990). At a larger scale (1000-n?, i.e., 10 x 100-nf transects) species richness (based on all burned -
transects combined) and diversity (Shannon-Weaver) increased in both the burned and unburned areas
during the same timeframe. Thus this increase cannot be attributed to the fire, but is likely driven by
climatic factors.
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Total foliar cover, graminoid cover, and forb cover showed essentially parallel responses in the burned and
unburned areas. The lack of an increase in cover of the graminoids as a whole in the burned area was
somewhat unexpected because other studies have shown that fire typically increases flowering, biomass
production, and cover in prairie ecosystems (Masters et al. 1992, Ehrenreich 1959, Towne and Owensby
1984, Ewing and Engle, 1988). The lower winter-spring precipitation amounts in spring 2000
(Figure 10-12), compared to the previous several years may have influenced the lack of an increased -
response more typical after a fire. Wright (1974) found a decreased response of many native graminoid
species when below average winter-spring precipitation amounts preceded a prescribed fire. It may have
also been affected or masked by the herbicide that was applied to both the unburned and burned areas the
- year before the prescribed burn. Observations from other locations at the Site have shown that graminoid
cover typically increases after an herbicide application, likely resulting from reduced competition from
forbs (K-H 1999b, 2000b, 2001b). Thus it may have been unreasonable to assume that graminoid cover
could increase much more with the application of fire, particularly in a dry year. Both the burned and
“unburned plots were dominated by Canada bluegrass, big bluestem, and mountain muhly. No change in
their order of dominance was observed in the burned area as a result of the burn.

A significant loss of cool-season graminoid cover occurred in the burned area the year following the burn,

.causing the burn area to shift to a warm-season dominated community. Much of this resulted from the loss
of cover by the non-native species Canada bluegrass and Kentucky bluegrass (Poa pratensis). This
response is typical of most grasslands that have both cool- and warm-season species when they are burned

~in the spring (Towne and Owensby 1984, Glenn-Lewin et al. 1990). However, the shift was short-lived and
by 2001 the prairie in the burned area had returned to a cool-season dominated community. Since one of
the goals of the prescribed burn was to shift the species composition of the grassland from the
predominantly non-native, cool-season graminoids to the native warm-season species the fire was a step in

- the right direction. Although it only lasted one year, it showed that prescribed fire could be used as.a.
management tool to shift the species composition of the xeric tallgrass prairie to favor the warm-season
graminoid species that make the prairie unique. On the tallgrass prairie of the eastern Great Plains repeated
annual spring burning of the prairie has been shown to increase dominance of the warm-season species
(Svejcar 1990, Towne and Owensby 1984), however, here in the more arid west where moisture is much *
,more a limiting factor for plant growth annual prescribed fire is not recommended (Shay et al. 2001,

" Hopkins-Arnold 1998). After studying the influence of fire on the mesic tallgrass prairie along South
Boulder Creek to the north of the Site in Boulder County, Hopkins-Arnold (1998) recommended that fire
should be used only infrequently (not annually) on more xeric sites to stimulate production. She also
recommended that it only be used in years with normal or above normal precipitation and not when drought
is expected or following a year of drought. Additionally, timing of a prescribed burn has been shown to
substantially alter the vegetative outcome in terms of species composition, so adjustments to the timing of

-any future prescribed burns at the Site could help shift species composition more in the desired direction
(Towne and Owensby 1984, Ehrenreich 1959, Ewing and Engle 1988). Fire injures plants that are actively
growing more than those that are still dormant (Towne and Owensby 1984), so by adjusting the timing of a
prescribed burn so that the cool-season species are more impacted a greater reduction in their abundance

“may be observed. A three week difference in timing can substantially change the long-term vegetation
composition of an area (Town and Owensby 1984). The contrast in cool- versus warm-season graminoid
cover between the burned and unburned prairie in this study may also have been much more dramatic had
.the herbicide application not been a factor.

Native and non-native cover on the xeric tallgrass prairie were both affected by the prescribed burn. Native
cover in the burned area increased after the prescribed burn and remains significantly higher than original
levels two growing seasons after the fire. No similar response was seen in the unburned area. Non-native
cover was reduced significantly in the burned area for one year after the fire, while no change was observed
in the unburned area. Thus the use of fire, assisted non-native weed control efforts for one year after the
burn, and continued to enhance conditions for the native species. This is evidenced by the continued
increase in cover by the native species. '

Forb cover was initially low in both the unburned and burned areas due to the application of Tordon22K®

in spring 1999. Forb cover however, has significantly increased in both the burned and unburned plots
since the fire, largely because the residual effect of picloram in the soil is decreasing. No change in forb
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cover was observed that could be attributed to the prescribed burn. The overall loss of cactus density in
both the burned and unburned plots is largely due to the herbicide application. Data from other studies at
the Site and elsewhere have shown this is typical (K-H 1999b, 2000b, 2001b; Peterson et al. 1988). Aside
from this the response of forbs to fire is less well documented. Forb responses to fire elsewhere have
shown a variable species-specific response, often different depending on location and timing of the fire .
(Glenn-Lewin et al. 1990). ' .

Above ground current year live plant biomass was not significantly changed by the fire, with the exception
of its reduction immediately after the fire. By the end of the growing season in 2000, total current year live
plant biomass was back to pre-fire levels in the area that was burned, but it was not significantly higher: It

* remained the same as pre-fire levels in 2001. This differs from most other studies from the eastern tallgrass

prairie where biomass increases of two to four times pre-treatment levels are not uncommon in burned
areas compared to unburned locations (Svejcar 1990). The Site data is also interesting considering that a
significant increase in current year live biomass did occur at the unburned locations in 2001, whereas in the
burned area, where an increase would have been expected, nothing changed. Shay et al. (2001) reported
that on a mixed-grass prairie in southwestern Manitoba, where moisture is a key limiting factor for plant
growth, removal of litter by fire increased soil temperatures thus drying out soils reducing available soil

-moisture and further stressing plants. Because the xeric tallgrass prairie is an outlying, relict community on

the western edge of the Great.Plains which receives an annual precipitation of only about 15 inches
(compared to 30+ inches received by the tallgrass prairie on the eastern Great Plains), any additional
moisture stress resulting from litter removal, in an already low moisture year (2000 was a below average
moisture compared to previous five years at the Site) may have contributed to lower production by the
tallgrass species. Hopkins-Arnold (1998) noted that planning for prescribed burns in arid environments
must take into account pre-burn annual precipitation and post-burn precipitation predictions.. Other factors
that have been shown to account for variable responses after fire include species composition of the

- grassland, timing of the burn, frequency of burning, and species specific responses to fire (Svejcar 1990,

Shay et al. 2001, Ewing and Engle 1988, Towne and Owensby 1984, Wright 1974).

Litter biomass (referring to the weight of thatch or dead plant material on the ground) however, was
significantly reduced after the fire and still remains significantly lower than pre-burn levels in 2001. An
important objective of the prescribed burn was to rediice overall litter biomass and thereby reduce the-

" potential for catastrophic wildfire. This was accomplished and without converting all the ground surface

between plant stems and crowns to bare ground. Overall litter cover (as distinguished from litter biomass;
i.e., weight) was only reduced by approximately seven percent in 2000, while bare ground increased.
approximately 4 percent. These cover values returned to pre-burn levels in 2001. Thus while much of the -
litter volume or bulk (by weight = biomass) was removed there was still some material that remained on the
surface of the ground (cover) protecting it from wind and water erosion. Therefore the potential for

" increased wind or water erosion was minimal as a result of the fire. The nearly flat surface of the pediment
“top where the fire was conducted also helped minimize this as well. :

- Diffuse knapweed frequency returned at a faster rate in the burned area than in the unburned area, after

both areas had been treated with Tordon22K® the year prior to the burn. Further investi gation is required to
see whether this is a consistent fire response of diffuse knapweed or not, but it may be more appropriate to
treat an infestation area after a prescribed burn rather than before it. If a flush of germinating diffuse
knapweed were to come up after a fire, an herbicide application would likely be much more effective after
the fire because no litter and other plant material would intercept the herbicide, so more of it would reach
the plants and ground.

Recommendations

Based on the results of this study several recommendations can be made for consideration of any future
prescribed burns at the Site:

o Fire should be considered as an essential tool for long-term resource management at the Site.
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e  Monitoring of any future prescribed burns should be a critical aspect of planning, in order to provide
documentation of the response of the xeric tallgrass prairie to fire at the Site.

~ o Timing of prescribed burns should be done so as to inflict maximum injury to undesired species in

order to achieve the desired burn objectives. Some experimentation with different fire dates should be
conducted to determine what times are best for local conditions present at the Site.

e Repeated annual burns at the same location are not recommended due to the arid conditions of our
climate and the potential to further stress the desired species, thus potentially opening new
opportunities for undesired species.

¢  When burning where weed infestations are present, post-burn weed control should be integrated in the
plan to take advantage of the reduced litter and plant cover.

Conclusions

In April 2000, a prescribed burn was conducted on 48 acres of the xeric tallgrass prairie at the Site. The
prescribed burn accomplished several objectives and demonstrated the potential that prescribed fire could
have for managing the native plant community resources at the Site. The potential for a catastrophic .
wildfire was reduced through the removal of plant litter on the prairie without substantially increasing the

potential for wind or water erosion. Species richness and native species cover increased as a result of the

burn and at least in the short-term, the species composition shifted from a cool-season dominated

. community to a warm-season dominated one, albeit for only one year. 'Properly timed and used when

environmental conditions such as moisture are appropriate, prescribed fire could be used on the Site’s xeric
tallgrass prairie to reduce the dominance and abundance of the non-native, cool-season species like Canada

- bluegrass and Kentucky bluegrass and enhance conditions for native, warm-season species. Prescribed
" burns should be used as part of the long-term resource management for the plant communities at the Site.
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Glossary

Annual — A plant that lives its entire life cycle during the course of a single growing season.

Biocontrol — A method of weed control that uses insects or fungi to stress, damage, or destroy the plant

.tissue of undesirable species.

Biodiversity — The existence of a wide range of different types of organisms in a given place at a given
time.

Biomass — A measure of the productivity of a community, usually measured by clipping the vegetation and

obtaining the dry weight of the vegetation; expressed per unit area (grams/square meter).

Control — The plot, quadrat, transect, site, or location, that receives no treatment or management action-

*(e.g., weed control, prescribed burning, mowing). It serves as an unaffected plot that can be compared to
the treatment plot to evaluate whether or not the treatment had any impact. :

- Cool-season graminoids — Grasses that green up early in the growing season (March—-May) and produce

mature fruits by ]ate June or early July.

Cover — Vegetation cover is a measure of abundance for individual plant species in a specified area. The
cover of different species can be grouped and summed to provide the cover for that grouping of species

“-(e.g., graminoid cover or forb cover).

Density — A measure of the number of individuals per unit area.

Diversity — A measure of the number of species present and their relative abundance in a community:; -

Dominant plant species — One or more species that occur in the greatest abundance (usually based on cover
or biomass) in a given plant community.

“Ecotonal — An ecotone is the boundary area between two different plant communities.

Forbs — Herbaceous, broad-leaved, non-woody plant species.

GIS - Geographic iﬁformation system

GPS - Global positioning system

Graminoids — Grasses, sedges, or rushes.

Litter — Dead plant matter that has accumulated on the surface of the ground. 2y

Management units — Arbitrary divisions of the different plant communities at the Site used to facxhtate
vegetation sampling. Roads, fence lines, and streams were often used as boundaries. .

Mesic — Referring to conditions of moderate moisture or water availability.

Perennial — A plant whose lifecycle spans multiple years.
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Prescribed burn or fire — A planned, controlled fire, intentionally set to burn off the vegetation to meet a set
of management objectives.

Relict — Persistent remnants of a pre-existing, once more widespread flora or fauna that now exist in more
restricted or isolated areas.

Riparian — On or pertaining to the banks of a stream (e.g., riparian vegetation or riparian woodland).
Species richness — The complete list and number of species found in a given area.

Species richness similarity — A mathematical coefficient that quantifies how similar or dissimilar the
species composition of two communities is. A common coefficient is the

Sorensen coefficient of similarity index, which compares species lists between two areas by takmg into
account the total number of species present in each community and the number in common between'them.

Target species — Species specifically chosen for weed control (e.g., diffuse knapweed or musk thistle).

Treatment — The plot, quadrat, transect, site, or location, that receives a specific management action (e.g.,
weed control, prescribed burn, mowing).

Vascular plants — Plants that have xylem and phloem (i.e., conductive tissue) for internal movement of
water, minerals, and nutrients. This excludes plants such as mosses, liverworts, and hornworts that have no

such tissues.

Warm-season graminoids — Grasses that green up later in the growing season (late May—June) and don’t
- produce mature fruits until September

Xeric — Dry or characterized by scant moisture; tolerating or adapted to arid conditions.
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Note the twisted awn that v
characterizes this species from
other three-awn grasses

Figure 1-4. Habitat of forktip three-awn at new population discovered at Rocky Flats in 2001. It is an old borrow i
area that was reseeded in the 1980’s. The forktip three-awn grows in the gravelly areas between these bunchgrasses.




F igdré 1-5. Forktip thrée-awn W_éis (fommonly found on oxidized gravelly surfaces s:uch as this'..‘ This is an area
where an attempt was made to séed the species and create a new population. Monitoring will be conducted in fall

2002 to deterinine whether any of the seeds germinated and established. _ : :
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Sand Deposition Area
on Xeric Tallgrass Prairie

Figure 1-8
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Figure 1-10. Sand dune area in late summer. In August 2001, the sandy area had become an annual sunflower patch
(yellow flowers), but much of the area was also infested with the noxious weeds diffuse knapweed, Russian thistle,
and kochia.
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2001 Musk Thistle
(Carduus nutans)
Distribution

Figure 1-12

LEGEND

High Density Areas
Medium Density Areas
FZ3 Low Density Areas

[IJ] Scattered Density Areas

Standard Features
[ Buildings

BN Lakes & ponds
-] New Landfi

—— Streams & ditches
-~-- Fences

=== Paved roads
-— Dirt roads

— Contours (20 ft)

DATA GOURCE BASE FEATURES:

Buildings, fences, hyckagraphy, 1oads and other
shuchures tram 1994 astial fiy-over dats
capturad by EGLD RSL, Las Vegas.

Digitized tom the oMhopholog 185

Hyosograshy datived from diptal glevation mode!

(DEM) data by Mostison Knudsen (MK) using ESRI Are TIN

3nd LATTICE to process the DEM dala lo create S-tooi contaurs,
The DEM data was caplured by the Remcte Gensinp Lab,

Lug Vegas, NV, 1994 Aarial Fivover ot ~10 meter sesobtion.

Tha OEM post-processing performed by MK, Wintzr 1857,

Data Source Ecology Features:
Location data provided by Exponent.
K-H Ecology Group POC; Karan North 303-868-88786.

1:23552
1000 0 1000 2000 Feet

State Plane Coordinate Projection
Colorado Central Zone
Datum: NAD27

U.S. Department of Energy

Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site

Prepared
by

RFETS GIS Dept. 303-866-7707

MAP ID; 02-0006

E'ponent’ N{IH=.-..

February 14, 2002

apt




752000

744000

poli
2089000

2088000
2083000

00075

ooyrZ

2001 Common Mullein
(Verbascum thapsus)
Distribution
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2001 Multiple Weed
Species Distributions
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2001 Jointed Goatgrass
(Aegilops cylindrica)
Distribution

Figure 1-15
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(Verbascum thapsus)
Distribution
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Xeric Mixed Grassland
Monitoring Sites
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Figure 2-2. Annual Precipitation at Rocky Flats (1992-2001)
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Figure 2-3. 1993-2001 Shannon-Weaver Diversity Indices - Xeric Mixed Grassland Summary
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Figure 2-4. Dalmatian toadflax near TRO6 site. The upper photo shows the infestation as of 1999. In spring 2000-the
location was treated aerially with Tordon22K®. That summer little flowering was seen. In 2001, flowering and vigor of
many of the plants continued to be inhibited by the herbicide and the fact that a late spring frost hit the plants.
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Figure 2-5. Detrended correspondence analysis (DCA). DCA results for TR01, TR06, and TR12 data from 1993-2001 (all available years per site). The first four digits

of each site code stand for the site name (i.e. TRO1). The last two numbers are the year of sampling (i.e. 2001 = 01).
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2001 Ecological Disturbances
in the Buffer Zone
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2001 Biocontrol Release Locations
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Figure 3-4. Gall formed on a Canada thistle plant from the biocontrol agent, Urophora carduii, that was . -
released at the Site during 2000. Monitoring in 2001 only found this single gall at the two release
locations. However, continued monitoring in 2002 will determine whether more of the population

survived. :
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Diffuse Knapweed Herbicide
Monitoring Plot Locations

Figure 4-1
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Figure 4-2. Total Number of Species - Diffuse Knapweed Monitoring Study
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Figure 4-3. Diffuse Knapweed Density Summary
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Figure 4-4. Diffuse Knapweed Frequency - Diffuse Knapweed Monitoring Study
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Figure 4-5. Absolute Diffuse Knapweed Cover - Diffuse Knapweed Monitoring Study
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Figure 4-6. Opuntia macorhiza Density Summary
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Figure 4-7. Echinocereus viridiflorus Density Summary
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Figure 4-8. Shannon-Weaver Index Summary - Diffuse Knapweed Monitoring
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Figure 4-9. Total Foliar Cover - Diffuse Knapweéd Monitoring Study
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Figure 4-10. Absolute Forb Cover - Diffuse Knapweed Monitoring Study
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Figure 4-11. Absolute Native vs. Non-Native Forb Cover - Diffuse Knapweed Monitoring Study
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Figure 4-12. Absolute Graminoid Cover - Diffuse Knapweed Monitoring Study
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Figure 4-13. Detrended Correspondence Analysis (DCA) Results — Species Cover Data
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Figure 5-2. Diffuse Knapweed Foliar Cover
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Figure 5-3. Diffuse Knapweed Frequency
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Figure 7-2. Painted diffuse knapweed plants. a) An individual diffuse knapweed plant after marking with .
red spray paint and pink flagging. b) A patch of marked diffuse knapweed plants waiting to be blown away a
in the winter winds.
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Figure 7-5. Diffuse Knapweed Movement Summary
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Figure 7-7. Diffuse knapweed “captured” by a typical 4-strand barbed wire fence. Note the area on the left
where the knapweed plants have been cleared away. o
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: AFlgure 8-2. Mound vegetation charactenzatlon plot sampling design. Intermound samplmg wnll use same
pattem for the plot layout but w1ll be placed between the mounds. .




Figure 8-3. Small Mammal Mound Total Forb, Native Forb, and Non-Native Forb Cover
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Mound Classification
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Figure 8-4. Small Mammal Mound Noxious Weed Frequency Summary
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Species

Bromus japonicus is a non-native cheatgrass, but is not on the State of Colorado list of noxious weeds.




Figure 8-5. Small Mammal Mound Graminoid (Native vs. Non-Native) Foliar Cover Summary
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Figure 8-6. Small Mammal Mound Graminoid Cover
(Cool-Season vs. Warm-Season) Summary
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Figure 8-7. Detrended Correspondence Analysis (DCA) Using Small Mammal Mound Study Full Species Lists and

Cover Values For Untreated Classifications. , .
(Mound Classifications: UA = untreated active, Ul = untreated intermound, UN = untreated non-active; numbers refer to
actual plot numbers).
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Figure 8-8. Detrended Correspondence Analysis (DCA) Using Small Mammal Mound Study Dominant Species and Cover Values.
(Mound Classifications: TA = treated active, Tl = treated intermound, TN = treated non-active, UA = untreated active, Ul = untreated intermound,
UN = untreated non-active).
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Figure 8-9. Detrended Correspondence Analysis (DCA) Using Small Mammal Mound Study Full Species Lists and Cover Values.

(Mound Classifications: TA = treated active, TI = treated intermound, TN = treated non-active, UA = untreated active, Ul = untreated intermound,
UN = untreated non-active).
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Figure 10-2. Mean # Species/Quadrat - Prescribed Burn Monitoring
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Means within the same treatment having the same letter are not significantly different from the 1999 data (P> 0.05).
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Figure 10-3. Total Foliar Cover - Prescribed Burn Monitoring
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Figure 10-4. Total Graminoid Cover - Prescribed Burn Monitoring
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Means within the same treatment having the same letter are not significantly different from the 1999 data (P > 0.05).




Figure 10-5. Warm- vs. Cool-Season Graminoid Cover - Prescribed Burn Monitoring
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Means within the same treatment having the same letter are not significantly different from the 1999 data (P > 0.05).




Figure 10-6. Native and Non-native Foliar Cover - Prescribed Burn Monitoring

70
Prescribed Bumn
a a4
ae N <
60
b
b —A
50 / =
< a /
=
2
a 40
<
1S
-]
3 a
2 30 B
[-1]
> b a
B\\\Q,Aumed Total Native Cover
10 a —&—Unburned Total Non-Native Cover
—&r—-Burned Total Native Cover
- Burned Total Non-Native Cover
0 T -
1999 2000 2001
Date

Means within the same treatment having the same letter are not significantly different from the 1999 data (P > 0.05).




Figure 10-7. Total Forb Cover - Prescribed Burn Monitoring
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Figure 10-8. Litter Cover - Prescribed Burn Monitoring
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Means within the same treatment having the same letter are not significantly different from the 1999 data (P > 0.05).
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Figure 10-9. Rock and Bare Ground Cover - Prescribed Burn Moni'toring
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Figure 10-10. Prescribed Burn Total Biomass Change
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Means within the same treatment having the same letter are not significantly different from the March 2000 data (P > 0.05).
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Figure 10-11. Prescribed Burn Biomass Changes
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Table 1-1. 1997 and 1998 Xeric Tallgrass Prairie Species. Richness Summary

Family Scientific Name Speccode | Native | 1997|1998 2001
AGAVACEAE Yucca glauca Nutt. YUGL1 Y X X X
ANACARDIACEAE Rhus aromatica Ait. var. trilobata (Nutt.) A. Gray RHAR1 Y X X | X
ANACARDIACEAE Toxicodendron rydbergii (Small) Greene TORY1 Y X
APIACEAE Daucus carota L. DACA2 | N X
APIACEAE Harbouria trachypleura (Gray) C. & R. HATR1 Y X X X
APIACEAE Lomatium orientale Coult. & Rose LOORt . Y X X X
APIACEAE Musineon divaricatum (Pursh.) Nutt. var. hookeri T. & G. MUDI1 Y X |.X |-X
APOCYNACEAE Apocynum cannabinum L. APCA1 Y X1 X |1:X
ASCLEPIADACEAE Asclepias pumila (Gray) Vail ASPU1 Y X [.X | X
ASCLEPIADACEAE Asclepias speciosa Torr. ASSP1 - Y X X | X
ASCLEPIADACEAE Asclepias stenophylla A. Gray ASST1 Y X X X
ASCLEPIADACEAE Asclepias viridiflora Raf. ASVI1 'Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Achillea millefolium L. ssp. lanulosa (Nutt.) Piper ACMI1 Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Ambrosia psilostachya DC. AMPS1 Y X |' X X
ASTERACEAE Antennaria microphylla Rydb. ANMI1 Y X | X X
ASTERACEAE Antennaria parvifolia Nutt. ANPA1 Y X |.X | .X
ASTERACEAE Arnica fulgens Pursh. ARFU1 Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Artemisia campestris L. ssp. caudata (Michx.) Hall & Clem. ARCA1 Y X | X X
ASTERACEAE Artemisia dracunculus L. ARDR1 Y X [«X | X
ASTERACEAE Artemisia frigida Willd. ARFR1 Y X X 1.X
ASTERACEAE Artemisia ludoviciana Nutt. var. ludoviciana -ARLU1 Y X ] -X X
ASTERACEAE Aster campestris Nutt. ASCA2 Y : X
ASTERACEAE Aster falcatus Lindl. ASFA1 Y X X | X
ASTERACEAE Aster fendleri A. Gray ASFE1 Y X | .
ASTERACEAE Aster porteri Gray ASPO1 | Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Carduus nutans L. ssp. macrolepis (Peterm.) Kazmi CANU1 | °N X X ] X
ASTERACEAE Centaurea diffusa Lam. CEDI1 - N X X |.X
ASTERACEAE Chrysopsis fulcrata Greene CHFU1 Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Chrysopsis villosa Pursh. ) CHVI1 2 Y X X | X
ASTERACEAE Chrysothamnus nauseosus (Pall.) Britt. ssp. graveolens (Nutt.) Piper CHNAA1 ‘Y X X .
ASTERACEAE Chrysothamnus nauseosus (Pall.) Britt. ssp. nauseosus CHNA2 Y C X |- X
ASTERACEAE Cichorium intybus L. CHNA1 N X |I'X ] X
ASTERACEAE Cirsium arvense (L.) Scop. CIAR1 ~N X X | X
ASTERACEAE Cirsium undulatum (Nutt.) Spreng. CIUN1 Y X | X X
ASTERACEAE Cirsium vulgare (Savi) Ten. Clvu1 ‘N X |1 X
ASTERACEAE Conyza canadensis (L.) Crong. COCA1 Y X |'X]1X
ASTERACEAE Dyssodia papposa (Vent) Hitche. DYPA1 N X X X
ASTERACEAE Erigeron canus A. Gray ERCA1 Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Erigeron compositus Pursh var. dicoideus A. Gray ERCO1 Y X X |:X
ASTERACEAE Erigeron divergens T. & G. ERDI1 Y X | X1 X
ASTERACEAE Erigeron flagellaris A. Gray ERFLA1 Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Erigeron strigosus Muhl. ex Willd. ERST1 Y . X
ASTERACEAE Erigeron vetensis Rydb. ERVE1 Y X X | X
ASTERACEAE Gaillardia aristata Pursh. GAAR1 Y X X |- X
ASTERACEAE Grindelia squarrosa (Pursh.) Dun. GRSQ1 Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Gutierrezia sarothrae (Pursh.) Britt. & Rusby GUSA1 | Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Happlopappus spinulosus (Pursh) DC. HASP1 Y X | .
ASTERACEAE Helianthus annuus L. HEAN1 Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Helianthus petiolaris Nutt. HEPE1 Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Helianthus pumilus Nutt. . HEPU1 Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Helianthus rigidus (Cass.) Desf. ssp. subrhomboideus (Rydb.) Heiser HERI Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Hymenopappus filifolius Hook. var. cinereus (Rydb.) I. M. Johnst. HYFI1 Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Kuhnia chlorolepis Woot. & Standl. KUCH1 Y X X
ASTERACEAE Kuhnia eupatorioides L. KUEU1 Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Lactuca oblongifolia Nutt. LAOB1 Y X
ASTERACEAE Lactuca serriola L. LASE1 N X X X
ASTERACEAE Leucelene ericoides (Torr.) Greene LEER1 Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Liatris punctata Hook. LIPU1 Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Machaeranthera canescens (Pursh) A. Gray MACA1 Y X X
ASTERACEAE Microseris cuspidata (Pursh.) Sch. Bip. MICU1 Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Onopordum acanthium L. ONACA1 N X
ASTERACEAE Ratibida columnifera (Nutt.) Woot. & Standl. RACO1 Y X X X




Table 1-1. (cont.) :

) Family Scientific Name Speccode’| Native | 1997]1998| 2001
ASTERACEAE Scorzonera laciniata L. SCLA1 N X X | X
. |JASTERACEAE Senecio fendleri Gray SEFE1 Y X X |.X
ASTERACEAE Senecio integerrimus Nutt. SEIN1 Y X X
ASTERACEAE Senecio plattensis Nutt. SEPL1 Y X X | X
ASTERACEAE Senecio spartioides T. & G. SESP1 Y X X X
. |ASTERACEAE Senecio tridenticulatus Rydb. SETR1 Y X |-
- |[ASTERACEAE Solidago missouriensis Nutt. SOMH Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Solidago mollis Bart. SOMO1 Y X X | X
- |ASTERACEAE Solidago rigida L. SORI .Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Sonchus asper (L.) Hill SOAS1 ‘N X |-
ASTERACEAE Taraxacum officinale Weber TAOF1 :N X X X
ASTERACEAE Thelesperma megapotanicum (Spreng.) O. Ktze. THME1-| Y X X | X
ASTERACEAE Townsendia grandiflora (Nutt.) TOGR1 Y X | .X
ASTERACEAE Townsendia hookeri Beaman TOHO1 '} 'Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Tragopogon dubius Scop. TRDU1 N X X X
ASTERACEAE Tragopogon porrifolius L. . TRPO1 N X
ASTERACEAE Xanthium strumarium L. XAST1 Y X
BERBERIDACEAE Berberis repens Lindl. BERE1 Y X X
-|IBORAGINACEAE Cryptantha virgata (Porter) Payson CRVI1 | Y X |- X X
BORAGINACEAE Cynoglossum officinale L. CYOF1 N X | X
" |BORAGINACEAE Lappula redowskii (Hornem:) Greene LARE1 -Y X |. X X
BORAGINACEAE Lithospermum incisum Lehm. LINT | Y X |' X X
'|BORAGINACEAE Mertensia lanceolata (Pursh.) A. DC. MELA1 | Y X X | X
7 |BORAGINACEAE -|Onosmodium molie Michx. var. occidentale (Mack.) Johnst. ONMO1 Y X | X X
|BORAGINACEAE Plagiobothrys scouleri (H. & A.) I. M. Johnst. :PLSC1 Y - X ]
" |BRASSICACEAE . Alyssum alyssoides (L.) L. "ALAL1T | N X [+ X ].X
BRASSICACEAE Alyssum minus (L.) Rothmaler var. micranthus (C. A. Mey.) Dudley . * L ALMI1 N: X X X
- |BRASSICACEAE - Arabis fendleri (S. Wats.) Greene var. fendleri ARFE3 Y X X X
BRASSICACEAE Arabis glabra (L.) Bemh. ARGL1 ‘N X
+|BRASSICACEAE Arabis hirsuta (L.) Scop. var. pynocarpa (Hopkins) Rollins ARHI1 ] Y X X X |
‘{; BRASSICACEAE Barbarea vulgaris R. Br. . ‘o . BAVU1 | N X "X | X
" [BRASSICACEAE Camelina microcarpa Andrz. ex DC. ‘ ‘CAMI1 N X |' X X
~'|BRASSICACEAE - . |Descurainia pinnata (Walt.) Britt. ~ DEPI1 | .Y’ X X | X
:|BRASSICACEAE . |Descurainia richardsonii (Sweet) Schultz - DERI1 " Y X X
. |BRASSICACEAE Descurainia sophia (L.) Webb ex Prantl. DESO1 ‘N X | o
| |BRASSICACEAE Draba nemorosa L. DRNE1 Y X X
- |BRASSICACEAE Draba reptans (Lam.) Fern. DRRE1 Y X X X
'IBRASSICACEAE Erysimum capitatum (Nutt.) DC. ERCA2 Y X X X
‘IBRASSICACEAE Lepidium campestre (L.) R. Br. LECA1 N X X X
. |BRASSICACEAE Lepidium densiflorum Schrad. LEDE1 Y X X X
BRASSICACEAE Lesquerella montana (A. Gray) Wats. "LEMO1 [ Y X X X
BRASSICACEAE Sisymbrium altissimum L. SIAL1 | N X X X
 |BRASSICACEAE Thlaspi arvense L. THAR1 N ) X
[CACTACEAE Coryphantha missouriensis (Sweet) Britt. & Rose COMI1 Y X X X
CACTACEAE Echinocereus viridiflorus Engelm. ~_ECVH Y X X X
{CACTACEAE Opuntia fragilis (Nutt.) Haw. OPFR1 | Y X X :
{CACTACEAE Opuntia macrorhiza Engelm. OPMA1 | Y X X | X
CACTACEAE Pediocactus simpsonii (Engelm.) Britt. & Rose PESI1 Y X X X
. [ICAMPANULACEAE Campanula rotundifolia L. CARO1 Y X X X
CAPPARACEAE Cleome serrulata Pursh. CLSE1 Y X
CAPRIFOLIACEAE Symphoricarpos occidentalis Hook. SYOC1 Y X X X
CARYOPHYLLACEAE _|Arenaria fendleri A. Gray ARFE2 Y X X X
- |CARYOPHYLLACEAE |Cerastium arvense L.. ' CEAR1 'Y X X X
- |CARYOPHYLLACEAE |Paronychia jamesii T. & G. - PAJA1 Y X X X
CARYOPHYLLACEAE |[Silene antirrhina L. SIAN1 Y X X X
CARYOPHYLLACEAE |Silene drummondii Hook. SIDR1 Y X X X
. |CARYOPHYLLACEAE |Spergularia rubra (L.} K. Presl. SPRU1 N X X X
- |CARYOPHYLLACEAE |Vaccaria pyramidata Medic. VAPY1 N ’ X .
-|[CHENOPODIACEAE  |Chenopodium album L. . CHAL1 N X X
CHENOPODIACEAE __|Chenopodium atrovirens Nutt. CHAT1 Y X .
. |CHENOPODIACEAE  {Chenopodium leptophyllum Nutt. ex Mog. CHLE2 Y X X X
CHENOPODIACEAE Kochia scoparia (L.) Schrad. KOSC1 .| N X




Table 1-1. (cont.)

Family Scientific Name Speccode | Native | 1997]1998] 2001
.|[CHENOPODIACEAE Salsola iberica Senn. & Pau. SAIB1 N X X
CLUSIACEAE Hypericum perforatum L. HYPE1 N X X X
COMMELINACEAE Tradescantia occidentalis (Britt.) Smyth TROCA1 Y X X |- X
CONVOLVULACEAE |Convolvulus arvensis L. COAR1 N X X |' X
'[CONVOLVULACEAE  [Evolvulus nuttallianus R. & S. EVNU1 Y X X X
" [CRASSULACEAE Sedum lanceolatum Torr. SELA1 Y X X | X
CUPRESSACEAE Juniperus communis L. JUCO1 Y X X [ X
CUPRESSACEAE Juniperus scopulorum Sarg. JUSC1 Y X X X
-+ |[CYPERACEAE Carex_sp. CAR1 g X
*|CYPERACEAE Carex brevior (Dew.) Mack. ex Lunell. CABR1 Y X X
CYPERACEAE Carex eleocharis Bailey CAEL1 Y X X X
CYPERACEAE Carex filifolia Nutt. CAFI1 Y X X
CYPERACEAE Carex heliophila Mack. CAHE1 Y X X | -X
-]ICYPERACEAE Carex interior Bailey CAIN1 Y X :X
. {CYPERACEAE Carex oreocharis Holm. CAOR1 Y X X X
"{CYPERACEAE Carex.praegracilis W. Boott. - CAPR1 Y X X
CYPERACEAE Eleocharis compressa Sulliv. ELCO1 | Y X X |- X
‘|CYPERACEAE ) Eleocharis macrostachya Biritt. ELMA1 Y X X X
EUPHORBIACEAE . |Euphorbia fendleri T. & G. EUFE1 Y X X X
. |EUPHORBIACEAE Euphorbia robusta (Engelm.) Small . EURO1 Y X X | . X
¥ [EUPHORBIACEAE Euphorbia serpyllifolia Pers. " EUSE1 - Y X X .
EUPHORBIACEAE Euphorbia spathulata Lam. - EUSP1- | Y X X |-X
"|[EUPHORBIACEAE Tragia ramosa Nutt. - TRRA1 Y X X .
' |[FABACEAE '~ |Amorpha fruticosa L. " AMFR1 Y X 1. X | -X
'|IFABACEAE Astragalus adsurgens Pall. var. robustior Hook. ASAD1 Y X X | X
FABACEAE - Astragalus agrestis Dougl. ex G. Don " ASAG1 . Y X X X
FABACEAE Astragalus crassicarpus Nutt. - ASCR1 Y X
FABACEAE Astragalus drummondii Dougl. ex Hook. ASDR1 - Y X ['X |. X
FABACEAE Astragalus flexuosus (Hook.) G. Don ASFL1 - Y X X |X
" |FABACEAE Astragalus shortianus Nutt..ex 7.&G. ASSH1 Y X | X X
.- |[FABACEAE Astragalus spathulatus Sheld. ASSP2 - Y X ]
' [FABACEAE - Astragalus tridactylicus Gray ) ~ ASTR1 . Y X X X
FABACEAE Dalea candida Michx. ex Willd. var. oligophytla (Torr.) Shinners. DACA1 Y X X X
. {FABACEAE Dalea purpurea Vent DAPU1 Y X X X
. [FABACEAE Glycyrrhiza lepidota Pursh. . GLLE1 Y X X X
" [FABACEAE Lupinus argenteus Pursh var. argenteus LUAR1 Y X X X -
. |FABACEAE Medicago lupulina L. MELU1 N X
FABACEAE Medicago sativa L. ssp. sativa - MESA1 N X X
FABACEAE Melilotus alba Medic. MEAL1 N X
- |FABACEAE Melilotus officinalis {L.) Pall. MEOF1 N X X X
FABACEAE Oxytropis lambertii Pursh. OXLA1 Y X X X
' [FABACEAE Psoralea tenuiflora Pursh. . PSTE1 Y X X X
.|FABACEAE Robinia pseudo-acacia L. ROPS1 N X X |.
" [FABACEAE Thermopsis rhombifolia var. divaricarpa (Nels.) Isely THRH1 Y X X X
FABACEAE Trifolium pratense L. TRPR1 N X
. |FABACEAE Vicia americana Muhl. ex Willd. VIAM1 Y X |
.|GENTIANACEAE Gentiana affinis Griseb. * GEAF1 Y X X X
' |GENTIANACEAE Swertia radiata (Kell.) O. Ktze. SWRA1 Y X X | -X
GERANIACEAE Erodium cicutarium (L.) L'Her. ERCI1 N X X X
" {GERANIACEAE Geranium caespitosum James ssp. caespitosum GECA1 Y X X X
GROSSULARIACEAE |Ribes aureum Pursh RIAU1 Y X X
GROSSULARIACEAE _|Ribes cereum Dougl. RICE1 Y X X
|HYDROPHYLLACEAE |Hydrophylium fendleri (Gray).Heller HYFE1 Y =l X
. IHYDROPHYLLACEAE |Phacelia heterophylla Pursh. PHHE1 Y X | X X
IRIDACEAE Iris missouriensis Nutt. IRMI1 Y X X X
- [IRIDACEAE Sisyrinchium montanum Greene © SIMO1 Y X X | X
" [JUNCACEAE Juncus baiticus Willd. JUBA1 Y X X X
. [JUNCACEAE Juncus dudleyi Wieg. JUDU1 Y X
JUNCACEAE Juncus interior Wieg. JUIN1 Y X X X
JUNCACEAE Juncus longistylis Torr. JULO1 Y X @
LAMIACEAE Hedeoma hispidum Pursh. HEHI1 Y X X
-ILAMIACEAE Marrubium vulgare L. MAVU1 N X X X




Family Scientific Name Speccode’| Native | 1997|1998 2001
. [LAMIACEAE Monarda fistulosa L. var. menthifolia (Grah.) Fern. MOFI1 7| Y X X X
LAMIACEAE Monarda pectinata Nutt. MOPE1 Y - X
LAMIACEAE Nepeta cataria L. NECA1 N X 1. X
LAMIACEAE Prunella vulgaris L. PRVU1 I Y X
LAMIACEAE Scutellaria brittonii Porter SCBR1 Y X X
LILIACEAE Allium cernuum Roth ALCE1 Y X X X
LILIACEAE Allium geyeri S. Wats. ALGE1 | Y X X X
LILIACEAE Allium textile A. Nels. & Macbr. ALTE1 ¢ Y X X X
LILIACEAE Calochortus gunnisonii S. Wats. CAGU1 4 Y X X X
LILIACEAE Leucocrinum montanum Nutt. LEMO2 | Y X X X
LILIACEAE Zigadenus venenosus Wats. var. gramineus (Rydb.) Walsh ex Peck ZIVE1 | Y X X
LINACEAE Linum perenne L. var. lewisii (Pursh.) Eat. & Wright LIPE1 | Y X X X
LINACEAE Linum pratense (Nort.) Small LIPR1 : Y X
- [MALVACEAE Malva.neglecta Wallr. MANE1 N X 1
. |[MALVACEAE Sphaeralcea coccinea (Pursh.) Rydb. SPCO1 Y X X X
" INYCTAGINACEAE Mirabilis hirsuta (Pursh.) MacM. MIHI1 | Y X X | X
NYCTAGINACEAE Mirabilis linearis (Pursh.) Heimerl MiLI1 Y X X X
ONAGRACEAE Calylophus serrulatus (Nutt.) Raven CASE2 Y X X X
ONAGRACEAE Epitobium paniculatum Nutt. EPPA1 Y X |-
ONAGRACEAE Gaura coccinea Pursh. GACO1 Y X X X
ONAGRACEAE Oenothera howardii (A. Nels.) W. L. Wagner OEHOt1 | Y X X |.X
ONAGRACEAE Oenothera villosa Thunb. ssp. strigosa (Rydb.) Dietrich & Raven OEVH | Y X X X
OROBANCHACEAE - |Orobanche fasciculata Nutt. ORFA1 Y X X X -
OXALIDACEAE Oxalis dillenii Jacq. OXDIt | N X X | X
PAPAVERACEAE Argemone polyanthemos (Fedde) G. Ownbey ARPO1 | . Y X X4 X
PINACEAE Pinus ponderosa Laws PIPO1 | Y X X | -X
v |PINACEAE Pseudotsuga menziesii (Mirb.) Franco PSMET Y X X | :X
PLANTAGINACE Plantago lanceolata L. PLLA1 ] °N X X [ X
PLANTAGINACE Plantago patagonica Jacq. PLPA1 -1 .Y X X | .X:
POACEAE Aegilops cylindrica Host AECY1 | N X X
POACEAE Agropyron caninum (L.) Beauv. ssp. majus (Vasey) C. L. Hitchc. AGCA1 | Y X X | X
POACEAE Agropyron cristatum (L.) Gaertn. AGCR1 | °N X X X
. |POACEAE |Agropyron desertorum (Fisch.) Schult. AGDE1 N X X X
- |POACEAE Agropyron elongatum (Host) Beauv. ' AGEL1 N X | X
POACEAE Agropyron griffithsii Scribn. & Smith AGGR1 | Y X X X
POACEAE Agropyron intermedium (Host) Beauv. AGIN1 N X X |.X
POACEAE Agropyron smithii Rydb. AGSM1 Y X X |-X
POACEAE Agrostis scabra Willd. AGSC1 Y X L X
POACEAE Agrostis stolonifera L. AGST1 N X
POACEAE Alopecurus geniculatus L. ALGE2 | Y X . X
POACEAE Andropogon gerardii Vitman ANGE1 | Y X X [ X
POACEAE Andropogon scoparius Michx. ANSC1 | Y X X X
POACEAE Aristida basiramea Engelm. ex Vasey var. basiramea ARBA1 | Y X X
POACEAE Aristida purpurea Nutt. var. longiseta (Steud.) Vasey ARFE1 | Y X X [ X
POACEAE Aristida purpurea Nutt. var. robusta (Merrill) A. Holmgren & N. Holmgr ARLO1 Y X X [ X
POACEAE Bouteloua curtipendula (Michx.) Torr. BOCU1 Y X X |.X
POACEAE Bouteloua gracilis (H. B. K.) Lag ex Griffiths BOGR1 Y X X X
POACEAE Bouteloua hirsuta Lag BOHI1 Y X X | X
POACEAE Bromus inermis Leyss. ssp. inermis BRIN1 N X X t-X
POACEAE Bromus japonicus Thunb. ex Murr. BRJA1 N X X X
POACEAE Bromus tectorum L. BRTE1 N X X X
POACEAE Buchloe dactyloides (Nutt.) Engelm. BUDA1 Y X X X
POACEAE Dactylis glomerata L. . DAGL1 N X X | X
POACEAE Danthonia spicata (L.) Beauv. ex R. & S. DASP1 Y X X X
POACEAE Dichanthelium linearifolium (Scribn.) Gould DILI1 Y X
POACEAE Dichanthelium oligosanthes (Schultz) Gould var. scribnerianum (Nash) G DIOL1 Y X X X
POACEAE Echinochloa crusgallii (L.) Beauv. ECCR1 N X X
POACEAE Elymus canadensis L. ELCA1 Y X - X
POACEAE Elymus juncea Fisch. ELJU1 N X :
POACEAE Festuca octoflora Walt. FEOC1 Y X
POACEAE Festuca ovina L. var. rydbergii St. Yves FEOV1 Y X X X
POACEAE Festuca pratensis Huds. FEPR1 Y X

Table 1-1. (cont.)




Table 1-1. (cont.)

. Family Scientific Name Speccode | Native [ 1997|1998 2001
POACEAE Hordeum brachyantherum Nevski HOBR1 Y . X
POACEAE Hordeum jubatum L. HOJU1 Y X X

- |POACEAE Koeleria pyramidata (Lam.) Beauv. KOPY1 Y X X |. X

+|POACEAE Lolium perenne L. var. aristatum Willd. LOPE1 N X

" |POACEAE Lycurus phleoides H.B.K. LYPH1 Y X
POACEAE Muhlenbergia montana (Nutt.) Hitchc. MUMO1 Y X X X

- |POACEAE Muhlenbergia wrightii Vasey MUWRA1 Y X X

- |POACEAE . Oryzopsis hymenoides (R. & S.) Ricker ORHY1 | Y X X |- X

. |POACEAE Panicum capillare L. PACA1 Y X |1.X

. |POACEAE Panicum virgatum L. PAVI1 Y X4 X1 X

" {POACEAE Phleum pratense L. PHPR1 | N X X X

“{POACEAE Poa bulbosa L. POBU1 N X . X

..|POACEAE Poa canbyi (Scribn.) Piper POCA1 : Y X X |- X

. |POACEAE Poa compressa L. ' POCO1 N X X X

_|POACEAE Poa fendleriana (Steud.) Vasey POFE1 Y X X [ X

./ |POACEAE Poa pratensis L. . POPR1 N X1 X1 X

|POACEAE Schedonnardus paniculatus (Nutt.) Trel. SCPA2 | N X |-

. |POACEAE Secale cereale L. SECE1 N X X |-X

' |IPOACEAE Setaria viridis (L.) Beauv. SEVIt | N X X |-

' |POACEAE Sitanion hystrix (Nutt.) Sm. var. brevifolium (Sm.) Hitchc. SIHY1 . Y X X [ X

. |POACEAE Sorghastrum nutans (L.) Nash - SONU1 | Y X X 1. X

" IPOACEAE Sporobolus asper (Michx.) Kunth SPAS1 | Y X X 1. X

' [POACEAE _ Sporobolus cryptandrus (Torr.) A. Gray SPCR1 Y X X |- X

POACEAE - Sporobolus heterolepis (A. Gray) A. Gray SPHE1 Y X X. frX

POACEAE . Stipa comata Trin. & Rupr. STCO1 . Y X {. X X

."|[POACEAE - Stipa neomexicana (Thur.) Scribn. STNE1 Y - X X

|POACEAE Stipa robusta (Vasey) Scribn. STRO1 Y - X

-, |IPOACEAE - Stipa spartea Trinius STSP1 .| Y X X X

- |POACEAE Stipa viridula Trin. STV Y X X | X

- [POACEAE . Triticum aestivum L. TRAE1 N X

' POLEMONIACEAE Collomia linearis Nutt. COLI1 . Y X

" |POLEMONIACEAE Gilia opthalmoides Brand. ssp. clokeyi (Mason)A & V. Grant .GIOP1 Y X .

» |POLEMONIACEAE Ipomopsis spicata (Nutt.) V. Grant ssp. spicata 1PSP1 'Y X X X

. [POLEMONIACEAE Navarretia minima Nutt. NAMI1 .N - X X |-

. [POLYGONACEAE Eriogonum alatum Torr. ERALA1 Y X X [:X
POLYGONACEAE Eriogonum effusum Nutt. EREF1 Y X "X |. X
POLYGONACEAE Eriogonum umbellatum Torr. ERUM1 Y X X X

'[POLYGONACEAE Polygonum arenastrum Jord. ex Bor. POAR1 N X | .X

|POLYGONACEAE Polygonum convolvulus L. POCO2 N X X | X

|POLYGONACEAE - Polygonum douglasii Greene PODOA1 - Y X |.

. |POLYGONACEAE Polygonum persicaria L. POPE2 N X

. |POLYGONACEAE Polygonum ramosissimum Michx. PORA1 Y X X

' POLYGONACEAE - Polygonum sawatchense Small POSAtT | Y X

. |[POLYGONACEAE Rumex acetosella L. RUAC1 N X X | X

" [POLYGONACEAE Rumex crispus L. RUCR1 N X X | X

. {POLYGONACEAE Rumex salicifolius Weinm. ssp. triangulivalvis Danser - RUSA1 Y X X |-

- [PORTULACACEAE - Claytonia rosea Rydb. CLRO1 Y X

..|PORTULACACEAE Portulaca oleracea L. POOL1 N X

. |PORTULACACEAE Talinum parviflorum Nutt. TAPA1 Y X X X
PRIMULACEAE Androsace occidentalis Pursh. ANOC1 Y X X X
RANUNCULACEAE Anemone patens L. ANPA2 1 Y X X | X

" |RANUNCULACEAE Clematis ligusticifolia Nutt. CLLI1 Y X .
RANUNCULACEAE Delphinium nuttalianum_Pritz. ex Walpers DENU1 Y X X X
RANUNCULACEAE ' [Delphinium virescens Nutt. ssp. penardii (Huth) Ewan DEVI1 Y X X X

' |[RANUNCULACEAE Myosurus minimus L. MYMI1 Y X X

-|ROSACEAE : Amelanchier alnifolia Nutt. AMAL1 Y X X | X
ROSACEAE Crataegus erythropoda Ashe CRER1 Y X X | -X
ROSACEAE Geum macrophyllum Willd. GEMA1 | Y X X
ROSACEAE Potentilla fissa Nutt. POFI1 Y X X | X
ROSACEAE Potentilla gracitis Dougl. ex Hook. var. glabrata (Lehm.) C. L. Hitchc. POGR1 Y X X X
ROSACEAE Potentilla hippiana Lehm. . POHI1 Y X X | X

|ROSACEAE Potentilla pensyivanica L. POPE4 Y X X X




Table 1-1. (cont.)

Family Scientific Name Speccode | Native | 1997 1998 2001
ROSACEAE Prunus pumila L. var. besseyi (Bailey) Gl. PRPU1 Y X X X
ROSACEAE Prunus virginiana L. var. melanocarpa (A. Nels.) Sarg. PRVI1 Y X X X
ROSACEAE Rosa acicularis Lindl. ROAC1 Y 1 X
ROSACEAE Rosa arkansana Porter ROAR1 Y | X X X
ROSACEAE Rosa woaodsii Lindl. ROWO1 Y X:
ROSACEAE Sanguisorba minor Scop. SAMI1 N X
RUBIACEAE Galium aparine L. GAAP1 Y X X.]l X
RUBIACEAE Galium septentrionale Roemer & Schultes GASE1 Y X
SALICACEAE Populus alba L. POAL1 Y X
SALICACEAE Populus deltoides Marsh. ssp. monilifera (Ait.) Eckenw. PODE1 Y | X X X
SALICACEAE Salix amygdaloides Anderss. SAAM1 Y X
SANTALACEAE Comandra umbellata (L.) Nutt. COUM1 Y: | X X1 X
SAXIFRAGACEAE Heuchera parvifolia Nutt. ex T.& G. HEPA1 Y X X X
SAXIFRAGACEAE Saxifraga rhomoidea Greene SARH1 Y X1 X
SCROPHULARIACEAE |Castilleja integra A. Gray CAIN2 Y X X .| X
SCROPHULARIACEAE |Castilleja sessiliflora Pursh. CASE3 Y X X X
SCROPHULARIACEAE [Collinsia parviflora Doug. ex Lindl. COPA1 Y X X
SCROPHULARIACEAE |Linaria daimatica (L.) Mill. LIDA1 N X X X
SCROPHULARIACEAE |Linaria vulgaris Hill LIVU1 N X 4 X

_|SCROPHULARIACEAE |Penstemon secundiflorus Benth. PESE1 Y X1 X X
SCROPHULARIACEAE |Penstemon strictus Bentham in De Candolle PEST1 Y (X -]
SCROPHULARIACEAE |Penstemon virens Penn. PEVI1 Y X X f X
SCROPHULARIACEAE [Penstemon virgatus Gray ssp. asa-grayi Crosswhite PEVI2 - Y X )
SCROPHULARIACEAE [Scrophularia lanceolata Pursh. SCLA2 Y |}. X

. |SCROPHULARIACEAE [Verbascum blattaria L. VEBL* N . 3-X X X

. |SCROPHULARIACEAE |Verbascum thapsus L. VETH1 N:]-X X ]. X

. |[SCROPHULARIACEAE [Veronica peregrina L. var. xalapensis (H. B. K.) St. John & Warren VEPE1" Y| oX X | X

ISELAGINELLACEA Selaginella densa Rydb. SEDE1 . Y.l X X1 X

ISOLANACEAE - . [Physalis heterophylla Nees PHHE?2 Y X X-| X

. |SOLANACEAE - Physalis pumila Nutt. ssp. Hispida (Waterfall) Hinton PHPU1 - Y X

~ |SOLANACEAE Physalis virginiana'P. Mill. PHVI2 | Y X X 1. X
SOLANACEAE Solanum rostratum Dun. SORO1 Y : X |

_.|SOLANACEAE * Solanum triflorum Nutt. SOTR1 Y X 1 X

. [TYPHACEAE .. Typha latifolia L. TYLA1 Y - X
ULMACEAE .. Ulmus pumila L. ULPU1 N X X X
VERBENACEAE Lippia cuneifolia (Torr.) Steud. LICU1 - Y X X X

.|VERBENACEAE Verbena bracteata Lag. & Rodr. VEBR1 Y X X1 X
VIOLACEAE Viola nuttallii Pursh. VINU1 Y X X X

Total number of species 274 | 295 | 292
Percent native species 811 79-1| 79




Table 1-2. 2001 Estimated Weed Infestation Acreage Summary for the
Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site

2001 Acreage

Density Level
Common Name Site Total High Medium Low Scattered
Diffuse Knapweed 1957 381 525 674 377
Musk Thistle 869 9 84 430 346
Mullein 1357 47 183 627 . 500
Jointed Goatgrass 69 NA NA NA NA . .
Annual Rye - 62 NA NA NA NA
Scotch Thistle 4 NA NA NA NA
Dame's Rocket 1 NA NA NA NA
Russian Knapweed <1 NA NA NA NA
Bouncingbet <1 NA NA NA NA

All vélues are approximate acreages. NA = Data not collected by density level.
See text for density level descriptions.

Table 1-3. Comparison of 1997-2001 Weed Infestation Extents at the
Rocky Flats Environmental Technology Site .

: ' Density Level
_Weed Species Year Site Total High "Medium Low Scattered
Diffuse Knapweed 1997 2678 696 893 658 431
~ ' 1998 2913 761 778 987 388
1999 2295 466 613 873 343
2000 2223 510 531 771 412
- 2001 1957 381 525 674 377
Musk Thistle 1997 474 2 270 202 0
1998 1685 32 515 1035 102
1999 1353 1 311 684 357
2000 792 0 55 242 494
2001 869 9 84 430 346
Mullein 1997 575 117 238 203 17
1998 867 168 225 460 13
1999 1068 130 204 450 284
2000 1010 69 184 451 307
2001 1357 47 183 627 500

All values are approximate acreages.
See text for density level descriptions.




Table 2-1. 1993-2001 Xeric Mixed Grassland Species Richness Summary

TRO1 TR06 TR12
Family Scientific Name Speccode | Native | 1993 | 1994|1995} 1998|2001 1993 | 1994| 1995] 19982001 1993 | 1994 | 1995]| 1998] 2001
AGAVACEAE Yucca glauca Nutt. YUGL1 Y X X X X X
ANACARDIACEAE Rhus aromatica Ait. var. trilobata (Nutt.) A. Gray RHAR1 Y X X X X X
APIACEAE Harbouria trachypleura (Gray) C. & R. HATR1 Y X
APIACEAE Lomatium orientale Coult. & Rose LOOR1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X
ASCLEPIADACEAE Asclepias stenophylla A. Gray ASST1 Y X
ASCLEPIADACEAE Asclepias viridiflora Raf. ASVI1 Y X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Achillea millefolium L. ssp. lanulosa (Nutt.} Piper ACMI1 Y X X X X - - X X X X
ASTERACEAE Ambrosia psilostachya DC. AMPS1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Antennaria microphylia Rydb. ANMI1 Y X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Antennaria parvifolia Nutt. ANPA1 Y X X X X
ASTERACEAE Antennaria sp. ANT1 X
ASTERACEAE Arnica fulgens Pursh. ARFU1 Y X
ASTERACEAE Artemisia campestris L. ssp. caudata (Michx.) Hall & Clem. ARCA1 Y X X X X
ASTERACEAE Artemisia dracunculus L. ARDR1 Y X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Artemisia frigida Willd. ARFR1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Artemisia ludoviciana Nutt. var. ludoviciana ARLU1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Aster ericoides L. ASER1 Y X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Aster falcatus Lindl. ASFA1 Y X
ASTERACEAE Aster porteri Gray ASPO1 Y X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Aster sp. AST1 X
ASTERACEAE Carduus nutans L. ssp. macrolepis (Peterm.) Kazmi CANU1 N X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Centaurea diffusa Lam. CEDI1 N X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Chrysanthemum leucanthemum L. CHLE1 N X
ASTERACEAE Chrysopsis fulcrata Greene CHFU1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Chrysopsis villosa Pursh. CHVI4 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Cirsium arvense (L.) Scop. CIAR1 N X X |1 X X
ASTERACEAE Cirsium undulatum (Nutt.) Spreng. CIUN1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Conyza canadensis (L.) Crong. COCA1 Y X X
ASTERACEAE Erigeron canus A. Gray ERCA1 Y X X
ASTERACEAE Erigeron divergens T. & G. ERDI1 Y X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Erigeron flagellaris A. Gray ERFL1 Y X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Erigeron sp. ERI X
ASTERACEAE Gaillardia aristata Pursh. GAAR1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Gutierrezia sarothrae (Pursh.) Britt. & Rusby GUSA1 Y - X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Helianthus annuus L. HEAN1 Y X
ASTERACEAE Helianthus petiolaris Nutt. HEPE1 Y X X
ASTERACEAE Helianthus pumilus Nutt. HEPU1 Y X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Helianthus rigidus (Cass.) Desf. ssp. subrhomboideus (Rydb.) Heiser HERI1 Y X X X
ASTERACEAE Helianthus sp. ) . HEL1" X
ASTERACEAE Hymenopappus filifolius Hook. var. cinereus (Rydb.) I. M. Johnst. HYFI1 Y X
ASTERACEAE Lactuca serriola L. LASE1 N X X X X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Liatris punctata Hook. LIPU1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Microseris cuspidata (Pursh.) Sch. Bip. ~ MICU1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Ratibida columnifera (Nutt.) Woot. & Standl. “RACO1 Y |' X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Scorzonera laciniata L. SCLA1 N X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Senecio integerrimus Nutt. SEIN1 Y X
ASTERACEAE Senecio plattensis Nutt. SEPL1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Senecio spartioides T. & G. SESP1 Y . X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Solidago missouriensis Nutt. SOMI1 Y X X




Table 2-1. (cont.)

W

TRO1 TRO6 TR12
Family Scientific Name Speccode | Native | 1993 | 1994 1995] 1998[2001] 1993 [ 1994 1995( 19982001 1993 | 1994 1995 19982001
ASTERACEAE Solidago mollis Bart. SOMO1 Y X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Solidago nana Nutt. SONA1 Y ) X )
ASTERACEAE Solidago nemoralis Ait. SONE1 - Y - - X X
ASTERACEAE Solidago sp. SoL2 X
ASTERACEAE Taraxacum officinale Weber TAOF1 N X X X X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Thelesperma megapotanicum (Spreng.) O. Kize. THME1 Y X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Townsendia grandiflora (Nutt.) TOGR1 Y X
ASTERACEAE Townsendia hookeri Beaman TOHO1 Y X X - .
ASTERACEAE Tragopogon dubius Scop. TRDU1 N X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
BORAGINACEAE Lappula redowskii (Homem.) Greene LARE1 Y X X X 1 X X X
BORAGINACEAE Lithospermum incisum Lehm. LIIN1 Y . - X X X X X X X X X
BORAGINACEAE Mertensia lanceolata (Pursh.) A. DC. MELA1 Y X X | X X X X
BORAGINACEAE Onosmodium molle Michx. var. occidentale (Mack.) Johnst. ONMO1 Y X
BRASSICACEAE ) BR1 X X
BRASSICACEAE Alyssum alyssoides (L.) L. ALAL1 N X X
BRASSICACEAE Alyssum minus (L.) Rothmaler var. micranthus (C. A. Mey.) Dudley ALMI1 N X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
BRASSICACEAE Arabis glabra (L.) Bemh. ARGL1 N X X
BRASSICACEAE Arabis hirsuta (L.) Scop. var. pynocarpa (Hopkins) Rollins ARHI1 Y X X X
BRASSICACEAE Arabis sp. ARA1 X
BRASSICACEAE Barbarea vulgaris R. Br. BAVU1 N X
BRASSICACEAE Barbarea vulgaris R. Br. BAOR1 N X
BRASSICACEAE Camelina microcarpa Andrz. ex DC. CAMI1 N X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
BRASSICACEAE Descurainia pinnata (Walt.) Britt. DEPI1 Y X X X X X | X X X X X X X
BRASSICACEAE Descurainia richardsonii (Sweet) Schultz DERIN Y X X X X X
BRASSICACEAE Descurainia sophia (L.) Webb ex Prantl. - DESO1 N X X
BRASSICACEAE Draba nemorosa L. DRNE1 Y X
BRASSICACEAE Draba reptans (Lam.) Fern. DRRE1 Y X X X X X X X X X1 X
BRASSICACEAE Erysimum capitatum (Nutt.) DC. ERAS1 Y X X X X X X X
BRASSICACEAE Erysimum capitatum (Nutt.) DC. ERCA2 Y X X X X X X
BRASSICACEAE Lepidium densiflorum Schrad. LEDE1 Y X X X X
BRASSICACEAE Lepidium sp. LEP1 X
BRASSICACEAE Lesquerella montana (A. Gray) Wats. LEMO1 Y X X X X | X X X X X X X X X X X
BRASSICACEAE Sisymbrium altissimum L. SIAL1 N X X X X X X X X X X
CACTACEAE Coryphantha missouriensis (Sweet) Britt. & Rose COMI1 Y X X X X X X X X X X
CACTACEAE Echinocereus viridiflorus Engelm. ECVI1 . Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X | X
CACTACEAE Opuntia fragilis (Nutt.) Haw. OPFR1 Y X X
CACTACEAE Opuntia macrorhiza Engelm. OPHU1 Y X X X X X X X X X
CACTACEAE Opuntia macrorhiza Engelm. OPMA1 Y X X X X X X
CACTACEAE Pediocactus simpsonii (Engelm.) Britt. & Rose PESI1 Y X X X X X
CARYOPHYLLACEAE |Arenaria fendler A. Gray ARFE2 Y X X X | X X X X X X X X
CARYOPHYLLACEAE _[Paronychia jamesii T. & G. PAJA1 Y X | X X | X1 X X X X X X X X X X
CARYOPHYLLACEAE _[Silene antirrhina L. SIAN1 Y X | X | X X X X X X | X
CARYOPHYLLACEAE _[Silene drummondii Hook. SIDR1 Y X X X | X X X X X X X X X X
CARYOPHYLLACEAE [Stellaria longifolia Muhl. ex Willd. " STLO1 Y X 1 1 T
CHENOPODIACEAE . RN CH1 . ) j X ]
CHENOPODIACEAE Chenopodium album L. CHAL1 N X
CHENOPQDIACEAE __ [Chenopodium leptophyllum Nutt. ex Mog. CHLE2 Y X X X X X X X
CHENOPODIACEAE _ |Kochia scoparia (L.) Schrad. KOSC1 N X
CHENOPODIACEAE __[Salsola iberica Senn. & Pau. SAIB1 N X




Table 2-1. (cont.)

TR06

TRO1 TR12
Family Scientific Name - Speccode | Native | 1993 | 1994 1995]| 19982001 1993 | 1994|1995/ 19982001 1993 | 1994 { 1995 1998} 2001
CLUSIACEAE Hypericum perforatum L. HYPE1 N X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
COMMELINACEAE Tradescantia occidentalis (Britt.) Smyth TROCY | Y X X X X X X
CONVOLVULACEAE _ [Convolvulus arvensis L. . . "COAR1 N’ X X X
CONVOLVULACEAE  |Evolvulus nuttallianus R. & S. EVNU1 Y X X X
CRASSULACEAE Sedum lanceolatum Torr. SELA1 Y X X
CYPERACEAE Carex eleocharis Bailey CAEL1 Y X X X X X
CYPERACEAE Carex filifolia Nutt., CAFI1 Y X X X X
CYPERACEAE Carex heliophila Mack. CAHE1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X
CYPERACEAE Carex oreocharis Holm. CAOR1 Y X X
EUPHORBIACEAE Euphorbia robusta (Engelm.) Small EURO1 Y X X X X
EUPHORBIACEAE Euphorbia sp. EUP1 X
FABACEAE FA1 X
FABACEAE Astragalus agrestis Dougl. ex G. Don ASAG1 Y X X X X X X X
FABACEAE Astragalus crassicarpus Nutt. ASCR1 Y X
FABACEAE Astragalus flexuosus (Hook.) G. Don ASFL1 Y X X X X X X
FABACEAE Astragalus missouriensis Nutt. ASMI1 - Y X
FABACEAE Astragalus shortianus Nutt. ex T.8G. ASSHA1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X
FABACEAE Astragalus sp. AST2 X X X
FABACEAE Astragalus tridactylicus Gray ASTR1 Y X X
FABACEAE Astragalus tridactylicus Gray ASSE1 Y X X
FABACEAE Dalea purpurea Vent DAPU1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
FABACEAE Oxytropis lambertii Pursh. OXLA1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
FABACEAE Psoralea tenuifiora Pursh. PSTE1 Y X X X X X X X X {X X X X X X X
FABACEAE Vicia americana Muhl. ex Willd. VIAM1 Y X
GERANIACEAE Erodium cicutarium (L.) L'Her. ERCI1 ‘N X X X
HYDROPHYLLACEAE [Phacelia heterophylia Pursh. PHHE1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X
JUNCACEAE Juncus dudleyi Wieg. JUDU1 Y X
JUNCACEAE Juncus interior Wieg. JUIN1 Y X X
LAMIACEAE Hedeoma hispidum Pursh. HEHI1 Y X
LILIACEAE Allium textile A. Nels. & Macbr. ALTE1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
LILIACEAE Calochortus gunnisonii S. Wats. CAGU1 Y X X X
LILIACEAE Leucocrinum montanum Nutt. LEMO2 Y X X X X X X X X X
LINACEAE Linum perenne L. var. lewisii (Pursh.) Eat. & Wright LIPE1 Y X X X X X X
MALVACEAE Sphaeralcea coccinea (Pursh.) Rydb. SPCO1 Y 1 X X X X
NYCTAGINACEAE Mirabilis linearis (Pursh.) Heimerl MILI1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
ONAGRACEAE Calylophus serrulatus (Nutt.) Raven CASE2 Y X X X X X X X X
ONAGRACEAE Gaura coccinea Pursh, GACO1 Y X X X X X X X X X X
ONAGRACEAE Oenothera coronopifolia T. & G. QECO1 Y X X X
ONAGRACEAE Oenothera howardii (A. Nels.) W. L. Wagner OEBR1 Y X X
ONAGRACEAE Oenothera howardii (A. Nels.) W. L. Wagner QEHO1 Y X
ONAGRACEAE Oenothera sp. OEN1 X
OROBANCHACEAE Orobanche fasciculata Nutt. ORFA1 Y X X X X X X X X X
PLANTAGINACE Plantago patagonica Jacq. PLPA1 Y X X X
POACEAE Agropyron smithii Rydb. ~_AGSM1 Y XX X X X X X1 X X
POACEAE Andropogon gerardii Vitman ANGEA1 Y X X X X X | X X1 X" X X X X X X X
POACEAE _|Andropogon scoparius Michx. ANSC1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
POACEAE Avristida purpurea Nutt. var. longiseta (Steud.) Vasey ARFE1 Y X X X X X X X X X
POACEAE Aristida purpurea Nutt. var. robusta (Merrill) A. Hoimgren & N. Holmgr ARLO1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
POACEAE Aristida sp. ‘ARI1 X

1




Table 2-1. (cont.)

TRO1

. .- . TR06 TR12
Family Scientific Name Speccode | Native | 1993 ] 1994|1995 199812001| 1993 | 1994| 1995| 19982001 1993 [ 1994] 1995]| 1998|200
POACEAE Bouteloua curtipendula (Michx.) Torr. BOCU1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
POACEAE Bouteloua gracilis (H. B. K.) Lag ex Griffiths BOGR1 Y X X X X X X X X-| X X X X X X X
POACEAE Bouteloua hirsuta Lag BOHI1 Y X X X X X X X X X I' X X X X X X
POACEAE Bromus inermis Leyss. ssp. inermis BRIN1 N : ] : X ‘ :
POACEAE Bromus japonicus Thunb. ex Murr. BRJA1 N X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
POACEAE Bromus tectorum L. BRTE1 N X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
POACEAE Buchloe dactyloides (Nutt.) Engelm. BUDA1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
POACEAE Festuca octoflora Walt. i FEOC1 Y X :
POACEAE Koeleria pyramidata (Lam.) Beauv. KOPY1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
POACEAE Muhienbergia montana (Nutt.) Hitchc. MUMO1 Y X X X X X X X X X X
POACEAE Muhlenbergia torreyi (Kunth) Hitche. ex Bush MUTO1 Y X
POACEAE Poa canbyi (Scribn.) Piper POCA1 Y : X X X
POACEAE Poa compressa L. POCO1 N X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
POACEAE Poa pratensis L. POPR1 N X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
POACEAE Sitanion hystrix (Nutt.) Sm. var. brevifolium (Sm.) Hitchc. SIHY1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
POACEAE Sorghastrum nutans (L.) Nash SONU1 Y X | X X X X X X X X X
POACEAE Sporobolus asper (Michx.) Kunth SPAS1 Y X X X
POACEAE Sporobolus cryptandrus (Torr.) A. Gray SPCR1 Y X X X
POACEAE Sporobolus heterolepis (A. Gray) A. Gray SPHE1 Y X X X X X
POACEAE Stipa comata Trin. & Rupr. STCO1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
POACEAE Stipa neomexicana (Thur.) Scribn. STNE1 Y X X X X
POACEAE Stipa sp. ST X
POACEAE Stipa viridula Trin. STVi Y X X
POACEAE Triticum aestivum L. TRAE1 N X
POLEMONIACEAE Ipomopsis spicata (Nutt.) V. Grant ssp. spicata IPSP1 Y X X X X X
POLYGONACEAE Eriogonum alatum Tor. ERAL1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
POLYGONACEAE Eriogonum umbellatum Torr. ERFL2 Y X
POLYGONACEAE - |Polygonum aviculare L. POAV1 N X
POLYGONACEAE Polygonum ramosissimum Michx. PORA1 Y X X
POLYGONACEAE Polygonum sawatchense Small POSA1 Y X
POLYGONACEAE Polygonum sp. POL1 X
PORTULACACEAE Talinum parviflorum Nutt. TAPA1 Y X X X X X X X X
PRIMULACEAE Androsace occidentalis Pursh. ANOC1 Y X X X X
RANUNCULACEAE Delphinium nuttalianum Pritz. ex Walpers DENU1 Y X X
RANUNCULACEAE Delphinium virescens Nutt. ssp. penardii (Huth) Ewan DEVi1 Y X
ROSACEAE Potentilla fissa Nutt. POFI1 Y X X X X X X X
ROSACEAE Potentilla gracilis Dougl. ex Hook. var. glabrata (Lehm.) C. L. Hitchc. POGR1 Y X X X
ROSACEAE Potentilla hippiana Lehm. POHI1 Y X X X X X X
SANTALACEAE Comandra umbellata (L.) Nutt. COUM1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X
SCROPHULARIACEAE [Castilleja integra A. Gray CAIN2 Y X
SCROPHULARIACEAE [Castilleja sessiliflora Pursh. CASE3 Y X X X X s X | X X
SCROPHULARIACEAE |Linaria dalmatica (L.} Mill. *LIDAT |} N X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
SCROPHULARIACEAE [Penstemon angustifolius Nutt. ex Pursh PEAN1 Y X
SCROPHULARIACEAE {Penstemon secundifiorus Benth. PESE1 Y X X X X
SCROPHULARIACEAE |Penstemon virens Penn. PEVI1 Y X X X X X X X X
SCROPHULARIACEAE [Verbascum blattaria L. VEBL1 N ) i X 1T X X
SCROPHULARIACEAE [Verbascum thapsus L. VETH1 N X X X X X
SCROPHULARIACEAE [Veronica peregrina L. var. xalapensis (H. B. K.) St. John & Warren VEPE1 Y X
SOLANACEAE Physalis heterophylla Nees PHHE2 Y X X X
SOLANACEAE Solanum triflorum Nutt. SOTR1 | ' Y ) X




[VIOLACEAE Viola nuttallii Pursh. [ VINU1 X I XT xXJ] X X[ X[ xX[X XTI X[ XX
|VIOLACEAE Viola sororia Willd. | VINE1 X
Total Number of Species i 76 | 88 | 90 [ 81 [ 82 | 68 | 89 | 98 | 83 | 81 | 68 | 91 | 83 | 84 | 85
Percent Native 87 | 84 | 86 | 86 | 80| 72 1 80 | 80 | 81 | 80 | 81 [ 84 [ 81 [ 83 | 81




Table 2-2. Xeric Mixed Grassland Woody Stem and Cactus Density Summary (1993-2001)

Cactus Density (plants/sq. meter

Woody Stem Density (stems/sq. meter)

Site 1993 1994 1995 1998 2001 1993 1994 1995 1998 2001
TRO1 0.52 0.79 1.72 0.68 0.24 0.004 0.002 0.002 0.004 0.010
TRO6 0.19 0.21 0.24 0.11 0.14 0.160 0.110 0.240 0.268 0.318
TR12 1.09 0.95 1.21 1.16 0.24 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Site values are based on n=5.
Opuntia macorhiza Density (plants/sq. meter)

Site 1993 1994 1995 1998 1999 2000 2001

TRO1 0.15 0.25 0.24 0.14 0.16 0.07 0.02

TRO6 0.12 0.12 0.12 0.06 NA NA 0.05

TR12 0.53 0.47 0.48 0.58 NA NA 0.08

Site values are based on n=5.

Echinocereus viridiflorus Density (plants/sq. meter)

Site 1993 1994 1995 1998 1999 2000 2001

TRO1 0.37 0.53 1.41 0.53 0.59 0.29 0.22

TRO6 0.07 0.07 0.12 0.05 NA NA 0.09

TR12 0.56 0.48 0.73 - 0.57 NA: 0.16

Site values are based on n=5.

NA




Table 2-3. 1993-2001 Xeric Mixed Grassland Foliar Cover Summary

TRO1 TROS JR12
Absolute Cover (%) Relative Cover (%) Absolute Cover (% Relative Cover {%) Absotute Cover (% Relatlve Cover (%
Growth Cool/Warm
Speccode [ Form INative | Season [1993)1994|1995]1998]1999}2000|2001] 1993 | 1994 | 1995 ] 1998 | 1999 | 2000 ] 2001 {1993| 1994 ]1995{1968(2001] 1993 | 1994 | 1985 12_9! 2001 }1993[1994| 199511998 ﬂu&ﬂl 1995 | 1868
YOG s v — o2 o3
Ecvit c Y
OPHU{ c Y
LEP1 F 2 ..
ALMH F. 0211810402 02 03 120] 05102 03 147112114110 16 113 |1 181 12 )08 011125081141 0.7 . 128] 1.0
CAMI F 081486 28 08 | 50 3310811 1.8 1.0 . 2.0
CANUY F N 10/02104102 13|02 04 ] 02
CEO1 F 02 04 0.2 05 0.2 0.2 02
CIARY F 02 0.3
HYPEY F 02}08]02 063107]02 02 02 02 02
LASE1 F 02 0.2 0.2 0.2 02]02 02
LIDAY F 02 021l70|724110t92140] 62|81 |11.9]/108] 48 108101} 04 10|11 ] 04
SCLA1 F 04 0.4 02 02 0.2
SIAL1 F ki 04 05 06118 04 07 119 05 0.2 02
JROU1 F 0.2 04 ] 03 05 02 08102 03 09 ]| 02 02102108 04]02]02] 07
VETH1 F ! o2lo02l02 03]02]02
[Achitlea millefolium L. ssp. lanulosa (Nult ) Piper ACMI1 F Y 0.2 0.2
Allium textile A, Nels. & Macbr. ALTE1 F Y 02 02 02 02
[Ambrosia psttostachya DC. AMPS1 F Y 0.2 02]02 02103 02102 02 |04 10 95 1.2 04102106104 05]02]07] 05
Antenneria microphylia Rydb. ANMIY F Y 0.2 0.2
Antennaria parvifolia Nutt. ANPA F Y 02 02
Arenaria fendleri A. Gre: ARFE. F Y 84|54128/40[/04]04708[90 67133148 [05])05]) 07 42| 561221101027 52]62]25]32
Artemisia frigida Willd. ARFR F Y 0.2 02 02 02 02]o02102]02/02103]02]02]02102
Artemisia ludoviclana Nutt, var. ludoviciana ARLU F Y 0.2 02 |02 0.3 X 121081101 0! 13110
[Ascleptas viridifiora Raf. ASVI1 F Y . 2
Aster porteri Gra ASPO1 F Y 28184 12121118! 06 30 1103125111451 08 - X 4132112102 K 4 | 36 ) 1.4
Calylophus sermnutatus (Nutt.) Raven CASE2 F Y .2 ] 0.2 021} 02 4102 . .4 | 02
IChrysopsis fulcrata Greene . CHFU1 F Y 02]08]0. N 03] 10} 02 4 .4
Chrysopsis villosa Pursh. CHVI1 F Y 42|34]120)04] 04 50 | 42124]05] 05 N 02 0.2 18 04 041} 20 . 04
IComandra umbeliata (L.} Nuti. COUM1 F Y 04 05
Dales purpurea Vent DAPU1 F Y 08 02 08 0.2
[Descurainia pinnata (Walt ) Britt, DEPI1 F Y 02 02 02 02
[Descurainia richardsonii (Sweet) Schultz DERI F Y 04 04
Draba reptans (Lam.) Fern. ORRE} F Y 02
Erigeron flagellaris A Gra ERFL1 F Y. - 0.2 03 04 04 04
Erlogonum alatum Torr. ERAL1 F Y 06 | 08 04 02108107 0.5 02 02 0.2
Erysimum cepitatum (Nutt) DC. ERAS1 F Y 62]02 03 1-02 . 02] 086 03]07
Euphorbia robusta (Engeim.) Small EURO1 F Y 02l02j04!106 0210205
G aillardia aristata Pursh. GAAR! F Y 02 02
Helianthus pumtlus Nutt. HEPU1 F Y 02 0.2 03 0.2
Ipomopsis spicata (Nutt) V. Grant ssp. spicata 1PSP1 F Y 02 02
Lepidium densifforum Schrad. LEDE] Y 02
Lesquerella montanas (A. Gray) Wats. LEMO? F Y 04104102 02]10 05105102 03] 12 02 02
Liatris punciate Hook. LIput F Y 5436120241301 32]56} 76 |44]24130140] 441} 68 14128122122 024| 17 | 31425127
Linum perenne L. var. lowisil {Pursh.} Eat & Wright LIPEY F Y 06]102108]04 o8 |02]108]05
Lithaspermum Incisum Lshm. LUNY F Y 02102 _ 02
Lomalium orientale Coull. & Ross LOORI F Y 0.2 0.2 02 02
Mertensia lanceolata (Pursh.} A. DC. MELAY F Y 02 0.2
Mirabilis linearis (Pursh.) Heimerl MILH F Y 02]02 03] 02 02 0.2
Oenolhsra coronopifolia 1. & G. OECO1 F Y 02 02
Oxytropis lambertii Pursh. OXLAL £ Y 02 02
Peronychia jsmesii T. & G. PAJA1 Y 04102]06] 04 02106]08|02[07]05 03]07
Penstemon virens Penn. PEVIY Y 0.2 0.3
[Phacelia heterophylla Pursh. PHHE1 Y 02 02] 02
Potantills fissa Nutt. POFIY Y 0.2 02
Polentilla gracilis Dougl. ex Hook_var. glabrats (Lehm.} C. L. Hitchc. | POGR1 Y 02 03
Potsntilta hippiana Lehm. POHH Y 02]02]02 03]021) 02
Psorales tenuifiora Pursh. PSTE1 Y 30124120} 14]068]06112142 30124 [ 17|08 ]108]15]12]02]140 1216 ] 021 %1 14 134122141021 08[142 )24} 18| 02
Senecio spartioides 7. & G. SESP1 Y 04
Silene antirhina L. SIANT Y 02 02
[Talinum parviflorum Nutt. TJAPA1 Y 0.2 0.2
elesperma megapotanicum (Spreng.) O. Kize. THME] F Y 092 02
Bromus inermis L 8yss. ssp. inemmis BRIN1 [+] : 04 05
Bromus japonicus Thunb. ex Murr. - N BRJAY C 0. .4 . X .5 | 0. 0612 X 74 1104] 08 . .. 87 1124 0211011, X 02 1 1.1 12
Bromus tectorum L. BRTE1 C 02| 0. .4 18 |04 |04 02 X . N 05 .05 X . 0 .4 .. .5 §. - X X 1
Poa compressa L. - POCO1 c 363817 8 541-84]-50 | 44 0] 8. . 74 [102] 28 X X 4214 37 4 . 49 2 30]22]52 X . 37124581 7.
Poa pratansis L. POPR1 c 20136114 62134]28 | 44 N R . 84 ] 41 |34 . . 681t 7 a5 80 02]10] 04 4 02 | 1.1 04 ] 1.
Agropyron smithil Rydb. AGSM1 Y c 08 9 08




Table 2-3. {cont.}

TRO1 TR TR12
Absolute Cover (%] Relative Cover (%) Absohite Cover (%! Relative Cover (%) Absolute Cover (% Ralstiva Cover (%)
Growth CoolWarm
Sclentific Name Speccode| Form |Native | Season |1993]1994[1995)199811999]2000/2001) 1993 | 1994 1 1993 1998 | 1999 [ 2000 | 2001 | 1993|1094 1995[1998)2001] 1993 | 1994 | 1995 | 1998 | 2001 | 199311994 1995 18982001 1993 | 1994 1895 | 1998 | 2001
istida purpurea Nutt. var. longiseta (Steud ) Vase: ARFEL X [+ 2108 .3 07

Aristida purpurea Nutt. var. robusta (Merrill) A. Holmgren & N. Holmgr | ARLO1 Y c 10Jo4/o08]o2foBloBf10f14105/08]021]11108]12 2 08|08 ] 08 .6 06 107 ] 10]08)08]10 02] 1009 ] 11 0.2
Carex sleocharis Baile CAEL1 Y c 52 73 2 .2 74 8.2
[Carex filifolia Nult. CAFIY Y c 04]02]02 04102102
Carex heliophila Mack. CAHE! Y 42| 4! 84 15 55 53 221281808 25130119 ] 07 941501 4. 7.8 104] 58 8.3
[Kooleria pyramidata (Lam.) Beauv. KOPY1 Y 32 58 45144} 1! 77 48 |10]02 13102 20]o04loef12]20] 251 0407 24
Sitanion hystrlx (Nuti) Sm. var. bravifolium {Sm.) Hitche, SIHYY Y c .2 | 0. 0.7 04 05 02 .2 02 ..
Stipa comata Vrin. & Rupr. STCO} Y c 12 5.0 1764} 8 K] 10.7 [47.0]558[458]434]38.2|615}624 1494 1508|457 [2801356/31.0]/38.2[228]340]394 3481437270
Stipa neomexicana (Thur.) Scribn. STNEY Y c 3652 42 | 62
Stipa viriduta Trin. STViIY Y c 1.0 14 | 02
jAndropogon gerardil Vitman ANGE? Y W 110] 84 | 9. 164]134(138]154 | 1161106 [ 118 [216 ] 18. 7 | 3. 11.8]402]1180122]1142} 147 | 11.3113.2]1147]170
Andro| scoparius Michx, ANSC1 Y w .4 414 4 4 .. 1181103 4 2 8 .4 i 4 .8 . .4
Bouteloua curtipenduta (Michx.} Torr. BOCU1 Y W .4 .4 9 27 8 X 1 .0 A 38 )4 43
Boutstoua gracilis (H. B. K.) Lag sx Griffiths BOGR1 Y w K 9. 1.7 414 .7 {1 4 3.0 36
Bouteloua hirsuts Lag BOHI Y w -4 [:X 1.7 4 04 0.5
Buchioe dactyloides (Nutt ) Engelm. BUDA1 Y w
Muhlenbergla montana (Nutt ) Hitche. MUMO1 Y w 70/868]74 148 08 ] 22 07 127
Muhlenbergia torre: unth) Hitche. ex Bush MUTO1 Y W 08
Sorghastrum nulans (L) Nash - SONU1 Y w 10/04]40]12

porobolus heterolepis (A. Gray) A. Gra SPHE1 Y w 08|10/ 08

olal foliar caver 71.4]81.2]846[81.2 89.4
Total forb cover 2501284)33.0/23.0 12.8

otal native forb cover 244128.21320] 228 2.0

‘otal non-native forb cover 08]22]40]| 04 108]

‘otal graminoid cover 4841528]|516]58.2 78.!

olai native grantnold cover 4081454 45 84

ofal non-native graminoid cover 58|74 12, 12,

otal native cover 6521716 68. 88.
[Total non-native cover 82|96 2] 12 23.

‘otal warm-ssason graminoid cover 20.21/306[26.0]334 46

otal cool-season graminoid cover 17.21222]256]24.8 720

Absolute cover = Absolute foliar cover is the percentage af the number of hits on a specias oui of the total number of hits possible (500).

Relative cover = Relative foliar cover was the number of hits a species had relative to the total number of all vegetative hits recorded per site (i.a., the percent of vegslative cover the species represented).

All cover vaiues presented sre means (n = 5).
Native categories: Y = Native, N = Non-Natlve
Form categories: C = Cactus, F = Forb, G = Graminold, S = Shrub

CoolWarm Season categories: C = Coo! season species, W = Warm season species




Table 2-4. 1998-2001 Xeric Mixed ds F S y

TRO1 . - TRO8 TR12
- . Spring | Summer | Summer Mgg_ Summer | Spring| S Spring Spring Spring | Summer [ Spring | Summer
'Faml!y [Scientific Name Speccode | Native| 1898 1998 1999 2000 2000 2001 2001 1998 1998 2001 2001 1998 1998 2001 2001
AGAVACEAE Yucca glauca Nutt, YUGL1 Y 0 12 12 12
APIACEAE Lomatium orientale Coult. & Rose LOOR1 Y 92 28 12 8 32 2 4 32 100 48 60
ASCLEPIADACEAE Asclepias vindifiora Raf. ASVH Y 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
ASTERACEAE Achillea millefolium L. ssp. lanulosa {Nutt.) Piper ACMI1 Y 4 4 4 i
ASTERACEAE ) Ambrosia psilostachya 0C. AMPS1 Y 28 16 8 12 12 4 24 28 18 12
JASTERACEAE Antennaria parvifolia Nutt. ANPA1 Y 4 4 4 4
ASTERACEAE Artemisia dracuncutus L. ARDR1 Y 4
JASTERACEAE Artemisia frigida Willd. ARFR1 Y 16 16 4 20 20 4 8 4 4 8
ASTERACEAE Artemisia ludoviciana Nutt. var. ludoviciana ARLU1 Y 4 4 4 8 16 12 12 12
ASTERACEAE Aster falcatus Lindi. ASFA1 Y 4 4
IASTERACEAE [Astar porteri Gray ASPOT | v | 88 88 @ 12 3 40 Yy 16 12
JASTERACEAE Carduus nutans L. ssp. macrolepis (Peterm.) Kazmi CANU1 N 24 16 16 20
ASTERACEAE Centaurea diffusa Lam. CEDI N 16 4 4 4 8 16 32
ASTERACEAE Chrysopsis fulcrata Greene CHFU1 Y 8 8 4 4 4 12 4 -
IASTERACEA Chrysopsis villosa Pursh. CHVI1 Y 64 52 32 8 4. 8 . 28 32 4 4
JASTERACEA Cirsium arvense (L.} Scop. CIAR1 N 8 8
(ASTERACEA Cirsium undulatum (Nutt) Spreng. CIUN1 Y- 8 4
ASTERACEAE Conyza canadensis (L.) Cronq. COCA1 Y 4 8 32
ASTERACEAE Erigeron canus A. Gray ERCA1 Y 4
ASTERACEAE IE% eron divergens T. & G. ERDI{ Y - 16 4
JASTERACEAE Erigeron flagellaris A. Gray ERFL1 Y 20 24
JASTERACEAE Gaillardia aristata Pursh. GAAR1 Y 28 16 4 16 20 24 20 12 4 8 8
JASTERACEAE Helianthus pumitus Nutt. HEPU1 Y 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
ASTERACEAE actuca semiola L. LASE1 N 4 8 62 28 4 4 16 20
[ASTERACEAE Liatris punctata Hook. LIPU1 Y 76 72 78 84 84 72 80 4 68 78 52 72
ASTERACEAE vicroseris cuspidata (Pursh.) Sch. Bip. MICU Y 8 12
ASTERACEAE corzonera laciniata L. SCLA N 8 4 4 4 4
ASTERACEAE enecio plattensis Nutt. SEPL Y 40 20 4 8 4 12
ASTERACEAE enecio sparticides T. & G. SESP Y 8 8 8 8
ASTERACEAE Solidago mollis Bart. SOMO1 Y 4 4
ASTERACEAE Taraxacum officinale Weber TAOF: N 4 12 4 8 4
ASTERACEAE Tragopogon dubius Scop. TRDU N 20 20 20 20 68 40 8 8 12 24 24
BORAGINACEAE appula redowskii (Homem.) Greene LARE Y 8 12 16
BORAGINACEAE Lithospermum incisum Lehm. LIIN1 Y 12 8 4
BORAGINACEAE Mertensia lanceolata (Pursh.) A. DC. MELA1 Y 4
BRASSICACEAE Atyssum alyssoides (L.) L. ALAL1 N 12 4 4
BRASSICACEAE Alyssum minus {L.) R var. mi ws (C. A Mey.) Dudley ALMi1 N 20 16 12 16 8 16 12 36 40 52 36 80 72 56 52
BRASSICACEAE Camelina microcarpa Andrz. ex DC. CAMI1 N 4 4 4 76 24 64 56 44 24 56 38
BRASSICACEAE |Descurainia pinnata (Watt ) Britt. DEPI1 Y 12 18 56 56 4
BRASSICACEA! Oraba reptans (Lam.) Fem. DRRE1 Y 16 36 4 76 4 8 52 12 28 12 84 2
BRASSICACEA Erysimum capitatum (Nutt.) DC. ERCA2 Y 40 20 8 16 8 52 44 12 4 28 32 4
- IBRAS A Lepidium densifliorum Schrad. LEDE1 Y 4 4 24 20

Bl EA Lesquerella montana (A. Gray) Wats. LEMO1 Y 68 56 44 60 48 92 84 32 20 40 28 44 38 52 40

Sisymbrium attissimum L. SIALY N 24 8 4 8 12

Coryphantha missouriensis (Sweet) Britt. & Rose COMI1 Y 4

|Echinooereus vindiflorus Engelm. ECVI Y 40 52 4 40 36 28 36 4 4 4 50 52 28 36

E Opuntia macrorhiza Engetm. OPMA1 Y 2 20 16 8 8 4 12 12 8 2 36 8 8

CARYOPHYLLACEAE |Arenaria fendleri A. Gray ARFE2 Y 7 80 32 32 20 24 20 4 72 72 36 48
CARYOPHYLLACEAE _ |Paronychia jamesii T. & G. PAJA1 Y 4 52 32 40 36 32 40 8 8 4 4
CARYOPHYLLACEAE _ [Silene antirrhina L. SIAN1 Y 1 28 20 8 8
CARYOPHYLLACEAE _ [Silene drummondii Hook. SIDR1 Y 4 4 4 4
ICHENOPODIACEAE Chenopodium leptephyllum Nutt. ex Mog. CHLE2 Y - N RS i R B 4 .
ICLUSIACEAE Hypericum perforatum L. HYPE1 N 4 40 40 28 4 40 16
COMMELINACEAE Tradescantia occidentalis (Britt.) Smyth TROC1 Y 4 8 16
CYPERACEAE Carex filifolia Nutt. CAFI1 Y 8 4 8 8




Table 24. {cont.)

TRO1 06 TR12
Spring Spring | Summer | Spring Spring Spring [ Summer | Spring | Summer | Spring | Summer
[Scientific Name Speccode | Native| 1998 1998 1999 2000 2000 2001 2001 1998 1998 2004 2001 1998 1988 2001 2001
iophila Mack. - CAHE1 Y 84 92 96 86 7] .92 28 32 3 24 100 100 100 [:7]

Eupharbia robusta (Engelm.) Small EURO1 Y 4

Astragalus agrestis Dougl. ex G. Don ASAG1 Y 4 4

Astragalus shortianus Nutt. ex T.&4G. ASSH1 Y 4

Astragalus tridactylicus Gray ASTR1 Y 4

Dalea purpurea Vent DAPU1 Y 186 16 16 12 12 4 8 4 4 4 4 4
FABACEAE Psoralea tenuifiora Pursh, PSTE1 Y 60 56 28 64 60 .18 68 12 8 4 12 48 44 4 36
GERANIACEAE Erodium cicutarium (L.) L'Her. ERCI1 N 2 2 2
HYDROPHYLLACEAE _ |Phacelia heterophylla Pursh. PHHE1 Y 4 4
JUNCACEAE Juncus interior Wieg. JUINt Y 4
LILIACEAE Allium textile A. Nels. & Macbr. ALTE1 Y 20 8 20 4 12 20 28 20 8
LILIACEAE Leucocrinum montanum Nutt. LEMO2 Y 4 4
LINACEAE Linum perenne L. var. lewisii (Pursh.) Eat. & Wright LIPE1 Y 48 32 48 28 4
NYCTAGINACEAE Mirabilis linearis (Pursh.) Heimer MILI1 Y 4 8 12 4
ONAGRACEAE Gaura coccinea Pursh. GACO1 Y 4 4
OROBANCHACEAE Orobanche fasciculata Nutt. ORFA Y 4 32 4
POACEAE Agropyron smithii Rydb. AGSM Y 4 4
POACEAE And on gerardii Vitman ANGE Y 68 76 76 80 72 64 80 4 4 8 80 60 €8 60
POACEAE Andropogon scoparius Michx. ANSC1 Y 60 68 64 64 56 44 E3 4 4 8 4 4 8
POACEAE Aristida purpurea Nutt. var. longiseta (Steud.) Vasey ARFE1 Y 4
POACEA| Aristida purpurea Nutt. var. robusta (Merill) A. Holmgren & N, Holmgr ARLO1 Y 4 20 12 20 16 20 8 A 12 16 16 8 16
POACEAI Bouteloua curtipendula (Michx.) Torr. OCU1 Y 52 80 72 76 56 68 60 60 7. 768 76 60 84 64 76
POACEAI Bouteloua gracilis (H. B. K.} Lag ex Griffiths OGR1 Y 52 68 80 60 64 60 80 44 7. 60 88 84 84 60 88
POACEAE Bouteloua hirsuta Lag BOHI1 Y 40 68 60 72 68 32 68 i} 8 16 36 28 38 32
POACEAE Bromus inemis Leyss. ssp. inermis BRIN1 - - 4
POACEAE Bromus japonicus Thunb. ex Murr. BRJA1 20 8 8 4 68 60 72 80 40 52 36 44
POACEAE Bromus tectorum L. BRTE 4 4 4 4 4 8 20 8 4 8 6
POACEAE Buchloe dactyloides (Nutt.) Engelm. BUDA Y j 4 8 4 16 24 20
POACEAE Koelerta pyramidata (Lam.) Beauv. KOPY1 Y 76 76 76 a8 80 72 76 16 12 [] 20 56 48 36 3
POACEAE Muhlenbergia montana (Nutt.) Hitchc. MUMO1 Y 60 54 68 68 72 68 68 4 8 8 8
POACEAE Poa compressa L. POCO1 N 36 36 44. 40 40 44 44 20 16 32 24 38 44 48 48
POACEAE Poa pratensis L. ) POPR1 N 28 4 36 3 32 32 32 32 28 4 36 20 16 28 24
POACEAI |Sitanion hystrix (Nutt.) Sm. var. brevifolium (Sm.} Hitchc. SIHY1 Y 48 44 20 4 24 40 20 8 4 8 8 4
POACEAI l_ngh astrum nutans (L.) Nash SONU1 Y 4 12 8 8 4 8 4 8 4 8
POACEAI P olus asper (Michx.) Kunth SPAS Y 4
POACEAE porobolus heterolepis (A. Gray) A. Gray SPHE Y 16 16 16 16 18 16 20
POACEAE tipa comata Trin. & Rupr. STCO Y 24 32 36 48 40 28 48 88 92 100 92 100 100 96 96
POACEAE tipa neomexicana (Thur.) Scribn. STNE Y 20 20 20 20
POLYGONACEAE Eriogonum alatum Torr. ERAL1 Y 68 68 36 16 16 16 16 4 4 4 4
PORTULACACEAE Talinum parvifiorum Nutt. TAPA1 Y 24 32 8 12 20 20 16
PRIMULACEAE Androsace occidentalis Pursh. ANOC1 Y 4 4
ROSACEAE IPotenliIIa fissa Nutt, POFI1 Y 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
ROSACEAE Potentilla hippiana Lehm. POHI1 Y 8 8 4 4 4 4
SANTALACEAE Comandra umbeflata (L) Nuft. CouMi | ¥ 28 28 12 28 32 20 16
SCROPHULARIACEAE _|Castilleja sessilifiora Pursh. CASE3 Y 12 4 4 4 4 4 4
SCROPHULARIACEAE _|Linaria datmatica {L.) Mill. LIDA1 N 100 100 80 88 12 4 8
SCROPHULARIACEAE [P n secundifiorus Benth. PESE1 Y 4 4 4
SCROPHULARIACEAE _[Penstemon virens Penn. PEVI1 Y 8 12 8 8 4
SOLANACEAE [Solanum trifiorum Nt SOTR1 Y 4
[VIOLACEAE " {Viola nuttallii Pursh. VINU1 Y 16 4 48 20 56 16




Table 2-5. Species Cover Change From 1998 To 2001

TRO1

TR06

TR12

Increasers

Increasers

Increasers

Muhlenbergia montana
Poa compressa

Decreasers

Bromus japonicus
Poa pratensis

Andropogon gerardii
Bouteloua curtipendula
Poa compressa

Decreasers

Andropogon scoparius
Arenaria fendleri
Chrysopsis villosa

H-L-H pattern

Andropogon scoparius
Arenaria fendleri
Psorelea tenuiflora

H-L-H pattern

Andropogon gerardii
Koleria pyrimidata
Liatris punctata

L-H-L pattern

L-H-L pattern

Carex heliophila

L-H-L pattern

Aster porteri
Bouteloua curtipendula
Poa pratensis

Camelina microcarpa
Linaria dalmatica
Poa compressa
Stipa comata

Alyssum minus
Aster porteri
Stipa comata

Based on n=5. Minimum of 3% minimum-maximum change of absolute cover during study period.



Table 4-1. 1997-2000 Diffuse Knapweed Herbicide Monitoring Data Summary

Spring97] Summer97 [ Spring98] Summer98] Spring99] Summer99] Spring00] Summer00 | Spring01] Summer01|

Species Richness Variables

# species . . .
DKC - Control 68 65 70 65 67 - 58 64 59 69 68
DKT - Treatment 74 62 70 68 72 73 71 69 81 73
% natives
DKC - Control 75 74 74 77 76 . 76 78 81 75 75
DKT - Treatment}] 73 77 77 79 75 76 75 75 75 75
mean # species/quadrat
DKC - Control] 13.8 12.8 14.0 12.1 140 . |- 114 129 - 11.6 14.1 12.4
DKT - Treatment| 12.2 10.1 11.9 9.1 12.3 10.3 10.2 9.1 11.8 10.4
Shannon-Weaver Diversity Index
DKC - Control| 0.79 0.81 076 | 073 0.78 0.79 0.82 0.84 0.85 0.83
DKT - Treatment| 0.83 0.66 0.63 0.56 0.64 0.67 0.69 0.64 0.73 0.71
Diffuse Knapweed Density (mean # stems/m2)
DKC - Control] 5.6 3.6 14.5 1.7 26.1 6.2 5.6 7.1 16.4 7.2
DKT - Treatment| 23.0 6.1 2.2 1.1 1.7 1.4 1.8 1.9 41.4 15.0
Diffuse Knapweed Frequency (%)
DKC - Control 76 76 76 60 96 64 68 64 80 76
DKT - Treatment 80 60 52 20 44 44 44 48 72 56
Cactus Densities (mean # stems/m2)
Twistspine prickly pear cactus
DKC - Controlj 0.62 0.54 - 0.71 0.65 0.61
DKT - Treatment| 0.79 0.24 0.10 0.07 0.04
Hedgehog cactus
DKC - Control|l 0.06 0.05 0.08 0.04 0.40
DKT - Treatment] 0.20 0.14 0.09 0.06 0.01




Table 4-2. 1997-2001 Control and Ti Specles t4
Coatrol Traatment
Spring] Summar [ Spring [ Summer[ Spring] Summer [ Spring[ Summer [ Spring[ S Spring “Spring Spring Spring Spring
Fami Scientific Name Speccode | Native| 1997 | 1997 | 1998 | 1998 | 1999 { 1999 | 2000 | 2000 | 2001 | 200 1997 1997 1998 1998 1999 1999 2000 2000 2001 2001
APIACEAE Lomatium orientate Coull. & Rose LOORT | Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
ASCLEPIADACEAE __ [Asdlepias stenophyllaA_Gray ASST1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
ASCLEPIADACEAE __|Asdlepias viridilora Ral. ASVI Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
[ASTERACEAL Achiliea millefolium L_ssp. lanulosa (NUit) Piper ACMIT Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEA! Ambrosia psilostachya DC. AMPST | Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
[ASTERACEA [Amgnnaria parvfotia Null, ANPAT | Y X X X = X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
[ASTERACEAL Amica fuigens Pursh. ARFUT | Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
[ASTERACEAL Artemisia campestris L ssp. caudaia (Michx) Hal & Ciem. ARCAT | v X X X X X X X X X X X X
[ASTERACEAL Artemisia trigida Willd. ARFR1 Y X
(ASTERACEA! Artemisia udoviciana Nutt. var. ludovicana ARLU1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAS Aster 1 G ASPO1_|_ Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
[ASTERACEAI Carduus nutans L. ssp_macrolepis (Pelerm.) Kazmi CANUT N X X X 3 X X X X X X
ASTERACEAI Cemaurea diffusa Lam. CEDH N X X X X X X X X X X X X % - X X X X X X X
IASTERACEAI Chi is fuicrata Greene CHFUY Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
[ASTERACEAI is illosa Pursh. CHVIN v X X X X X
[AST CIART N X X X X
CTOCAT | ¥ X X X
ERDN ¥ X X X X X X X X X X X X
ERFLY v X X X X X X X X X X X X
GAART | Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
GRSQ1 | ¥ X X X X X 1 X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
LASET N X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
LIPUT Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
MICUT Y X X X X X X X X X
SCLA1 N X X X X X X X X X X X X
SEPLY Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
SESP1 | ¥ j X X X X X X X X
SOMO1 | Y X | X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
) SORN Y X X X X X X X
ASTERACEAE Sonchus arvensis L_ssp. arvensis L. SOART X X
IASTERACEAL Taraxacum officinale Weber TAOF1 X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
ASTERACEA! Tragopogon dubius Scop. TROU1 X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
BORAGINACEAI a redowskil (Homem.) Groene LARE1 v X X
BORAGINACEA Lithosparmum incisum Lehm. CiNY v X X X X X X X
BORAGINACEA Menensia lancoolata (Pursh ) A DC. MELAT |V X X X X
BRASSICACEA Alyssum alyssoies (L) L. ALALT N X X X
BRASSICACEAI [Alyssum minus (L) Rothmaler var, micranthus (C. A. Mey.) Dudley ALMI1 N X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
BRASSICACEA Arabis hirsufa (L. ) Scop. var. Hopkins) Rollins ARHI1 Y X X X X X X X X X X
BRASSICACEAI _Br. BAVOT N X X X X X X X X X
BRASSICACEAI CAMIT N X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
BRASSICACEA DRRE1_| ¥ X X X X X X X X
BRASSICACEAI ERCAZ |_ Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
BRASSICACEA] LECAT | W X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
BRASSICACEAL LEDET | ¥ X X X X X X X X X X
BRASSICACEAL erella montana (A. Gray) Wats. LEMOT | ¥ X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
BRASSICACEAL brium ahissimum L. SIALT N X X X X X X X X
BRASSICACEA! THART N X
[CACTACEA! ntha missouriensis (Sweet) Britl. & Rose COMI Y X X X X
CACTACEAL ECVIT Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
CACTACEA i . OPMA1 | ¥ X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
CAMPANUL/ Triodanis perfoliata (L) Nieuw. TRPE1 | Y X
CARYOPHYLLACEAE |Arenania fendle A. Gray ARFEZ |V X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
CARVOPHYLLACEAE [Paronychia jamesii T. 8 G. PAJAT Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
CARYOPHYLUACEAE |Silene antimhina L. SIANT Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
CLUSIACEAE Hypericum perforatum L. HYPEI | N X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
COMMELINACEAE {1 redescantia occdentalis (Britt) Smyth TROC1 | ¥ X X X X X X X X X
CRASSULACEAE [Sedum tanceolatum Tor.___ SELA1 Y X X X X X X X X X X
CYPERACEAE Carex la Mack, CAHET | ¥ X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
CYPERACEAE Eleocharnis compressa Sufliv. ELCO1 | Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Dalea purpurea Vent DAPUI | Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
i L. MELUT_| N - X . - -
I@% Tamberti Pursh. OXLA Y| x - - 1T~ X - X g
Psoraiea lenufiora Pursh. PSTE Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
HYDROPHYLLACEAE _|Phacelia hete: Pursh. PHHE Y X X X X X X X X X
UNCACEAE Juncus interior Wieg. JUINT ¥ X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
LAMIACEAE Hedeoma hispidum Pursh. HEHN Y ) X - - X X X
LILIACEAE [Allium Textile A, Nels._ & Machr. - ALTET |-V [~ X X X | X X X X | X | -X ] - X -X X X - X X X X - X
LILIACEAE Leucoarinum montanum N, LEMOZ | Y X X X - - X : - -
NYCTAGINACEAE Mirabilis lingaris (Pursh.) Heimerl MILIT Y X
[ONAGRACEAE ____|Oenothera villosa Thunb. ssp. stigosa (Rydb.) Dietrich & Raven OEVI Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
[OROBANCHACEAE __|Orobanche fasciculata Nutt. ORFAT | ¥ X X X X X X X X X X X X
[PLANTAGINACE - Immggg lanceolata L. PLLAT N X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X




Tablo 4-2. (cont.}

Control Treatment
. Spring [ Summer [ Spring [ Summer] Spring] Summer [ Spring ] Summer | Spring] Summer| Spring Spring [ S Spring Spring Spring
Scientific Namo' Speccode | Native |- 1997 1997 1998 1998 1999 | ‘1999 2000 2000 2001 2001 1997 1897 " 1998 1998 1999 1999 2000 2000 2001 2001
Pt ica Jacg. PLPA1 Y - g X
ropyron smithii Rydb. AGSM1 Y X X X X

Andropogon gerardii Vitman ANGE1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
 Andropogon scoparius Michx. ANSC1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Aristida rea Nutt. var. robusta (Memill) A. Holmgren & N. Holmgr ARLO1 Y X X X X X X X X X
Bouteloua curtij uta (Michx ) Tar. BOCU1 |- Y X X X X X X X X X - - X X X X X X X X X X X
Bouteloua gracilis (H. 8. K ) Lag ex Grifliths BOGR1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Bouteloua hirsuta BOHI1 Y X X X X - X X -X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Bromus inermis Leyss. $sp. inermis BRIN1 N X X X X X X X X X X
Bromus japonicus Thunb. ex Murr. BRJA1 N X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Bromus tectorum L. BRTE1 N X X X X X X X X X X X
Buchloe d: [Nuit.) Engetm. BUDA1 Y X X X X X X X
Kogleria midata (Lam.) Beauv. KOPY1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Muhlenbergia montana (Nutt.) Hitchc. MUMO1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Muhle ia wrightii Vase: MUWR1 Y X X X X X X X X
Panicum capillare L. PACA1 Y X
Poa L. POCO1 N X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Poa pratenisis L. POPR1 N X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Sitanion rix (Nutt.) Sm. var. brevifolium (Sm.) Hitche. SIHY1 Y X X - X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Sorghastrum nutans (L.} Nash SONU1 Y X X X - X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Sj bolus hetervlepis (A. Gray) A. Gray SPHE1 Y X X X X - X- X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Stipa comata Trin. & Rupr. STCO1 Y X X X X X

CoLn Y X X X X X X X

ERAL1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X

POAR' N X

POCO2 N X

PORA Y X X X X X X

RUCR N - - - : X X X X X X X

TAPA1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Delphinium nutialianum Prilz. ex Walpers DENU1 Y X
Potentilla gracilis Dougl. ex Hook. var. glabrata (Lehm.) C. L. Hitche. POGR1 Y X
Prunus virginiana L. var. melanocarpa (A. Nels.) Sarg. PRVI1 Y X X X X X X X X X X
Linaria daimatica (L) Mill LIDAY N S X - X - X X X X X X
Penstemon virens Penn. PEVI1 Y X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X
Verbascum biattana L. : VEBL1 N X X X X - - X X X X
Veronica peregrina L. var. xalapensis (H. B. K) St. John & Wamen VEPE1 Y X X X X X X X X X

[VIOLACEAE Viola nuttallii Pursh. VINU1 Y X X

Unknown species UNKN X X




Table 4-3. 19972001 Diffuse Study Species Freqt Y
CONTROL FREQUENCY TREATMENT FREQUENCY (%}
Spring | Summar | Spring | Summer [ Spring | Summer | Spring | Summer | Spring [Summer | Spring | Summer | Spring [Summer | Spring |Summer | Spring |Summer | Spring | Summer
Nstive 1997 1997 1988 1998 1999 1999 2000 2000 2009 2001 1997 1997 1938 1938 1939 1999 2000 _2000 |} 2001 | 2001 |
Achillea millafolium L. _ssp. lanutosa (Nuti) Piper ACMI Y 8 8 8 4 8 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Aliturn textile A Nels. & Macbr. ALTEY Y 20 4 8 8 20 16 38 12 4 12 28 15 12
[Alyssum minus {L.) Rothmaler var. micranthus (C. A May.) Dudley ALMIT N 28 20 12 18, 20 8 4 4 8 4 4 4 [ 4 8 4 4 4 4 L]
Ambroxia psilostachya DC. AMPS1 Y 72 68 84 88 84 60 60 64 76 12 32 32 18 16 12 28 28 38 32
|Andropogon gerardi Vitman ANGE1 Y 88 [T] 88 84 88 92 84 84 76 B4 (] 64 b4 64 64 [1] 64 680 56 84,
scoparius Michx. ANSCH Y 28 28 20 24 18 36 48 52 4 36 20 40 20 20 20 28 2 32 18 32
Arabis hirsuta (L) Scop. var. pynocarpa {Hopking) Rolling ARHI1 Y 4 4 4 4 4
Arenaria fendler A. Gray ARFE2 Y 32 44 20 44 2 36 32 38 38 24 52 40 28 28 28 24 28 18 28 28
Aristida purpurea Nutt. var. robusta (Memill) A. Holmagren & N. Hoimgr ARLC Yy 4 4 8
Amica fuigens Pursh. ARFY Y 38 18 40 28 40 12 32 8 40 28 18 12 16 12 20 8 20 8 20 20
Artormisia campestris L. ssp. csudata (Michx.} Hall & Clem. ARCA Y 4 4 4
ARLY Y 68 68 68 84 68 84 68 68 8 64 38 38 32 16 24 18 20 16 20 20
- ASST1 Y 8 4 4 4 4 -] 12
ASVI1 Y 8 12 8 8 12 12 8 8 4 4
ASPOY Y ki 18 84 I8 ki) 18 52 AD 52 A4 20 84 [ J2 B0 12 A A8 55 58
BAVU$ N 4
BOCU1 Y 38 40 28 28 A 40 60 “ 48 52 8 32 28 12 24 2 20 3¢ 28 24
BOGR1 A4 18 8 [] [ 20 28 24 24 32 18 28 18 24 36 48 36 4 38 “
BOH! Y 18 18 18 28 16 20 24 28 20 24 18 4 8 20 8 4
BRJA 4 4 4 38 32 32 38 40 24 44 38
N BRTE -] 4 12 [] 12 8 12 8
Camelina microcarpa Andrz. ex DC. CAME 8 8- "4 12 4
Carex heliophita Mack, CAHE{ Y 64 72 2 68 56 60 68 76 12 64 32 40 52 40 36 28 36 38 28 32
Centaures diffusa Lam. CEDIY N 6 78 78 80 96 [} 63 84 B0 76 80 80 52 20 M 44 44 48 72 S8
ic sis fuicrata Greens CHFU Y 8 8 B 4 4 4 4 8 4 4 4 4 4
Collomia knearis Nutt. CoLi Y 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Dalea purpurea Vent DAPU1 Y 8 4 8 2 8 8 8 8 8 8 12 12 8 12 12 12 16 18 12 12
DRRE{ Y 18 4 4 12 32 4
ECV1 Y 16 16 20 8 8 4 4 12 4 4 40 38 28 32 28 24 20 20 16
ERDI ¥y 4 - 4 4 4 4
ERFL Y 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
ERCA2 Y ] [] 4 8 4 8 8 12 4 12
GAAR1 Y 12 ] 4 12 8 4 8 8 4 2 4 4 4 4 4 8 4
GRSQ1 Y 56 L 68 40 40 32 32 20 8 12 20 16 12 12 4 4 4 8
HYPE1 N 52 64 44 18 24 18 20 28 28 38 16 ] 72 12 36 24 20 36 12 20
JUINY Y 4 4 4 4 4 4
KOPY1 Y 40 32 28 20 28 24 4 24 38 20 38 20 28 20 20 32 24 24 24 20
LASE1 N 12 12 28 8 20 4 4 20 1] 28 18 4 28 18
LARE1 Y 4
epidi, LECA1 N 4 4 4 12 8 4 32 20 16 (] 16 12 20 12 4 28 28
epidium densifiorum Schrad. LEDE} Y 4 4 - 12 B 20 4
.ssquerefia montana {A Gray) Wats, LEMO1 Y 8 8 12 18 28 18 12 12 16 20 12 16 12 12 20 20 12, 12 12 12
Liatris punctata Hook. LIPU1 Y 16 20 20 28 24 24 18 24 18 18 20 20 28 20 28 24 28 16 16 18
Lithospermum incisum Lehm. LINY Y 4 4 4
L. omatium orientale Coult. & Ross LOOR1 Y 92 92 48 100 ]
Mertansla lanceolata (Pursh.} A. DC. MELA1 Y 4
MICUY Y. 4 8 4
MLl Y
MUMO1 Yy 100 100 96 100 96 100 100
b.) Districh & Raven Y 4 4
Y. 40 40 40 40 36 32 48 44 40 44 64 78 20 32 24 28 18 20 12 20
A4 4 12 12 4 4 4 4 20 40 12
Y 4 12 12 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Y 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 16 28 12 28 24 20 16 20 18
N 82 100 100 100 100 96 100 100 100 100 96 96 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 56
N [] ] 8 8 4 4 8 (] 8 4 4 4 8 4
Y 8 4 8 8 4
Y 32 40 “ 36 38 44 44 38 24 28 20 8 18 18 12 16 20 20 20 18
N 4
N 4 4
Y [.] 4 4 16 4 4 8 8 4 % 12 20 4 12 4 4 4 8 4
Y 4
Y 8 8 4 12 -] 20 16 4 28 24 8 12 4 48 28
N 4
Y 8 12 8 12, - N 4 - Al T4 4 4
Y. -4 24 28 - 28 24 - 28 - 24 28 32
hd 4 4 4 4 -4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Y 20 20 20 24 20 20" 20" 20 20
[Stips comata Trin. & Rupr. Y 4 4 [] 4
| Talinum parviflorum Nutt. APA1 Y 4 4 8 4 4 4 12 28 4 20 16 20
| Taraxacum officinale Weber ACF N 4 4
Tradescantia occidentalis (Briti) Smyth ROC Y - - 4 4 - 4 4 4 4 4
(Tragopogon dublua Scop.__~ - RDU N B 16 “ 32 32 20 2 32 40 “w |12 ] 4 ] ] 20 | 28 40 36
riodanis perfoliata (L} Nieuw. TRPE Y B 4
[Veronica a t. var. xalapensis (H. B. K.) St. John & Warren VEPE1 Y 4 C N 72 32 80 ° 18 20
Viola nuttalli Pursh. VINUL Y 4
Unknown species UNKN 4

Froquency based on 25




Table 4-4. 1997-2001 Diffuse Knapweed Monitoring Study Species Frequency Changes Summary

Frequency Changes (%)

Control vs.
: : Control | Treatment | Treatment
Scientific Name "|Speccode] Native | Change | Change Change
Opuntia macrorhiza Engelm. OPMA1 Y 0 -52 . -52
Arenaria fendleri A. Gray ARFE2 Y 4 -24 -28
Allium textile A. Nels. & Macbr. ALTE1 Y 0 -24 -24
Echinocereus viridiflorus Engelm. ECVI1 Y -12 -32 -20
Lepidium campestre (L.) R. Br. LECA1 N 32 12 -20
Artemisia ludoviciana Nutt. var. ludoviciana ARLU1 Y 0 -16 -16
Senecio plattensis Nutt. SEPL1 Y 0 -16 -16
Bouteloua hirsuta Lag BOHI1 Y 4 -8 -12
Carex heliophila Mack. CAHE1 Y 8 -4 -12
Centaurea diffusa Lam. CEDI1 N 4 -8 -12
Orobanche fasciculata Nutt. ORFA1 Y 12 0 -12
Lepidium densiflorum Schrad. LEDE1 Y -4 8 12
Talinum parviflorum Nutt. TAPA1 -Y 4 16 12
"|Lactuca serriola L. LASE1 - N -8 8 16
Muhlenbergia montana (Nutt.) Hitchc. MUMO1 Y -12 4 16
Alyssum minus (L.) Rothmaler var. micranthus (C. A. Mey.) DudIey ALMI1 N -20 0 20
Hypericum perforatum L. HYPE1 N -24 -4 20
Veronica peregrina L. var. xalapensis (H. B. K.) St. John & Warren VEPE1 Y 0 20 20
Silene antirrhina L. SIAN1. Y 12 44 32
Grindelia squarrosa (Pursh.) Dun. GRSQ1 Y -48 -12 36

Frequency based on n=25.
Values are based on Spring 1997 vs. Spnng 2001 comparisons.




Table 4-5. 1997-2001 Diftuse Knapweed Monttoring Study Follar Cover Summary - Control Plot

= Frequency (%) Absotute Cover Relutlys Cover
[
Growth Warm | 8pring | Summer | Spring | Summer | 8pring [ Bummer | 8pring | Bummes | Spring | Summer | Bpring | Summer | Spring | Bummer | 8pring | Summes | 8pring | Summer | 8pring | Summer | 8pring | Summer | Spring | Summer | 8pring | Summer | 8pring | Summer | 8pring | Bummer
Sclentific Name Speccode! Form |Natlve|Besson| 1997 1997 1898 1993 1999 1899 2000 2000 2001 2001 1997 1897 1898 1898 1999 1899 2000 2000 2001 2001 1997 1897 1998 1891 1999 1899 2000 2000 2001 2001
[Camaiina microcerpa Andrz. ex DC. CAMIT 20 02 - 02
Centeurea diffusa Lam CEDI 100 100 A0 20 40 80 1 100 100 100 28 04 10 08 20 32 48 52 58 EX) 05 12 09 24 43 1] 18 (Y]
L HYPE1 20 -
.epidium campestre {L.) R. Br. LECA1 20 20 20 20 40 20 20 04 0.2 02 0.2 02 08 03 02 02 02
dubius Scop. TRDUY 40 20 [ 49 20 80 40 20 04 06 02 02 08 08 08 03 0.2 1.1 E
Achall L. s3p. lanulcsa (Nufl ) Piper AcCMit 20 20
|Ambrosia psilostachya DC. AMPS 1 80 60 100 80 [T] €0 40 100 80 80 [X] 12 14 18 24 32 o8 16 16 28 33 EX]
tenaria fendied A. Gray ARFE2 40 20 40 20 40 40 02 04 08 03 05 09
Arnica fulgens Pursh. ARFUY 20 20 20 F. 02 03
\rtamisia Nutt var. ARLU1 100 20 40 40 40 4 80 40 80 02 96 04 08 08 12 10 03 08 05 [X] 09 16 12
Asclepizs A. Gray ASSTY 20 20 20 02 02 03 03
sclepias yindifiora Raf. ASVIT F 2 - 02 03
[Aswr porteri Oray ASPO F 100 100 100 100 100 100 20 40 40 80 28 20 54 48 46 58 04 06 [X) 10 X} 25 7.1 54 11 87 086 08 08 12
Chrysopsis fuicrata Gresns CHFY F 20 20 20 02 02 02 03 03 03
Datea purpures Vent DAPY F 20 20 20 20 0.2 02 02 0.2 03 03 03 02
[Draba reptans (Lam ) Fem. DRRE 20 02 03
L L ERDH F 49 04 06
ERFLY £ 20 20 . 02 02 03 [X]
OAARY £ 20 20 2 02 02 02 03 03 ¢3
GR3Q1 F 40 80 20 20 04 12 02 02 08 15 S 02 03
iatris punctata Hook. LiPUY F 20 40 02 04 03 - [X]
it ientale Coutt. & Ross LOORY F 80 40 40 100 08 04 08 1.8 11 98 09 28
virens Penn. PEVI1 £ 20 20 92 02 03 02
Psorales tenuifiora Pursh, PSTE1 F AQ 80 4D 80 2 100 B0 100 80 100 [X] 14 08 18 02 14 14 28 12 30 12 18 11 1.8 03 17 23 36 1.7 EY ]
[Skene antrrhma L SANT F 20 02 03
Solidsgo moRis Ban. SOMO1 F - 80 08 | .7
Poa L POCO1 100 | 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 17.2 20.8 254 318 182 24.2 198 118 204 266 | 252 284 35 371 295 289 26 18.1 29.7 1.7
Poa pratensis L. POPR 20 40 40 20 40 80 20 04 X} 08 0.2 04 10 [X] [} 1.1 02 05 15 .2
Asiztida 8 Nutl vas. robusta (Marrill) A Hotmgren & N. Holmgr | ARLO 20 B
[Carex heliophita Mack. CAHE [1) 100 20 80 80 (-] [-1'] 80 100 100 086 20 14 14 24 2.7 20
a 20 20 20 29 20 04 02 92 03
49 20 20 20 40 40 20 [ 20 04 08 03 03 12
20 20
100 100 A 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 142 A_| 1 19.4 13
20 20 2 [T] 20 40 =] 60 08 .7 .1 2 07
40 80 40 80 40 [:] [ 40 80 80 10 4 A i9
20 20 20 20 60 60 40 [X} K]
20 20 40 40 20 X
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100, 100 100 23 228 20. 28
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100_| 58 | 84 4 ki
88.. 732 [T} 100.
0. 3 12 14,
F A 7 12,
otal non-natva forb cover - 4 58 29
otal greminoid covet % 586, 85.
‘otal native graminoid cover 48 M4 58..
graminod cover 12, [ 28
otal native cover 55, 88.
otsl non-native cover 17 i 31
2300 graminoid cover 45. 32. 54.
otal cook grarminoid cover ) 238 31

Abaclute cover = Absoluts foliar cover bs tha parcentage of the numbat of hits on a species oul of the total number of hits possible {500).

thmmﬂhhﬁubl.wv-mhﬂwolhhlIp.d.lh.dnhhlbmwwo’dvmhmPi&l.uml.dp.vllh(ll..mt”mmdﬂgchwowmmw.ﬂl

Al coves vaiues presented are masns (n = 5).

Natve catagorkes: ¥ = Natve, N = Non-Natve

Form categories: C = Cactus, F = Forb, G ® Graminokd

CoolWarm Season categories: C = Cool seasan species, W = Warm season species




Table 4.8. 1397-2001 Diffuse Knapwesd Monitoring Study Follar Cover Summary - Treatmant Piot

Frequency (% Absolute Cover Ralative Cover
Tooll
Qrowth Warm | 8pring | Summer | 8pring | Summer | Bpring | Summer | 8pring | Bummer | Bpring | Summer | 8pring | Summer | pring | Summaer | 8pring | Summer | Bpring | Summer | Spring | Summer | Spring | 8ummer | 8pring | Summer | 8pring | Bummer | Bpring | Bummer | 8pring | Bummer
e ] Form | Natl Senson| 1897 1897 1998 1998 1899 1809 2000 2000 2001 2001 1897 1897 1838 1998 1899 1939 2000 2000 2001 2001 1997 1897 1998 1898 1999 1899 2000 2000 2001 2001
ALMIL F R 20 20 20 20 20 02 02 .2 82 82 03 03 03 03 0.2
CEDIT F 100 100 20 40 80 20 80 44 48 06 12 o8 12 [13 [X] 08 08 17 K1 14
WYPE 3 N ) 2 2 02 | 02 52 03 | 03 03 | o3
[Lactuca semiota L. LASE F 20 40 20 02 04 |- 02 03 05 02
|_L_'DIdh1m campestre (L} R. By LECA 3 20 20 20 02 02 03 02
[Plantago tancectata t . PLLA F 2
Tragopogon dubius Scop. TROU F 20 40 40 60 40 04 04 02 08 08 0.5 [X] 03 038 0.7
[ABium textie A. Nets. & Macbr. ALTE F 20 20 20 02 02 03 03
Ambrosis psliostachys DC. AMPS 80 20 40 80 &0 8 02 08 1.0 03 10 14
Arenaria fendleri A. Gray ARFE2 F 20 . 20 20 2
Arnica fuigens Pursh. ARFU1 3 80 20 20 49 40 20 80 40 0.2 [X] Y] 08 03 0.5 13 10
rmmisla Nutt_yar, ARLU1 20 &0 80 60 40 2t 20 |20 ) (Y] 06 [¥] 14 08 10 03
A Gray ASST1 20| 20
Astor porteri Gray ASPOY Y 20 100 80 80 80 . 20 20 49 40 20 20 18 28 32 [X] 04 08 02 2.8 24 4.1 40 10 o8 19 02
[Cotlomia nearis Nutt coLi F Y 20 02 93
Dsiea purpurea Veni DAPY 20 20 20 20 0.2 02 02 02 03 03 03 03
Grindelia squarrosa (Pursh.) Dun. GRSQ 80 20 20 20 20 20 06 02 02 0.2 04 0.2 09 02 03 03 08 03
idi Schrad. LEDE 40 .
[Lesguereita montana {A. Gray) Wats_ LEMO F 20 40 20 02 04 .2 03 06 .3
yis punctets Hook. LIPU1L 20 20 40 80 40 40 20 02 82 08 [X] 04 02 03 03 08 13 08 E 02
omatum orientsie Coul. 8 Rose. LOOR1 80 80 80 40 80 [¥] 16 12 04 1.2 2.1 18 Y] - K
Penstemon viens Pann. PEVIT E 20 P 02 02 03 03
E F 0N ) 97 | o¢ o3 1 08
F Y 20 02 03
2 2 % 2 02 | 04| 04 Jo02 93 | o6 ] o6 | o3
20 02 92
20 02 03
20 04 06
20 0.2 03
[] 20 A0 80 40 40 20 80 20 ¥ 24 2. 22 12 08~ 0.2 X] 02 3 34 ¥ 27 19 10 03 X3 02
20 40 40 20 20, ¥] 1 [X] [X] .7 X] 07 [X] k]
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 122 124 25 318 | 238 228 204 130 =X 252 8.4 17.5 3.2 337 319 2886 326 188 314 03
20 20 20 20 20 04 0. 02 3 08 k] 03 .3
20
. 80 40 80 40 40 40 20 80 80 80 [.¥] 12 08 o8 08 048 10 20 28 12 1.7 11 10 10 1.0 18 29 38
(Lam.} Beayv. 40 20 __ 20 20 40 20 - 02 02 02 0.2 04 03 03 03 03 (X ]
[Sitanion hystrix &) Sm. var. brevifolium {Sm.} Hitche. 20 20 40 2 . X
jAndropogon gerardii Vitmen ANGE 80 100 20 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 48 10.2 1.2 11 7. 73 124 138 3!
Andropogon scopatius Michx, ANSC’ 60 60 80 60 40 40 [ 80 40 80 08 4 2 14 1 13
Boutslous {Michx.) Torr. BOCU [] 40 80 20 80 20 40 80 [I] 80 E 18 .0 X [X] 1. 25
Boutslous gracits (H. B. K.) Lag ex Oriffiths 8OGR 40 20 20 80 80 49 40 40 2 ¥ 2 X o3 1
hirsuta Lag BOHN 80 20 40 80 20 20 X 02 08 L . ¥ .2 02 10
montana (Nutt.) Hitche. MUMO1 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 | 264 35.2 318 328 230 328 24 344 200 4 3% 488 A9 400 368 409
ft.) Nash SONUY 20 |20 20 [] .2 03
18] hets A. Gray) A. Gra: SPHE1 80 20 40 40 40 40 20 40 20 40 16 0.4 .8 8 08 | 1 08 4 4 43 k]
‘otal foliar cover 684 k] 754 1 828 79. 882 73. 832 X X 100.0 1000 |
otal forb cover 122 8. ] 6. 6. 48 60 184 124 88 47 ] B
otal native forb cover 70 3 1] 54 3. 30 38 105 5 (X} 47 [} 8.
‘otal non-nattva fort cover S 50 | 00 ¥ 1. 12_[_18 24 78 7 00 | 00 3 18|
noid cover 542 | 822 | 70. 7. 57, 73 564 | B4 77. 816 | 876 | 934 { @ 91 920_]
tive graminoid cover 37 | 47 42 43 32, 49, 35, 51 569 | [(557 | 832 { 513 [ @1,
graminoid cover . 1. 204 | 344 | 25 24. 20 ¥ 25, ; 37. . 398 [ 303 |
otal native cover 4 508 | 47, 47 378 | 5 54 X 85! 62 506 | 670 |
‘otal non-native cover K 20, 28. 34 25 25 28 217 37 1 | 321 |
[re graminoid cover 38 45 4. 24| 31. 48 a7 43, 546 ) | 604 |
[Te graminoid cover 18. 28 354 ] 2s. 25 27 28 38 N 31

Absoluts cover = Absolute foiar cover is the percantape of the number of hits on & species cut of the total number of hits posslble {500).
Reistive cover = Relative follar cover was the nurmbes of hits & epecies had relative o the total number of all vegstative hits recorded per sits (1.e., he percent of vegstative cover the species reprasentnd).

AN cover vatues presented ere mesra (n = 5).

Native catagories: Y = Natve, N « Non-Native

Form categories: G = Cactus, F © Forb. G « Graminoid

CoolWarm Beason catagories: G = Cool sexsan species, W = Warm sesson speciss




" ‘Table 5-1. Cover Class System

Cover Class Visually Estimated Cover Range Midpoint
1 <5%, 2.50%
2 5-25% 15.00%
3 26-50% 37.50%
4 51-75% 62.50%
5 >76% 87.50%




Table 6-1. 2001 Larinus minutus Release Numbers By Location

SAMPSITE # Insects Released

LM1 250
LM2 125
LM3 100
LM4 85

LM5 125
LM6 1500
Total 2185

Table 6-2. 2001 Diffuse Knapweed Biocontrol Release Location Monitoring Summary

SAMPSITE Cover (%) Stem Density (plants/sq. m)
LM1 33.5 15.8
LM2 19.4 14.5
LM3 21.6 4.4
LM4 26.1 9.5
LM5 6.3 1.1
Mean (5 sites combined) 21.4 9.1




Table 7-1. Diffuse Knapweed Location Marking Identifiers

Flag Color

SitelD Paint Color # of Plant Marked
A Red Pink 88
B Orange Orange 69
C Blue Green 80
Table 7-2. Diffuse Knapweed Movement Summary By Date
Original number
of marked plants
Site October 2000 November 2000 | January 2001 March 2001 April 2001
Site A 88 3/3 31/35 35/40 40/45
Site B 69 9/13 26/38 28/41 36/52
Site C 80 9/11 45/56 48/60 56/70
Mean (all plots) 237 21/9 102/43 111/47 132/56
% Movement between time periods (all plots) NA 9 - 34 4 9

xly = # of plants blown away/%of plants blown away




Table 7-3. Diffuse Knapweed Movement Summary

Distance Moved (meters [feet])

Site Mean Maximum
Plot A 389 (1276) 1209 (3965)
Plot B 458 (1501) 1120 (3676)
Plot C 334 {(1096) 1480 (4857)

All Sites 399 (1310) 1480 (4857)




Table 7-4. Estimates of Diffuse Knapweed Movement at Rocky Flats

2000 Data
Initial Assumptions

Total acres of high and medium categories of diffuse knapweed

(Based on the 2000 Site-wide weed mapping effort. Used only high and medium
categories since these are quite dense infestations. In the low and scattered
categories plants are more spread out.)

Adult diffuse knapweed density in high and medium categories

(Used a conservative estimate of 1 plant/ nf. This area was previously mapped
as high and medium categories. It has had from 4 to 7 plants/nt each of the

last 4 summers based on quantative studies. I have chosen to use a conservative
estimate of 1 adult plant/ m” for this estimation.)

Total number of square meters per acre

1041 acres

1 plant/nf

4047 ni/acre

Total number of plants in high and medium categories in 2000
(Based on above assumptions.)

4,212,927 plants

Estimate of the number of plants that blew away in winter 2000-2001
(Based on 56% of plants observed to have moved on Site during this study)

2,359,239 plants

Average distance moved by plants in winter 2000-2001 399 m (1310 feet)
Maximum distance moved by plants in winter 2000-2001 1480 m (4857 feet) -

2000 source data (K-H 2001).




Table 8-1. Small Mammal Mound Species Richness Summary

Shannon-Weaver
Plot Type Total # Species | Percent Native | Mean # Species | Diversity Index
TA 61 74 10.7 1.075
Tl 58 76 13.1 1.095
TN 69 72 13.6 1.224
UA 75 69 15 1.277
ul 62 76 14.9 1.128
UN 73 71 16.6 1.274.

TA = treated active mound, T| = treated intermound, TN = treated not active mound

UA = untreated active mound, Ul = untreated intermound, UN = untreated not active mound

Table 8-2. Sorensen Coefficient of Similarity Summary

- Similarity
Comparison Coefficient
Ul - UA 0.66
Ul - UN 0.73
Ul -TA 0.60 .
Ul-Ti 0.83
Ul-TN 0.75

TA = treated active mound, Tl = treated intermound, TN = treated not active mound

UA = untreated active mound, Ul = untreated intermound, UN = untreated not active mound




\

Table 8-3. Small Mammal Mound Species Frequency and Cover Summary

Frequency (%) Relative Cover (%)

Growth Cool/Warm | ’
Scientific Name Speccode| Form Native Season |TA| TI |TNJUA[ Ul |UN]| TA Tl TN UA ul UN
Coryphantha missouriensis (Sweet) Britt. & Rose CcCOMi1 C Y 3.3 0.1
Echinocereus viridiflorus Engelm. ECVI1 C Y 10.0] 10.0] 10.0] 20.0{ 16.7} 13.3 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.4 0.4 0.2
Opuntia macrorhiza Engelm. OPMA1 [9] Y 30.0] 30.0{ 43.3| 80.0| 50.0{ 56.7 0.7 0.7 1.1 1.8 1.2 1.1
Alyssum alyssoides (L.) L. ALAL1 F N 3.3 0.1
Alyssum minus (L.) Rothmaler var. micranthus (C. A. Mey.) Dudley  JALMI1 F N 16.7 10.0/33.3| 3.3/ 20.0 1.3 1.0 1.1 0.1 0.7
Arabis glabra (L.) Bemnh. ARGL1 F N 3.3 0.1
Camelina microcarpa Andrz. ex DC. CAM!1 F N 16.7] 3.3/40.0/16.7110.0/23.3] ‘0.4 0.1]° 0.9 0.4 0.2 0.5
Carduus nutans L. ssp. macrolepis (Peterm.) Kazmi CANU1 F N 10.0 3.3 0.2 0.1
Centaurea diffusa Lam. CEDI1 F N 33.3| 16.7/ 30.0/ 86.7] 33.3190.0 0.9 0.4 1.0 115 08| 18.5
Cirsium arvense (L.) Scop. CIAR1 F N 13.3 6.7] 20.0 6.7 0.7 0.1 0.4 0.1
Cirsium vulgare (Savi) Ten. CIvU1 F N 3.3 0.1
Convolvulus arvensis L. COAR1 F N 3.3] 3.3] 6.7 10.0 0.1 0.1 0.6 0.2
Cynoglossum officinale L. CYOF1 F N 3.3 0.1
Erodium cicutarium (L.) L'Her. ERCI1 F N 3.3] 33 10.0 0.1 0.1 0.2
Hypericum perforatum L. HYPE1 F N 10.0 6.7/16.7] 6.7 0.3 0.1 0.4 0.1
Lactuca serriola L. LASE1 F N. 30.0] 6.7{23.3|66.7]20.0{76.7 0.6 0.2 0.8 2.8 0.5 2.7
Lepidium campestre (L.) R. Br. LECA1 F N 3.3[ 3.3] 33 0.5 0.1 0.1
Linaria dalmatica (L.) Mill. LIDA1 F N 16.7 23.3|46.7) 13.3/63.3 0.8 0.5 1.9 0.3 27
Rumex acetosella L. RUAC1 F N . 3.3 0.1
Rumex crispus L. RUCR1 F N 6.7 3.3 0.2 0.1
Scorzonera laciniata L. SCLA1 F N 3.3 13.3 0.1 0.3
Sisymbrium altissimum L. SIAL1 F N 23.3} 3.3[{16.7/10.0 1.1 0.1 0.4 0.2
Taraxacum officinale Weber TAOF1 F N 3.3] 3.3]13.3} 3.3j26.7 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.6
Tragopogon dubius Scop. TRDU1 F N 33.3[13.3] 30.0/ 40.0} 26.7| 53.3 0.7 0.3 0.7 0.9 0.6 1.1
Verbascum blattaria L. VEBL1 F N 3.3] 3.3] 6.7 6.7] 3.3] 33 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1
Verbascum thapsus L. ) VETHA1 F N 6.7]113.3f 3.3] 3.3 0.5 0.7 0.1 0.1
Achillea millefolium L. ssp. lanulosa (Nutt.) Piper ACMI1 F Y 3.3 3.3 0.1 0.1
Allium textile A. Nels. & Macbr. ALTE1 F Y 6.7] 6.7[ 3.3]13.3{10.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.2
Ambrosia psilostachya DC. AMPS1 F Y 13.3|30.0| 23.3| 46.7143.3| 56.7 0.8 0.7 0.5 1.4 1.7 1.1
Arabis hirsuta (L.) Scop. var. pynocarpa (Hopkins) Rollins ARHI1 F Y 16.7] 3.3 16.7] 6.7 04 0.1 0.4 0.2
Arenaria fendleri A. Gray ARFE2 F Y 33.3]26.7] 60.0] 6.7 0.8 0.6 1.4 0.1
Amica fulgens Pursh. ARFU1 F Y 3.3 0.1
Artemisia campestris L. ssp. caudata (MIChX ) Hall & Clem. ARCA1 F Y 10.0 13.3 0.2 0.3
Artemisia dracunculus L. ARDR1 F Y 3.3 6.7 3.3 0.1 0.1 0.1
Artemisia frigida Willd. ARFR1 F Y 3.3 6.7[23.3 30.0 0.1 0.1 0.9 0.9
Artemisia ludoviciana Nutt. var. ludoviciana ARLU1 F- Y 13.3] 6.7{10.0[20.0]26.7] 10.0 1.1 0.2 0.2 0.9 1.3 0.5
Asclepias speciosa Torr. ASSP1 F Y 6.7] 3.3 3.3 0.6 0.1 0.4
Aster falcatus Lindl. ASFA1 F Y 3.3 0.1
Aster porteri Gray ASPO1 F Y 13.3 3.3] 3.3{10.0 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.2
Astragalus agrestis Doug!. ex G. Don " |JASAG1 F Y - | 3.3 6.7] - - 0.1 0.2
Castilleja sessiliflora Pursh. CASE3 F Y 1 3.3 0.1
Chenopodium leptophyllum Nutt. ex Mog. CHLE2 F Y 6.7 10.0 0.1 0.2
Chrysopsis fulcrata Greene CHFU1 F Y 3.3 3.3] 33 0.1 0.1 0.1
Chrysopsis villosa Pursh. - . - CHVI F Y - | 3.3]10.0 {167 - 0.9 0.2 . 0.4
Cirsium undulatum (Nutt.) Spreng. CIUN1 F Y 3.3 0.1
Conyza canadensis (L.) Crong. COCA1 F Y 6.7}16.7] 6.7] 6.7 0.1 0.4 0.1 0.2
Dalea candida Michx. ex Willd. var. oligophylla (Torr.) Shinners. DACA1 F Y 6.7 0.1
Dalea purpurea Vent |DAPU1 F Y. 13.3{13.3/ 30.0| 20.0] 16.7( 26.7 0.3 0.3 0.7 0.5 0.4 0.6




Table 8-3. (cont.)

Frequency- - Relative Cover
Growth Cool/Warm

Scientific Name Speccode| Form Native Season TA| TI | TINJUA] UL {UN} TA Tl TN UA Ul UN
Delphinium nuttalianum Pritz. ex Walpers DENU1 F Y 3.3 0.1
Descurainia pinnata (Walt.) Britt. DEPI1 F Y 33 6.7] 3.3 s 0.4 0.1 0.1
Draba reptans (Lam.) Fern. DRRE1 F Y 3.3/20.0f 6.7 3.3]13.3] 6.7 0.1 0.5 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.1
Erigeron divergens T. & G. ERD!1 F Y 3.3 3.3] 6.7 20.0 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.4
Eriogonum alatum Torr. ERAL1 F Y 3.3]10.01 3.3]10.0)10.0 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.2
Erysimum capitatum (Nutt.) DC. ERCA2 F Y ' 3.3] 3.3{ 6.7]13.3] 3.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1
Evolvulus nuttallianus R. & S. EVNU1 F Y 3.3 0.1
Gaillardia aristata Pursh. GAAR1 F Y 10.0{16.7} 13.3} 13.3] 33.3] 6.7 0.2 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.7 0.2
Grindelia squarrosa (Pursh.) Dun. GRSQ1 F Y 6.7 3.3! 6.7] 3.3] 33 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1
Helianthus petiolaris Nutt. HEPE1 F Y 6.7 0.2
Lappula redowskii (Hornem.) Greene LARE1 F Y 3.3} 33 0.1 0.1 .
Lepidium densiflorum Schrad. LEDE1 F Y 13.3 3.3 0.3 0.1
Lesquerella montana (A. Gray) Wats. LEMO1 F Y 3.3133.3/20.0{ 13.3] 20.0{ 10.0 0.1 0.8 0.5 0.3 0.5 0.2
Liatris punctata Hook. LIPU1 F Y. 6.7/40.0123.3 46.7{20.0 0.1 1.3 0.5 1.0 0.4
Lithospermum incisum Lehm. LiIN1 F Y 3.3 0.1
Lomatium orientale Coult. & Rose LOOR1 F Y 6.7]23.3{ 10.0 20.0/36.7 02| - 05 0.2 0.5 0.7
Mertensia lanceolata (Pursh.) A. DC. MELA1 F Y 3.3 3.3 0.0 0.1
Microseris cuspidata (Pursh.) Sch. Bip. MICU1 F Y 3.3 0.1
Mirabilis linearis (Pursh.) Heimerl MiLI1 F Y 33 3.3] 3.3 0.1 0.1 0.1
Oenothera villosa Thunb. ssp. strigosa (Rydb.) Dietrich & Raven OEVI1 F Y 6.7] 6.7]10.04 6.7] 3.3 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1
Orobanche fasciculata Nutt. ORFA1 F Y 10.0 0.2
Oxytropis lambertii Pursh. OXLA1 F Y 3.3 0.1
Paronychia jamesii T. & G. PAJA1 F Y 6.7 10.0{ 3.3 0.2 0.2 0.1
Penstemon virens Penn. PEVi1 F Y 13.3] 6.7]16.7]16.7 23.3 0.3 0.1 0.4 0.4 0.5
Phacelia heterophylla Pursh. PHHE1 F Y 3.3 3.3 0.0 0.1
Physalis virginiana P. Mill. PHVI2 F Y 3.3 6.7/13.3 0.1 0.5 0.6
Plantago patagonica Jacq. PLPA1 F Y 13.3] 6.7 6.7 0.3 0.1 0.2
Polygonum ramosissimum Michx. PORA1 F Y 3.3]10.0{ 3.3] 6.7 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.2
Potentilla gracilis Dougl. ex Hook. var. glabrata (Lehm.) C. L. Hitchc. |POGR1 F Y 3.3 0.1
Potentilla hippiana Lehm. POHI1 F Y 3.3]10.0[ 3.3 3.3 0.5 1.5 0.1 0.5
Potentilla pensyivanica L. POPE4 F Y 3.3 0.1
Psoralea tenuiflora Pursh. PSTE1 F Y 50.0}43.3] 60.0] 53.3] 43.3] 70.0 1.1 1.1 1.9 2.3 1.3 2.1
Ratibida columnifera (Nutt.) Woot. & Standl. RACO1 F Y 10.0{ 13.3] 3.3[13.3 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.3
Senecio plattensis Nutt. SEPL1 F Y 3.3 6.7]- 3.3] 3.3 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1
Senecio spartioides T. & G. 4{SESP1 - [F Y- - - | - I-67, 67/ -1 33 0.1 = 0.1 0.1
Silene antirrhina L. SIAN1 F Y 36.7110.0] 60.0) 53.3] 6.7{50.0 0.8 0.2 1.4 1.2 0.2 1.0
Silene drummondii Hook. SIDR1 F Y 3.3] 3.3{10.0 0.1 0.1 0.2
Solidago mollis Bart. SOMO1 F Y 6.7 0.2
Talinum parviflorum Nutt. ~ .. - TAPA1 F Y ~ -] 3.3 6.7 ; 0.1 0.1
Tradescantia occidentalis (Britt.) Smyth TROC1 F Y 33 0.1
Veronica peregrina L. var. xalapensis (H. B. K.) St. John & Warren VEPE1 F Y 13.3 3.3 0.3 0.1
Viola nuttallii Pursh. VINU1 F Y 3.3 3.3 0.1 0.1
Aegilops cylindrica Host AECY1 G N C 3.3 o) Lo - 0.1
Bromus inermis Leyss. ssp. inermis BRIN1 G N C 3.3 0.5
Bromus japonicus Thunb. ex Murr. BRJA1 G N ] 6.7126.7[33.3{46.7] 30.0/63.3 0.1 0.6 1.1 1.3 0.7 1.3
Bromus tectorum L. BRTE1 G N C 90.0/13.3]73.3{ 93.3/ 13.3]90.0} 355 0.3 13.4] 228 03] 143
Poa compressa L. POCO1 G N [¢] 46.7/93.3/86.7( 56.7/96.7| 70.0 83| 373] 281 79| 39.2] 13.2




Table 8-3. (cont.)

sFrequency " - Relative Cover:
Growth Cool/Warm

Scientific Name Speccode| Form Native Season | TA| TI |[TNJUA] UL |UN| TA Tl N UA Ul UN
Poa pratensis L. |POPR1 G N C 73.3]160.0]60.0/70.0/76.7]63.3] 17.4] 11.1 8.4 921 122 8.0
Agropyron smithii Rydb. AGSM1 G Y C 6.7 6.7110.0 6.7 0.9 1.2 1.0 0.5
Aristida purpurea Nutt. var. robusta (Merrill) A. Holmgren & N. Holmgr |[ARLO1 G Y ] 10.0] 13.3] 13.3{ 13.3] 30.0/ 13.3 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.3 1.4 0.3
Carex heliophila Mack. CAHE1 G Y C 73.3]70.0] 70.0] 73.3| 60.0| 83.3 4.6 1.7 3.5 11.7 1.3 8.0
Juncus interior Wieg. JUIN1 G Y C 23.3 13.3] 3.3 0.6 0.3 0.1
Koeleria pyramidata (Lam.) Beauv. KOPY1 G Y C . 20.0/70.0] 33.3{ 10.0/ 80.0] 30.0 0.4 2.1 0.8 0.2 29 0.7
Sitanion hystrix (Nutt.) Sm. var. brevifolium (Sm.) Hitchc. SIHY1 G Y [ 36.7] 33.3| 33.3] 36.7] 26.7] 16.7 0.8 0.8 1.2 1.2 06]. 0.7
Stipa comata Trin. & Rupr. STCO1 G Y Cc 66.7| 33.3]76.7( 63.3] 46.7]| 76.7 8.5 3.2 127 5.1 2.8 7.1
Andropogon gerardii Vitman ANGE1 G Y W 30.0/66.7]20.0] 13.3/ 83.3] 13.3 3.0] 106 2.1 0.6 8.0 1.0
Andropogon scoparius Michx. ANSC1 G Y W 3.3136.7]13.3]/ 10.0] 36.7| 10.0 0.1 0.9 0.3 0.2 0.9 0.2
Bouteloua curtipendula (Michx.) Torr. BOCU1 G 1Y W 53.3/.53.3] 56.7] 23.3] 63.3] 46.7 2.4 1.3 3.9 1.1 2.2 2.1
Bouteloua gracilis (H. B. K.) Lag ex Griffiths BOGRH1 G Y W 40.01 56.7] 46.7( 40.0{ 60.0] 40.0 0.9 1.4 1.6 0.9 1.4 0.8
Bouteloua hirsuta Lag BOHI1 G Y W 6.7143.3(16.7] 16.7] 20.0{ 23.3 0.1 1.1 1.2 0.3 0.5 0.5
Buchloe dactyloides (Nutt.) Engelm. BUDA1 G Y . W 10.0 ) 0.3
Muhlenbergia montana (Nutt.) Hitchc. MUMO1 |G Y W 70.0] 3.3 46.7 8.9 0.1 5.3
Sorghastrum nutans (L.) Nash SONU1 G Y W 6.7]43.3 3.3]136.7[ 3.3 0.9 4.1 0.1 2.4 0.1
Sporobolus asper (Michx.) Kunth SPAS1 G Y W 6.7 3.3 0.1 0.1
Total foliar cover - . 100.00]/100.00]100.00 100.00] 100.00| 100.00
Total forb cover 14.39 | 12.66 | 19.04 | 33.78 | 15.75 | 39.75
Total native forb cover 7.81 1 11.08] 11.62 | 1242 ] 12.62 | 11.74
Total non-native forb cover 6.57 | 158 | 742 | 21.36 | 3.12 | 28.01
Total graminoid cover 84.69 | 86.34 | 79.68 | 63.94 | 82.64 | 58.88
Total native graminoid cover 22.89 | 36.99 | 28.75] 22.78 | 30.25 | 22.11
Total non-native graminoid cover 61.80 | 49.36 | 50.92 | 41.16 | 52.39 { 36.77
Total native cover 31.62 | 49.06 | 41.66 | 37.48 | 44.49 ] 35.22
Total non-native cover . - - - 68.38 |.50.94.1.58.34.] 62.52 ] 55.51 | 64.78.
Total warm-season graminoid cover 748 | 2829 | 9.13 | 3.28 | 20.97 | 4.82
Total cool-s