
 Draft Environmental Assessment  -

 Phase IV Expansion and  Construction
 at
 Dallas Fort Worth National Cemetery
 Dallas, Texas

  United States Department of Veterans  Affairs
 2000  Mountain Creek Parkway
 Dallas, Texas  75211

  August  2020



 

 

  
  

 
  

  
  

   
  

  
  

 
 
 
 

   
 

  
 

   
 

  
   

 
  

  
 
 

  
 
 

  
 

  
  

 
   

  
 
 

  
  

 
  

Draft Environmental Assessment  
Phase  4 Expansion and Construction, DFW  National Cemetery, Dallas, Texas  August  2020  

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 Table of  Contents

1.0  PURPOSE  AND NEED FOR THE PROPOSED ACTION..................................... 1-1
1.1 Background.......................................................................................................... 1-1  
1.2  Purpose and Need ............................................................................................... 1-2  
1.3  Federal Decision To Be Made............................................................................. 1-3  
1.4  Agency and Native  American Tribal Coordination  ...........................................1-3  
1.5  Resources Eliminated From Further Analysis .................................................. 1-4  
2.0  Description of Proposed Action and Alternatives ............................................ 2-1
2.1 Introduction.......................................................................................................... 2-1

2.2  Development of Alternatives .............................................................................. 2-1  
2.2.1  Alternatives Eliminated From Further Consideration........................ 2-1  
2.3  Alternatives Retained for Detailed Analysis...................................................... 2-1  
2.3.1  Proposed Action  ................................................................................... 2-1  
2.3.2  No-Action Alternative  ........................................................................... 2-7  
2.4  Comparison of the Potential Effects of the  Analysis  ....................................... 2-7  
3.0  AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT  AND ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES........3-1  
3.1  Criteria of Analysis of Impacts  ........................................................................... 3-1  
3.2  Significance Criteria ............................................................................................ 3-1  
3.3  Air Quality  ............................................................................................................ 3-2  
3.3.1  Effects of  the Proposed Action................................................................ 3-4  
3.3.2  Effects of  the No-Action Alternative  ........................................................ 3-6  
3.4  Cultural Resources.............................................................................................. 3-6  
3.4.1  Effects of  the Proposed Action................................................................ 3-7  
3.4.2  Effects of  the No-Action Alternative  ........................................................ 3-7  
3.5  Geology, Topography, and Soils........................................................................ 3-7  
3.5.1  Effects of  the Proposed Action................................................................ 3-8  
3.5.2  Effects of  the No-Action Alternative  ........................................................ 3-8  
3.6  Hydrology and Water Quality  ............................................................................. 3-8  
3.6.1  Effects of  the Proposed Action................................................................ 3-9  
3.6.2  Effects of  the No-Action Alternative  ...................................................... 3-10  
3.7  Wildlife and Habitat  ........................................................................................... 3-10  
3.7.1  Effects of  the Proposed Action.............................................................. 3-18  
3.7.2  Effects of  the No-Action Alternative  ...................................................... 3-18  
3.8  Floodplains and Wetlands  ................................................................................ 3-19  
3.8.1  Effects of  the Proposed Action.............................................................. 3-19  
3.8.1  Effects of  the No-Action Alternative  ...................................................... 3-19  
3.9  Solid and Hazardous Materials......................................................................... 3-22  
3.9.1  Effects of  the Proposed Action.............................................................. 3-22  
3.9.2  Effects of  the No-Action Alternative  ...................................................... 3-22
3.10 Cumulative Effects.............................................................................. 3-22  
3.11  Potential for Generating Substantial Controversy........................... 3-23  
4.0  AGENCY COORDINATION AND PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT  ................................4-1  
5.0  MITIGATION  ......................................................................................................... 5-1  
6.0  CONCLUSIONS .................................................................................................... 6-1



 
     

 
  

  
  

  

  
  

 
 

 

  
 

 

 
   
   
   

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
  

Assessment
Phase 4 Expansion and Construction, DFW National Cemetery, Dallas, Texas August 2020

7.0 LIST OF PREPARERS ......................................................................................... 7-1
 8.0 REFERENCES ...................................................................................................... 8-1
 9.0 LIST OF ACROYMNS AND ABBREVIATIONS.................................................... 9-1

Tables

 Table 2- 1 Comparison of the Potential Effects of the Analyzed Alternatives................ 2-7
Table 3- 1 National Ambient Air Quality Standards ....................................................... 3-3

Table 3-  2 Build Alternative Estimated Construction  Emissions - Annually  ...................  3-5
Table 3- 3: Mapped Soil Units with Phase IV................................................................ 3-8
Table 3- 4: USFWS and TPWD Species Listed for Dallas County, Texas .................. 3-11

 Figures

Figure 2-1 Proposed
 

   

 

Action..........................................................................................  2-2
Figure  2-2 Present Columbarium Niches ..................................................................... 2-3
Figure 2-3 Present Gravesites ..................................................................................... 2-4

Figure 2-4 Roadways to Be Constructed........................ ..................................... 2-6

Figure 3-1 Wetland Delineations and Associated Communities.................................  3-20
Figure 3-2   FEMA Mapped Floodplain................................................................... 3-21

 Appendices

A  Public Involvement

 Notice of Intent Letters and Responses
 Consultation Request and Responses

Draft EA Notice of Availability-
Comments Received

 B Previous Studies
 Threatened and Endangered Species Habitat Assessment

Waters of  the United States Delineation Report
Cultural Resources Survey































































































































































































































Mr. Fernando L. Fernandez 
Page4 
October 11, 2019 

Recommendation: Where trenching for utilities and footings is involved, TPWD 
recommends minimizing the length of trenches left open at any given time during 
construction. Trenches left open for more than two daylight hours should be 
inspected for the presence of trapped wildlife prior to backfilling. If trenches cannot 
be backfilled the day of initial trenching, then escape ramps, in the form of short 
lateral trenches or wooden planks sloping to the surface at an angle of less than 45 
degrees, should be installed at least every 90 meters. 

Recommendation: For soil stabilization and revegetation of disturbed areas within 
the proposed project area, TPWD recommends erosion and seed/mulch 
stabilization materials that avoid entanglement hazards to snakes and other wildlife 
species. Because the mesh found in many erosion control blankets or mats pose an 
entanglement hazard to wildlife, TPWD recommends the use of no-till drilling, 
hydromulching and/or hydroseeding rather than erosion control blankets or mats 
due to a reduced risk to wildlife. If erosion control blankets or mats will be used, 
the product should contain no netting or contain loosely woven, natural fiber 
netting in which the mesh design allows the threads to move, therefore allowing 
expansion of the mesh openings. Plastic mesh matting should be avoided. 

. State Fish and Wildlife Resources 

The Texas Conservation Action Plan (TCAP) contains handbooks for each ecoregion 
of the state for use by all entities for guidance regarding species of greatest 
conservation need (SGCN) and important habitats. The TCAP identifies threats 
affecting native species and habitats such as loss of habitat due to development. In 
addition to state- and federally-listed species, TPWD tracks SGCN and natural plant 
communities and actively promotes their conservation. TPWD considers it important 
to evaluate and, if feasible, minimize impacts to SGCN and their habitat to reduce the 
likelihood of endangerment and preclude the need to list as threatened or endangered 
in the future. SGCN are included in the above-referenced RTEST application. 

After reviewing the R TEST list for Dallas County and based on potentially suitable 
habitat, SGCN flora and fauna with potential to occur in the project area and with 
greater potential to be impacted by project activities include the following: 

Taxon SNarne CNarne GRank SRank
Amphibians Desmognathus conanti southern dusky salamander GS S1 
Amphibians Anaxyrus woodhousii* Wood house's toad GS SU 
Amphibians Pseudacris streckeri Strecker's chorus frog GS S3 
Birds Athene cunicularia 

hypugaea 
western burrowing owl G4T4 S2 

Mammals Blarina carolinensis southern short-tailed shrew GS S4 
Mammals Myotis austroriparius southeastern myotis bat G4 S3 
Mammals Myotis velifer cave myotis bat G4GS S4 
Mammals Perimyotis subflavus tricolored bat G2G3 S3S4 
Mammals Eptesicus fuscus big brown bat GS SS 
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Mammals Lasiurus borealis eastern red bat G3G4 S4 
Mammals Lasiurus cinereus hoary bat G3G4 S4 
Mammals Tadarida brasiliensis Mexican free-tailed bat GS SS 
Mammals lctidomys 

tridecemlineatus 
thirteen-lined ground 
squirrel 

GS SS 

Mammals Microtus pinetorum woodland vole GS S3 
Mammals Mustela frenata long-tailed weasel GS SS 
Mammals Spilogale putorius* eastern spotted skunk G4 S1S3 
Mammals Spilogale putorius 

interrupta 
plains spotted skunk G4T4 S1S3 

Mammals Conepatusleuconotus western hog-nosed skunk G4 S4 
Reptiles Terrapene Carolina* eastern box turtle GS S3 
Reptiles Terrapene ornata western box turtle GS S3 
Reptiles Ophisaurus attenuatus slender glass lizard GS S3 
Reptiles Thamnophis sirtalis* common garter snake GS S2 
Reptiles Thamnophis sirtalis 

annectens* 
Texas garter snake GST4 S1 

Reptiles Sistrurus tergeminus massasauga G3G4 S3S4 
Insects Bombus 

pensylvanicus* 
American bumblebee G3G4 SNR 

Insects Pogonomyrmex 
comanche 

Comanche harvester ant G2G3 S2 

Insects Arethaea ambulator No accepted common name GNR SNR 
Plants Matelea 

edwardsensis* 
plateau milkvine G3 S3 

Plants Liatris glandulosa* glandular gay-feather G3 S3 
Plants Physaria engelmannii* Engelmann's bladderpod G4 S3 
Plants Cuscuta exaltata tree dodder G3 S3 
Plants Astragalus reflexus Texas milk vetch G3 S3 
Plants Dalea hallii* Hall's prairie clover G3 S3 
Plants Phlox oklahomensis Oklahoma phlox G3 SH 
Plants Agalinis densiflora Osage Plains false foxglove G3 S2 
Plants Yucca necopina* Glen Rose yucca G1G2 S1S2 
Plants Hexalectris nitida* Glass Mountains coral-root G3 S3 
Plants Hexalectris warnockii* Warnock's coral-root G2G3 S2 

*Known occurrences from the TXNDD or iNaturalist near the project area. 

(Note: The TXNDD is intended to assist users in avoiding harm to known locations of 
rare species or significant ecological features. Given the small proportion of public 
versus private land in Texas, the TXNDD does not include a representative inventory 
of rare resources in the state. Please note that absence of information in the database 
does not imply that a species is absent from that area. Although it is based on the best 
data available to TPWD regarding rare species, the data from the TXNDD do not 
provide a definitive statement as to the presence, absence, or condition of special 
species, natural communities, or other significant features within your project area. 
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Great Plains Region

Project/Site: 94 _18P078 DFW VA Cemetery City/County: Dallas/Dallas Sampling Date: 7/10/2018 
ApplicanUOwner: Dallas-Fort Worth National Cemetery State: TX Sampling Point: T2-D__P1 
lnvestigator(s): Cobb, Marshall Section, Township, Range: NA 

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): hillslope Local relief (concave, convex, none): convex Slope(%): 30 
Subregion (LRR): J Lat: 32.719022 Long: -96.93301 Datum: NAD83 
Soil Map Unit Name: 77: Verte____________l clay, 5 to 12 percent slopes NWI classification: no__ne 

Are climatic/ hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes ___ No_!!!___ (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Are Vegetation __,  Soil ___ , or Hydrology ___ significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances" present? Yes_!!!___ No __ _ 

Are Vegetation __,  Soil ___,  or Hydrology ___ naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS –  Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes No ---
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No 

Is the Sampled Area 

within a Wetland? Yes     No 
"" ---

  "" "" --- ---

"" --- ---
                   

Remarks: 

DAREM= 8; drier than normal 
Community: Upland Forest 

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. 

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' l 
Absolute 
% Cover 

Dominant 
S~cies? 

Indicator 
Status 

1. Ulmus crassifolia 20 Y FAC
2. Juniperus virginiana 15 Y UPL
3. Ligustrum sinense 35 Y UPL
4. 

70 = Total Cover 
Sagling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' l 

1. Ulmus crassifolia 15 N FAC
2. Ligustrum sinense 80 Y UPL
3. 

4. 

5. 
95 = Total Cover 

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) 

1. Ligustrum sinense 80 Y UPL
2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 
10.

80 = Total Cover 
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) 

1. 

2. 
0 = Total Cover 

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 20 

Dominance Test worksheet: 

Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC 
(excluding FAC-): 1 (A) 

Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata: 5 (B) 

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 20% (A/8)

Prevalence Index worksheet: 

Total% Cover of: Multigly by: 

OBL species 0 x1= 0 
FACW species 0 x2= 0 
FAC species 35 x3= 105 
FACU species 0 x4= 0 
UPL species 210 x5= 1050 
Column Totals: 245 (A) 1155 (B) 

Prevalence Index = 8/A = 4.7 
Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators: 

1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation 

2 - Dominance Test is >50% 

3 - Prevalence Index is :S3.01 

4 - Morphological Adaptations 1 (Provide supporting 
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation 1 (Explain) 

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

 

 
 
 

 
 

 

Hydrophytic
Vegetation 
Present?                 Yes     No 

______________ _____ ____________ _____ _ 

_____________________________ ____ _ __ _ 

___________________ __________________ _ 

________ __ _ 

_______________ __________ ____ _ 

___ ______________ _ ______ _ 

 

 

-
-
-
_ 

 _ 

"" --- ---
Remarks: 
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Great Plains Region 

Project/Site: ______________9418P078 DFW VA Cemetery ______ City/County: Dalla_____s/Dallas _ ______ Sampling Date: _____7/10/2018  _ 

ApplicanUOwner: _ ____________Da________________llas-Fort Worth National Cemetery  State: _TX ___ Sampling Point: ____T2-DP2 _ _ 

lnvestigator(s): Cobb, _________Marshall __ ________ Section, Township, Range: NA __ ________________ _ 

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): hillslope Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave ________ Slope(%): __ _ 

Subregion (LRR): _J ______________ Lat: _____32.720023 _____ Long: -96.928454 Datum: NAD83 ___ _ _ 

Soil Map Unit Name: ________________77: Vertel clay, 5 to 12 percent slopes _____________ NWI classification: no___ne  _ _____ _ 

Are climatic/ hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes ___ No_!!!___ (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Are Vegetation __, Soil  ___,  or Hydrology ___ significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances" present? Yes_!!!___ No __ _ 

Are Vegetation __ , Soil ___,  or Hydrology ___ naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS –  Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes ,; No --- ---
Hydric Soil Present? Yes No ,; 

------
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes No ,; 

--- ---

Is the Sampled Area 

within a Wetland?       Yes   No ,; 

Remarks: 

DAREM= 8; drier than normal 
Community: Riparian Scrub 

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. 

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' l 
Absolute 
% Cover 

Dominant
S~cies? 

 Indicator 
Status 

1. Salix nigra 35 Y FACW 
2. 

3. 

4. 
35 = Total Cover 

Sagling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' l 

1. Ligustrum sinense 35 Y UPL
2. Salix nigra 10 Y FACW 
3. 

4. 

5. 
45 = Total Cover 

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) 

1. Solidago altissima 20 Y FACU 
2. Iva annua 35 Y FAC
3. Smilax bona-nox 5 N FAC
4. Carex crus-corvi 15 Y OBL 
5. Helianthus annuus 10 Y FACU 
6. Eleocharis englemannii 5 N FACW 
7. 
8. 
9. 
10. 

90 = Total Cover 
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) 

1. 

2. 
0 = Total Cover 

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 10 

Dominance Test worksheet: 

Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC 
(excluding FAC-): 4 (A) 

Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata: 7 (B) 

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 57% (A/8) 

Prevalence Index worksheet: 

Total% Cover of: Multigly by: 

OBL species 15 x1= 15 
FACW species 50 x2= 100  

FAC species 40 x3= 120 
FACU species 30 x4= 120  

UPL species 35 x5= 175 
Column Totals: 170 (A) 530 (B) 

Prevalence Index = 8/A = 3.11 
Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators: 

- 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation 
I/ - 2 - Dominance Test is >50% 

- 3 - Prevalence Index is :S3.01 

_ 4 - Morphological Adaptations 1 (Provide supporting 
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 

_ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation 1 (Explain) 

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

Hydrophytic
Vegetation 
Present?             Yes I/  No 

              

 

 
 

       --- ---
Remarks: 

US Army Corps of Engineers Great Plains - Version 2.0 











SOIL T1-DP3 

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.) 

0"-17" 10YR 4/3 100 clay loam 

Hydric Soil Indicators:  (Applicable to all LRRs, unless otherwise noted.) Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3: 

LRR F 
LRR F, G, H 

LRR G, H 
LRR F MLRA 72 & 73 of LRR H 

LRR I, J 
LRR F, G, H 

LRR G 

LRR H outside of MLRA 72 & 73 

Restrictive Layer (if present): 

Hydric Soil Present?     Yes  No 

HYDROLOGY 
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: 

where not tilled 
where tilled 

LRR F 
Field Observations: 

Wetland Hydrology Present?    Yes     No

   

 







WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Great Plains Region 

Project/Site: 9418P078 DFW VA Cemetery City/County: Dallas/Dallas Sampling Date: 7/10/2018 
ApplicanUOwner: Dallas-Fort Worth National Cemetery State: TX Sampling Point: T4-DP4 
lnvestigator(s): Cobb, Marshall Section, Township, Range: NA 

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): hillslope Local relief (concave, convex, none): convex Slope(%): 20 
Subregion (LRR): J Lat: 32.717077 Long: -96.927499 Datum: NAD83 
Soil Map Unit Name: 77: Vertel clay, 5 to 12 percent slopes NWI classification: none 

Are climatic/ hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes ___ No_!!!___ (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Are Vegetation __,  Soil ___,  or Hydrology ___ significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances" present? Yes_!!!___ No __ _ 

Are Vegetation _ ,  Soil ___,  or Hydrology  naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS –  Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes --- No
Hydric Soil Present? Yes -- No---
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes --- No "" ---

Is the Sampled Area 

within a Wetland?  Yes     No 

Remarks: 

DAREM= 8; drier than normal 
Community: Upland Scrub 

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. 

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' l 
Absolute 
% Cover 

Dominant 
S~cies? 

Indicator 
Status 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 
0 = Total Cover 

Sagling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' l 

1. Ligustrum sinense 90 Y UPL 
2. Prosopis glandulosa 5 N FACU 
3. 

4. 

5. 
95 = Total Cover 

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) 

1. Ligustrum sinense 30 Y UPL 
2. Sorgum halepense 20 Y FACU 
3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 
10. 

50 = Total Cover 
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) 

1. 

2. 
0 = Total Cover 

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 50 

Dominance Test worksheet: 

Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC 
(excluding FAC-): 0 (A) 

Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata: 3 (B) 

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0% (A/8) 

Prevalence Index worksheet: 

Total% Cover of: Multigly by: 

OBL species 0 x1= 0 
FACW species 0 x2= 0 
FAC species 0 x3= 0  

FACU species 25 x4= 100 
UPL species 120 x5= 600 
Column Totals: 145 (A) 700 (B) 

Prevalence Index = 8/A = 4.8 
Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators: 

- 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation 

2 - Dominance Test is >50% -
- 3 - Prevalence Index is :S3.01 

_ 4 - Morphological Adaptations 1 (Provide supporting 
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 

_ Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation 1 (Explain) 

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

"" 
Hydrophytic
Vegetation 
Present?                 Yes     No 

Remarks: 

leaf litter 

                 

____________________ ____________ _____ _ 

_____________________________ ____ _____ _ 

___________________ __________________ _ 

________ __ _ 

_______________ __________ ____ _ 

_____________________________ _________ _ 

  

_  ___

 "" ---
 "" "" -

--- ---

US Army Corps of Engineers Great Plains - Version 2.0 
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WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Great Plains Region 

Project/Site: ______________9418P078 DFW VA Cemetery City/County: Dallas/Dallas Sampling Date: 7/10/2018 
ApplicanUOwner: Dallas-Fort Worth National Cemetery State: TX Sampling Point: T5-DP5 
lnvestigator(s): Cobb, Marshall Section, Township, Range: NA 

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.): hillslope Local relief (concave, convex, none): concave Slope(%): 10 
Subregion (LRR): J  Lat: 32.716895 Long: -96.932251 Datum: NAD83 
Soil Map Unit Name: 34: Ferris-Heiden complex, 5 to 12 percent slopes NWI classification: no_ne 

Are climatic/ hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes ___ No !!!___ (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Are Vegetation __, Soil ___, or Hydrology ___ significantly disturbed? Are "Normal Circumstances" present? Yes_!!!___ No __ _ 

Are Vegetation __, Soil ___, or Hydrology ___ naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS –  Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes--- No ---
Hydric Soil Present? Yes --- No---
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes --- No---

Is the Sampled Area 

within a Wetland?            Yes  No "" 
Remarks: 

DAREM= 8; drier than normal 
Community: Grassland 

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. 

Tree Stratum (Plot size: 30' l 
Absolute 
% Cover 

Dominant
S~cies?

Indicator 
Status 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 
0 = Total Cover 

Sagling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: 15' l 

1. Prosopis glandulosa 20 Y FACU 
2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 
20 = Total Cover 

Herb Stratum (Plot size: 5' ) 

1. Centaurea americana 15 N NI/UPL
2. Prosopis glandulosa 10 N FACU 
3. Sorgum halepense 15 N FACU 
4. Artemisia ludoviciana 35 Y UPL
5. Eragrostis intermedia 20 Y NI/UPL
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 
10. 

95 = Total Cover 
Woody Vine Stratum (Plot size: 30' ) 

1. 

2. 
0 = Total Cover 

% Bare Ground in Herb Stratum 5 

           

Dominance Test worksheet: 

Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC 
(excluding FAC-): 0 (A) 

Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata: 3 (B) 

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0% (A/8) 

Prevalence Index worksheet: 

Total% Cover of: Multigly by: 

OBL species 0 x1= 0 
FACW species 0 x2= 0 
FAC species 0 x3= 0 
FACU species 45 x4= 180 
UPL species 70 x5= 350 
Column Totals: 115 (A) 530 (B) 

Prevalence Index = 8/A = 

 

 4.6 

 Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators: 

1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation 

2 - Dominance Test is >50% 

3 - Prevalence Index is :S3.01 

4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting 
data in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain) 

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

Hydrophytic
Vegetation 
Present?                 Yes     No

Remarks: 

 

______  ____________  _____ _ 

_____________________________  ____  _____ _ 

 ___________________ __________________ _ 

  ________  __ _ 

 _______________ __________   ____ _ 

 _____________________________  _ _______ _ 

_

     

     

 ""  ""  "" 

 
  

 

 

-
-
-

 

_  

"" --- ---

US Army Corps of Engineers Great Plains - Version 2.0 
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