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Managing 
Lentic riparian 

areas for 
functionality is 
a legal, policy, 
sustainability, 
sage grouse & 

common 
sense 

requirement 



Succulent forb regrowth in grazed meadows attracts       
sage-grouse  (Oakleaf 1971; Neel 1980; Klebenow 1985; Evans 1986) 

Moderate use, uneven height, and nearby shrubs  
provide cover 



Grazing that fails to maintain moist soil, damages sage- 
grouse habitat (Oakleaf 1971; Neel 1980; Klebenow 1985; Evans 
1986 and too many others to list).  Hence the requirement for PFC 

 



Step 1: Assess riparian resource function 

using Riparian Proper Functioning 

Condition (PFC) Assessment 
  

a. Identify assessment area and assemble an ID team 

b. Review existing information  

c. Determine potential 

d. Complete PFC assessment  

     (validate with monitoring data if necessary)  
  

Integrated Riparian Management 



Elko BLM District had assessed PFC on 
about half of 3500+ lentic riparian areas 

PFC assessment Number of Acres Number of springs, 
seeps, meadows, etc. 

Properly functioning 
 

71% 14 

Functional-at-Risk- 
Trend up 

3% 10% 

Functional-at-Risk 
Trend not apparent 

2% 6% 

Functional-at-Risk 
Trend Down 

16%           46%         73% 

Nonfunctional 6% 21% 
} 

The smaller ones are generally  springs and seeps 

74% 



/ƻƳƳƻƴ άbƻ LǘŜƳǎέ ƛƴ [ŜƴǘƛŎ tC/ 

3.   Smaller and not enlarging  

6.   FLOW PATTERNS ALTERED  

12. Low vigor  

13. Inadequate stabilizing vegetative cover  

14. Hummocking 

19. Out of balance (erosion and deposition) 

 



3. Riparian-wetland area is enlarging or has 

reached potential extent 



Wetland Plants  

Indicator Categories 

ÁObligate Wetland (OBL) >99% in wetlands 

ÁFacultative Wetland (FACW) 67-99% 

ÁFacultative (FAC) 34-66% 

ÁFacultative Upland (FACU) 1-33% 

ÁObligate Upland (UPL) <1% 

CANE2= 

Obligate 

wetland 

JUAR2 = 

Facultativ

e wetland 


