Resource Assessments for Management Strategies (RAMS): Beyond NRCAs

RAMS

e Next generation of Natural Resource Condition
Assessments in the National Capital Region

e Uses I&M data

e Vital Signs Indicators revisited

e Threshold (target) conditions updated

e [ndicator condition calculated with current data
e Provides snapshot of conditions at park &

Mianassas landscape-level

National

Battlefield e |dentifies shared strengths and challenges across
Park - -
© region

e Informs management decisions across landscape

RAMS Wheels (example on left)

e Visual display of park conditions
e Stoplight colors (see legend, below left)
e Five-level condition assessment scheme (A-F)

0-20% How are scores calculated?

Very degraded

21-40% e Threshold (target) conditions based on science
e Current indicator conditions compared to threshold conditions
C 41-60% e Result translated to 0-100% scale and A-F letter grade
 [ndicator scores are averaged into category scores (shown on outer wheel)
e Category scores are averaged into overall park score (in center of wheel)

81-100%
Very good

No data

Biotic Integrity reference condition table

Park Overall

Metric Reference condition average score (%) Condition

Fishes FIBI score
(FIBI score) score

Seedling stocking % plots
index (% adequately 0% ‘ Very degraded
stocked plots) >COrE

Exotic herb density % plots . . ‘
. . D
@ (% plots with exotics) score 30% egrageo

Birds BC| score
(BCI score) 0% score

@ Deer density 20 density per sqg acre 20%
(density per sg acre) 0% score 100% °

Pest species 100 % plots infested 0
(% plots infested) 0% score 100%

2.67 47 % Moderate

41 % Moderate

77%

Biotic Integrity overall condition 43%

Contact: Katie May Laumann e klaumann@umces.edu ® University of Maryland Center for Environmental Science e Integration & Application Network



