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3. Examine the soil profile to confirm the presence of hydric soils, confirm the mapped soil
series, and to examine soils evidence of the hydrologic regime of the stands.

4. Assess the presence of hydrology indicators that provide evidence of the hydrologic regime.

Definitions of the Nonriverine Wet Hardwood Forest Type

A key issue in the regulatory agencies’ decision regarding the fate of the three stands that
have been labeled as nonriverine wet hardwood stands by NHP is the character and quality of
those stands in relation to the NHP and EPA/Corps definitions of the forest type and in relation
to other examples of the forest type across its natural range. Both of those definitions focus on
certain wet site oak species in the canopy as both forest type indicators and stand quality
indicators. Of course, relative tree density, tree size, and tree health of the key indicator species
are also considered in characterizing stand quality. A standard measure of tree density in a forest

-at4:5 feet above g ground or breast height. Tree diameter measured at the standard height of 4.5

feet is called diameter breast height or dbh.

NHP

The NHP definition of nonriverine wet hardwood in Schafale and Weakley (1990) is:
Vegetation: Forest dominated by various hardwood trees typical of bottomlands. T ypical species
include Quercus michauxii, Q. laurifolia, Q. pagoda (falcata var. pagodaefolia), Liriodendron
tulipifera, Liquidambar styraciflua, Ulmus americana, Acer rubrum, and Nyssa biflora.

The key indicator species of high quality stands are the three oak species: swamp
chestnut oak (Quercus michauxii), laurel oak (Quercus laurifolia), and cherrybark oak (Quercus
pagoda). The NHP definition does not indicate what “dominated” means in regard to relative
density of the key indicator species or of the common associated tree species in a stand.
However, Schafale’s writings about the stands that have been inventoried by NHP and labeled as
the nonriverine wet hardwood forest type indicate that he considers dominance by the three key
indicator oak species as essential to the definition of nonriverine wet hardwood. For example, in

In a later paragraph in the same report, Schafale (2008) reinforces his contention that:
The presence and abundance of oaks therefore serves both as an indicator that a community is a
nonriverine wet hardwood forest rather than a nonriverine swamp forest and as an indicator of
its natural condition. But then Schafale states that: Given current conditions, examples
with oaks comprising more than | 0% of the basal area per acre or of the canopy cover should be
considered good examples.
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The reference to “natural condition” in the above paragraph raises the question of just
how “natural” the wet hardwood forests on the Bonnerton Tract are. In the Introduction to
Classification of the Natural Communities of North Carolina. Third Approximation, Schafale
and Weakley (1990) state that:

This document presents a framework for the classification of natural communities in
North Carolina. A natural community is defined as: "a distinct and reoccurring assemblage of
populations of plants, animals, bacteria, and fungi naturally associated with each other and their
physical environment. »  While the above definition of natural communities includes all
assemblages that may occur, this document restricts its scope 10 those communities which may
be considered natural in a narrower Sense. We are primarily interested in communities whose
characteristics and functioning are shaped by the processes of evolution and ecological
interactions of long periods of time, without the overriding influence of modern human activities.
... The level of alteration allowed before a community occurrence can no longer be considered

——————————————————— natural may vary with factors such as the nature of the alteration or disturbance, the

community's resilience to that nype of disturbance, aﬁa‘tﬁe’existenceﬁfetherﬂanzpleslhat,a&ﬁﬂ,, ,

less altered. It also will depend on our ability to recognize what the natural state is.

EPA/Corps

The EPA/Corps guidance focuses on high quality examples of each of the forested
wetland types listed (EPA/Corps 1995). Nonriverine forest wetlands are defined as: “wetlands
in this group are rare, high quality wet forests, with mature vegetation located on the
Southeastern coastal plain, whose hydrology is dominated by high water tables.

Non-riverine Wet Hardwood Forests - poorly drained mineral soil interstream flats (comprising
10 or more contiguous acres), typically on the margins of large peatland areas, seasonally
flooded or saturated by high water tables, with vegetation dominated (greater than 50% of basal
area per acre) by swamp chestnut oak, cherrvbark oak, or laurel oak alone or in combination.

Thus the EPA and Corps define nonriverine wet hardwood stands worthy of being
protected from (or at least requiring a permit for) intensive site preparation and planting to pine
as “rare, high quality wet forests, with mature vegetation that are dominated (greater than 50% of
basal area per acre) by swamp chestnut oak, cherrybark oak, or laurel oak alone or in
combination.” The EPA/Corps definition is more specific than the NHP one and defines
dominant species as those comprising greater than 50 % of basal area per acre in a forest stand.
The latter definition is the standard one in the forestry profession when characterizing a stand
with a forest type name. For example, a loblolly pine (Pinus taeda) stand has greater than 50 %
of the basal area per acre in loblolly pine. A sweetgum (Liquidambar styraciflua) — red maple
(Acer rubrum) stand has greater than 50 % of the stand basal area per acre in a combination of
sweetgum and red maple.

The EPA/Corps Guidance provides more insight into the meaning of high quality: The
term "high quality” used in this characterization refers to generally undisturbed forest stands,
whose character is not significantly altered by human activities (e.g., forest management). Non-
riverine forest wetlands dominated by red maple, sweetgum, or loblolly pine alone or in
combination are not considered to be of high quality, and therefore do not require a permit.



Thus, to meet the NHP or EPA/Corps definition of hi gh quality nonriverine wet
hardwood forest, a stand must have more than 50 % of the basal area per acre in mature swamp
chestnut oak, and/or laurel oak, and/or cherrybark oak and whose character is not significantly
altered by human activities. Poorly accessible virgin forests in eastern North Carolina generally
were harvested during the late 19™ century and the early part of the 20" century. Therefore,
examples of the nonriverine wet hardwood forests described above that are genuine second-
growth and have not been disturbed (converted to agriculture for a time or harvested one or more
additional times) would have an overstory that exceeded 75 years of age and dominant trees that
likely would exceed 20 inches dbh. "Mature vegetation" implies dominants of even greater age
and size.

In my view, to qualify as one of the best examples extant of the nonriverine wet
hardwood forest type, a stand must have all three of the indicator oak species combining for
more than 50 % of the basal area per acre of the stand in mature trees, many of which are 24
inches dbh or larger. The best example stands also should be second or third growth with little

e -evidence of past agricultural tse of fecent harvesting disturbance. Only a few of the known and

inventoried stands in North Carolina meet that threshold (Rheinhardt and Rheinhardt 2000).

Methods

Two rapid site surveys have been conducted to gather data for this report:

1. On April 9, 2009, I visited the three wet hardwood stands guided by Jeff Furness, Senior
Scientist at PCS. We conducted a traverse through each stand generally along the long axis
with some lateral traversing in order to see a significant portion of each stand. We stopped
frequently at randomly selected locations where I examined the forest canopy, examined the
soil profile with a soil auger to depths of 20-30 inches, and noted any indicators of the
hydrologic character of each stand.

2. On April 13, 2009, Seth Ward, Senior Forester of Environmental Services, Inc., Washington,
NC estimated the average basal area per acre of the trees in the three wet hardwood stands.
He measured basal area per acre (total per acre and basal area per acre in each of the oak
species) in 10 well distributed and randomly located wedge prism plots in each stand. A
wedge prism is a type of angle gauge that is used to estimate basal area per acre in variable
diameter plots. Setting the prism on a point, each tree in the vicinity is checked by turning a
circle. Each tree that is within the gauge's angle of view (called an "in tree”, meaning in the
plot) represents an estimate of 10 square feet of basal area per acre. The shortcoming of this
method is that tree diameter is not recorded. A smaller tree closer to the plot center may be
"in" as well as a much larger tree at greater distance from that plot center. So, as noted
above, a more intensive inventory will be conducted with measurements of tree dbh in order
to characterize the diameter distributions and tree density/acre by species in addition to
acquiring more accurate basal area per acre data.

Results

Stand Composition

The preliminary basal area per acre data noted in Table 1 indicates that the wet hardwood
stands on the Bonnerton Tract are not dominated by swamp chestnut oak and laurel oak as stated

5



in Schafale’s (undated) report on t
cherrybark oak, is conspicuously a
each of the wet hardwood stands are provid
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Total
o .
Stand g‘:ve ::::E " Willow | Water Laurel Southern % BA in _‘_/°L[(3)A: r{)vslg(i Basal
Oak Oak Oak Red Oak | SCO +LO area per
Oak Wa0O
acre
eastern 15 4 3 1 0 16 23 73
western 5 8 8 0 5 5 21 92
northern 12 2 3 1 0 13 18 66

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, Eastern Stand

Stand Character

In the eastern stand, only 16 % of the total stand basal area per acre is in swamp chestnut
oak and laurel oak. There are no cherrybark oak trees in this stand. Adding water oak (Quercus
nigra), and willow oak (Quercus phellos) brings the total basal area per acre in wet site oaks to
just 23 % of the total stand basal area per acre. The swamp chestnut oak, laurel oak, water oak,
and willow oak trees of the eastern stand are relatively large, impressive trees with wide
spreading canopies that seem to dominate the stand canopy. The oaks and the associated species
have many trees in the > 12 inch dbh category, some in the 18-20 inch dbh category, and a few
over 20 inches dbh. There is not a distinct two or three layered canopy indicating that it has been
a considerable length of time since the last harvest. The hardwoods may be relatively even-aged
having been the residual stand after the large pines once present were harvested.

Evidence of past agricultural use is lacking though there is one central east-west ditch
through the stand that is likely an outlet ditch for areas to the west that were in tillage at one
time. However, the remains of many large pine stumps indicates that this stand either did sustain
a period of agricultural use or many pines were in the second growth stand following harvest of
the virgin timber.

I rate the eastern stand as excellent quality due to the relatively even-aged canopy that
has sustained no recent timber harvesting or other disturbance, likely for at least 75 years, and
the large evenly distributed oak trees. The stand does not meet the criteria of the EPA/Corps
Guidance to be classified as high quality. In my opinion, the lack of cherrybark oak trees keeps
the stand from being classified among the best nonriverine wet hardwood stands in North
Carolina.

Soils

Most of the area of the eastern stand is mapped as Tomotley fine sandy loam (Fine-
loamy, mixed, semiactive, thermic Typic Endoaquults) and my examination of the profiles
confirmed the presence of that series. All of my boreholes had a positive hydric soil indicator,
though Tomotley is poorly drained and is on the dry end of the wetland hydrology range.
Tomotley has a relatively thin (30 inches thick on average) and moderately permeable B horizon
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of sandy clay loam, overlain and underlain by sandy loam, indicating that the sojl likely does not
perch a near surface saturated zone during and after rainfall. Low organic carbon content in the
A horizon is indicative of relatively short periods of near surface saturation that may not occur
every winter/spring.

Hydrology

The water table throughout all three of the wet hardwood stands was much lower that |
expected for this time of year, thus confirming that groundwater levels have not recovered from
the extended drought. Though digging bore holes up to 30 inches deep, I did not find a saturated
zone anywhere in the surface zone of the soil of the eastern stand. F ree water in the cracks

peds was very low in soil moisture. Except for the low-lying area at the origin of Porter’s Creek,

Western Stand

Stand Character

In the western stand, only 5 % of the total basal area per acre of the stand consists of
swamp chestnut oak and laurel oak trees, There are no cherrybark oak trees in this stand.
Adding water oak and willow oak brings the total basal area per acre in wet site oak species to
Just 21 % of the total stand basal area per acre. A slightly higher elevation and dryer area in the
western stand has a number of southern red oak (Quercus falcata) trees (FACU-) that are most
commonly found on moderately well-drained and well-drained soils.

The western stand has much more evidence of historical and recent disturbance than in
the eastern stand. A network of old drainage ditches indicates that the area was once in
agricultural use. Evidence of skid trails attests to frequent and relatively recent timber harvesting
activity. The forest stand is a two-storied or two-aged one. Most of the oaks are part of the older
and taller trees that make up the oldest canopy layer, trees that were left behind in the last
harvest, likely due to poor quality or undesirable species. The trees in this layer have a scattered
and patchy distribution. The lower canopy layer of younger trees, likely about 30-40 years old
has few oaks.

I rate the western stand as poor to moderate quality. It does not meet the criteria of either
NHP or the EPA/Corps to be labeled as a nonriverine wet hardwood stand.

Soils
Most of the area of the western stand is mapped as Tomotley fine sandy loam (Fine-
loamy, mixed, semiactive, thermic Typic Endoaquults) and my examination of the profiles
confirmed the presence of that series. All of my boreholes had a positive hydric soil indicator.



Hydrology

I did not find a saturated zone in the upper 30 inches of the soil profile of the western
stand until I neared the Suffolk scarp where the lateral or upward hydraulic head of groundwater
discharge from the uplands to the west of the scarp is greater than farther cast. The depressional
area in the western stand had extensive areas of ponded water. Except for the depressional area,
there is no evidence that inundation ever occurs anywhere in the western stand.

Northern Stand

Stand Character

In the northern stand, only 13 o, of the total basal area per acre consists of swamp
chestnut oak and laurel oak trees. There are no cherrybark oak trees in this stand. Adding water
oak and willow oak brings the total basal area per acre in wet site oak species to just 18 % of the

total stand basal area per acre.

The northern stand is the most recently and dramatically disturbed of the three wet
hardwood stands. A high density harvest occurred in the very recent past. Large openings
among the few, scattered larger, older and often low quality trees are filling in with young trees,
most of undesirable species from a timber production standpoint.

I rate the northern stand as poor quality. It does not meet the criteria of either NHP or the
EPA/Corps to be labeled as a nonriverine wet hardwood stand.

Soils
Most of the area of the western stand is mapped as Tomotley fine sandy loam (Fine-

loamy, mixed, semiactive, thermic Typic Endoaquults) and my examination of the profiles

confirmed the presence of that series. All of my boreholes had a positive hydric soil indicator.

Hydrology

1 did not find a saturated zone in the upper 30 inches of the soil profile of the westermn
stand and there is no evidence that inundation ever occurs anywhere in the western stand.

Conclusions

Among the three wet hardwood stands on the Bonnerton Tract, the eastern stand is the
only one that comes close to meeting the NHP and Corps/EPA criteria to be labeled nonriverine
wet hardwood. The eastern stand is an excellent quality one with large and high quality wet site
oak species, though those oaks only comprise 23 % of the basal area per acre of the canopy trees.
The western and northern stands both do not meet either the NHP or the EPA/Corps criteria for
the nonriverine wet hardwood forest type. The western stand is of poor to moderate quality due
to the very low percent basal area per acre of swamp chestnut oak and laurel oak and the
scattered patchy nature of the distribution of the oak trees. The northern stand is a very
disturbed, poor quality stand of the type commonly referred to by foresters as “‘green junk™.

In my opinion, regardless of the label, the three wet hardwood stands (singly) and the
three stands collectively are not “significant” examples of the nonriverine wet hardwood forest



type as contemplated by NHP. While portions of the Eastern Tract are excellent quality, none of
the Tracts are “exemplary,” “unique,” or “outstanding.”

The hydrologic character of the three wet hardwood stands on the Bonnerton Tract is
typical of several mineral flat wetland hardwood stands that | know very well. The hydrology of
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