INDIANA STATEWIDE
FOREST ASSESSMENT

2010

i .
T
llg."‘h Mo
L Sy ¢

J:" ,.r

1,7,

o

S
. %':1

Indiana ﬂﬂbaﬂlﬂﬂﬂl'ﬂf Natural Resources

DIVISON OF FORESTRY




%

& #

%

%
#5+,

#/

%



~ A
~ o
N

%

70 4 ;27 %

6

©O

88
8+

+6

++

+*
+3

9+
99
93



3*

%#

% #

& 1

#

(

%

#B

?B

H

cC@

%

&&

%



%

%

%

%

%

% -

%

%

B7DC@
?



8
>
>
6
/
> %
5 - 38
$ 99
G
(% 89
% 6*
$ 38
(%
8+
+ , !
& $
2 2 @
# = 0
= (
<
# $
H # 2 2
2
% #
I 2
A2 #
2 #
# A
2 # #'

698

8 +



*

=~ Al

#
#
TD# 7

D 7

&

%

%
%
<# > #E > #7 7 #<
#> | #< | #A ES$ #
#7 D #1  #J  #

# >

%

>

%

A# A #E 4

= (%#=

. % #E

4 5
0 < %#
#
1 . >#
#> #



) #

A2

%

)2

%
%

%




%

%

# %

68*# 8

33

#

%



Percent Total Forest Loss By County
1992 - 2009

each county contributed to forest
that was lost across the entire
state from 12082-2008.

This do=s not show net forest

change.
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This map shows what percent
each county contributed to forest
that was gained aoross the entire
state from 1882-2008.
This does not show net forest
change.
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Forest Patch Size

< 50 acrs

50 - 100 acres
[ 100 - 500 aces
500 - 1000 a=res
1000 - 5000 acrs
5000 - 10,000 acres
10,000 - 50,000 acres

LUses 2008 LSO NASS forest cover, clipped by NRCS CLU I - 50,000 acres
boundaries and INDIOT state and federally maintained roads
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Roadless Forest Patches

This map shows forest derived from
2008 MASS satellite imagery, minus
a 15 meter per side buffer anound all
roads in the state. Forest patches
smaller than 10 acres in size were
removed since they are too small

for inclusion in forestry programs.




Acres/home unit (2000 - 2030)
I undeveloped - 1.7-10
I undeveloped - 6-1.7
[ =e0-17-10
[]sos0-17-10

[ J4oso-17-10

[ ]s040-17-10

[ ]s040-617

[ ]zo30-17-10

[ 2030 817

P 1o-20-17-10

B oz0- 617

= This map shows lands that were
greater than 10 acres in size in 2000
and are projected o be

subdivided into parcels smaller than
10 acres by 2030, based on U_5. Census block data.
Derived from Dr. Dave Theobald's work on population
densities across the conterminous U.S.
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Percent Forest Cover in a 1 KM Radius

Percent Forest Cover
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Potential to Prevent Fragmentation

Prevention Potential
B ow

|:| Medium
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O B’ AANER] This map is a compaosite of § different

fragmentation maps added fogether.
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Local Government

B state Forests

I other state Lands
Mational Forest

Map Created 1/2M0

by Brett Martin

Indiana Division of Forestry
40 60 80
Miles
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Adapted from Hobbs and Humphries 1995
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Builffard nraviica halicuord avtiemata
MU W YIS el FSW CALITFOLY M
since or prior to 1983,
Ruifed grouse occurred in 1983 and there
is soime possibility of rediscovery
although presence has not been vetified
inlast & years or more
At very high risk of extirpation within 10 years
T R TP gy e o . T
MUE LW SALTEFIIS TANILY, YRI Y 2LlCCR MELITNTTRD, VI
other factors
At hiah rielk of extirnation within 10 vears
At highrick of extirpation within 10 years
due tc low population levels, steep declines
or other factors.

At moderate risk of extirpation due to
relatively low populations, declining
population trends, or other factors.

Uncommon but not rare; some cause for long-
term concern due to declining or unstable
population trends or other factors.

Commeon, widespread, abundant and
provisions for future habitat creation
assured.






