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Abstract

Soil and water conservation is the keystone to sustainable livestock grazing and maintenance of
native species on our western rangelands. Good rangeland management requires the ability to
assess the potential impacts of climate and management actions on runoff and erosion at both
hillslope and watershed scales. The premise of our research project is that the practice of
rangeland management can be improved if rangeland managers have Decision Support Tools
(DSTs) that are easy-to-use, built on range management concepts, use readily available data, and
are designed for rangeland hydrologic and erosion processes. The project uses the Automated
Geospatial Watershed Assessment tool (AGWA) as the foundation of a DST for rangeland
watershed management. AGWA is GIS interface for data organization, parameterization,
integration, and visualization of models to support watershed assessments; it was developed
jointly by the USDA-ARS, U.S. EPA, University of Arizona, and University of Wyoming. The
project integrates several ongoing projects to transform the current operational AGWA tool into

a comprehensive DST for rangeland watershed management. Specifically, the project
comprises: incorporating the Rangeland Hydrology and Erosion Model (RHEM) into the AGWA
interface for hillslope assessments; developing parameterization methods that represent the
complexity of rangeland sites for different models; developing tools that will allow users to
represent and analyze the impacts common rangeland management practices have on runoff and
erosion; and developing tools that will allow users to assess the costs of soil and water
conservation practices. For more information visit the website: www.tucson.ars.ag.gov/agwa/.

INTRODUCTION

Soil and water conservation is the keystone to sustainable livestock grazing and maintenance of
native species on our western rangelands. The negative effects of erosion on soil vegetation
productivity can have significant economic impacts on a rancher and sedimentation is the leading
water quality problem in the western United States degrading our reservoirs and aquatic
environments. Good rangeland management requires the ability to assess the potential impacts of
management actions on soil erosion and sediment yield at both the hillslope and watershed
scales. Our current technology (Weltz et al. 1996) for assessing and evaluating the effects of
rangeland management practices on soil and water resources were originally developed for
traditional cropland agricultural practices, assuming a uniform distribution of vegetation and
surface cover across a landscape, which poorly represent typical rangeland conditiens.
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current technology also does not directly utilize Ecological Site Descriptions and associated State
and Transition Models which are being adopted by agencies responsible for rangeland
monitoring, assessment and management (i.e. Natural Resource Conservation Service, Bureau of
Land Management, and the Bureau of Indian Affairs). Importantly, watershed assessment tools
must be able to directly utilize rangeland ecological site characteristics which account for both
management and climate affects on vegetation characteristics (Spaeth et al. 1996).

The premise of our project is that the practice of rangeland management can be significantly
improved if rangeland managers have Decision Support Tools (DSTs) that are easy-to-use, built
on range management concepts, use readily available data, and are designed to represent
rangeland hydrologic and erosion processes. The study will use the Automated Geospatial
Watershed Assessment tool (AGWA,; Miller et al. 2007) as the foundation of the DST. AGWA

is a GIS interface to automate the parameterization and execution hydrologic models that was
developed and is jointly supported by the USDA Agricultural Research Service (ARS), U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, University of Arizona, and University of Wyoming. AGWA
currently includes two hydrologic models; the Soil Water Assessment Tool (SWAT; Arnold et
al. 1994) and KINEmatic Runoff and EROSion model (KINEROS2; Smith et al. 1995; Goodrich

et al. 2006). The application of these two models allows AGWA to conduct hydrologic
modeling and watershed assessments at multiple temporal and spatial scales. Unlike many
models, KINEROS2 also enables users to explicitly place best management practices (BMPSs) in
a geographically correct position (e.g. grazing allotment which may cover multiple hillslopes and
small watersheds) and dynamically model runoff and runon effects of these BMPs on a hillslope.
AGWA'’s current outputs are runoff (volumes and peaks) and sediment yield, and for SWAT also
nitrogen and phosphorus. AGWA uses commonly available GIS data layers to fully
parameterize, execute, and visualize results from both SWAT and KINEROS2.

Through an intuitive interface the user selects an outlet from which AGWA delineates and
discretizes the watershed using a Digital Elevation Model (DEM) based on the individual model
requirements (Figure 1). The watershed model elements are then intersected with soils and land
cover data layers to derive the requisite model input parameters. AGWA can currently use
STATSGO, SSURGO and FAO soils and nationally available National Land Cover Data
(NLCD), North American Landscape Characterization (NALC) and GAP land cover/use data.
Users are also provided the capability to use their own soil and land cover/use data. The chosen
model is then executed, and the results are imported back into AGWA for visualization. This
allows managers to identify potential problem areas where additional monitoring can be
undertaken or mitigation activities can be focused (Miller et al. 2002). AGWA can difference
results from multiple simulations to examine relative change from alternative input scenarios
(e.g. climate/storm change, land cover change, present conditions and alternative futures).
AGWA also has other features including pre- and post-fire watershed assessment, options for
user-defined land cover change, implementation of streamside buffer zones, and installation of
retention/detention structures (Goodrich et al 2005; Goodrich et al. 2006). The AGWA tool,
originally developed for ESRI ArcView 3.x, has been migrated to ESRI ArcGIS 9.x and an
Internet-based service (Cate et al. 2007) to provide ready access to environmental decision-
makers, resource managers, researchers, and user groups. For more information visit the
website: www.tucson.ars.ag.gov/agwal.
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Figure 1. An illustration of the AGWA process to parameterize the KINEROS2 hydrologic
model based on topography, soils, and land-cover GIS data. A DEM is used to subdivide the
watershed into hillslope and channel model elements, each of which are parameterized according
to their soil, topographic, and land-cover characteristics.

The current project is integrating several previous and ongoing projects to transform the
operational AGWA tool into a comprehensive Automated Geospatial Watershed Assessment
Tool for Rangelands (AGWA-R) that will operate at multiple scales. More specifically, we will
expand the functionality of AGWA to address rangeland watershed issues. AGWA-R will be a
GIS interface to support data organization, parameterization, integration, and visualization for
models to support rangeland watershed assessments (Goodrich et al. 2006; Miller et al. 2007).
AGWA-R will have a user-friendly interface that will allow resource managers, ranchers and
other stakeholders to enhance their knowledge of watershedprocesses, and to evaluate
individually or as a group, how various rangeland management, climate and fire induced changes
may affect soil quality, water quantity and water quality at different scales. To support
rangeland watershed assessments and planning, AGWA-R will perform model parameterization
and results visualization for several models; the newly developed Rangeland Hydrology and
Erosion Model (RHEM) (Wei 2007; Wei et al. 2009) and the Kinematic Runoff and Erosion
Model (KINEROS2). The resulting tool will support assessments at the hillslope and small
watershed (< 150 ki or a 10 digit Hydrologic Unit Code watershed or smaller) scales.
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AGWA-R will also continue to support the Soil and Water Assessment Tool (SWAT), but
SWAT will not be modified in this study. SWAT is used to support assessments for relatively
large watersheds (150 — 1500%an a 6-8 digit Hydrologic Unit Code watershed).

NEW FEATURESIN AGWA-R

Current watershed assessment tools do not integrate the complexities of our rangelands into the
models. An issue with many hydrologic and erosion models is that they only utilize a simple
representation of vegetation, with most models using only the percent cover for parameterization.
Recent research has indicated that vegetation type and patterns can have a significant impact of
runoff and erosion rates from a hillslope (Spaeth et al. 1996). The hypothesis of this study is that
model performance for rangelands will improve if the complexity of vegetation characteristics of

a hillslope or watershed is accounted for in the parameterization process. Ecological Site
Descriptions provide information on vegetation characteristics and can be used to characterize a
hillslope. Developing parameterization procedures for hydrologic and erosion models that are
based on Ecological Site Descriptions and/or rangeland monitoring data will improve their utility
for performing rangeland watershed assessments

An important outcome of this study will be the linkage between rangeland ecological site
characteristics and site descriptions, rangeland monitoring data, rangeland health assessments,
and state and transition models, and the physically-based RHEM and KINEROS2 models. These
linkages are necessary in order to use rangeland vegetation descriptions to parameterize
physically based models. The resulting tools will allow for a quantified assessment of a
watershed’s health through the modeling of runoff, erosion and sediment yield. The tools will
support the analysis of alternative management systems and do an evaluation of the economic
consequences. It will link rangeland field measurements directly to decision-making for public
land management and improving conservation programs.

| ncorporating the Rangeland Hydrology and Erosion Model (RHEM)

RHEM will be incorporated into the AGWA-R tool to represent hillslope runoff and erosion
processes. Users will be requested to identify their area of interest by drawing a polygon within
the interface using background information such as aerial photographs or digital maps. AGWA-
R will then delineate the hillslopes within the area of interest based on a DEM. Hillslopes will
be defined using the same algorithms currently used in AGWA to define upland and channel side
overland flow planes for KINEROS2. The user will be able to specify the level of detail (i.e.
average size) over which hillslopes will be defined. This is accomplished in AGWA using an
adjustable parameter called Contributing Source Area (CSA). CSA is the size an upland
watershed needs to be to cause channel initiation. After the hillslopes have been defined they
will be intersected with the DEM, soils data and vegetation data to derive the parameter
representation for the hillslope. AGWA-R will be able to use STATSGO, SSURGO and FAO
soils data. Parameterization based on vegetation will be discussed in the next section. AGWA-R
will execute RHEM and the results will be visualized through the GIS interface.

RHEM (Wei 2007; Wei et al. 2009) is a newly conceptualized model which was adapted and
significantly changed from relevant portions of the WEPP (Water Erosion Prediction Project)
model (Flanagan and Nearing, 1995; Laflen et al. 1991). RHEM is being developed jointly by
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the USDA-ARS watershed research units in Tucson, Arizona and Boise, Idaho, and the Natural
Resource Conservation Service (NRCS). RHEM models splash and sheet erosion, which usually
is the dominant process on rangeland sites in good condition with adequate cover. A new splash
and sheet erosion equation was developed for RHEM and it is the first equation developed
strictly for rangeland systems and is the first process-based model that accounts for the joint
effect of rainfall impact on interrill erosion. The model is also represents the process of
concentrated flow erosion that may be important as a site is disturbed or if the cover consists of
shrubs with large interplant distances of bare ground. RHEM incorporates the interaction
between hydrology and erosion processes and plant forms by parameterizing the hydraulic
conductivity based on the classification of plant growth forms and other vegetation
measurements such as basal cover, canopy cover and percent bare soil. Importantly, the new
RHEM formulation (Dynamic RHEM) has been incorporated into the KINEROS2 model to
represent rangeland hillslope elements (Bulygina et al. 2007; Mark Nearing, USDA-ARS,
Tucson, AZ, Personal Correspondence) and the two models have similar parameters and
hillslope representation. This will allow parameterization algorithms to be developed that can
support both models.

Parameterization for Vegetation Condition

RHEM and KINEROS2 share the same basic formulation and parameters for simulating runoff
and erosion from a hillslope. Hillslopes are idealized as a rectangular overland flow plane (OFP)
model element that delivers runoff and sediment from hillslopes. AWGA currently computes
area weighted average parameters for each OFP and channel element based on the different land
cover/soil combinations. This scheme can lead to the under representation of landscape features
that are important to the runoff and erosion processes. For example, a patch of impervious area
(e.g. road) can product significantly more runoff than the surrounding pervious area (i.e.
grassland in good condition). However, if the size of the impervious patch is relatively small in
an OFP element, compared to the pervious area, its affect will be “averaged out.” RHEM and
KINEROS2 use a kinematic wave formulation to model overland flow from a hillslope. The
current numerical techniques will support the explicit representation of an OFP element by
allowing further subdivision of an OFP into smaller OFP as either a cascade (runoff-runon) or in
parallel strips across a hillslope (Figure 2). In this manner, hydrologically distinct patches,
which may produce an inordinate amount of runoff or sediment in relation to their area are
explicitly represented and modeled in a more hydrologically realistic fashion. The
parameterization algorithm will delineate flow paths across the OFP element based on terrain
and then partition each flow path based on land cover/soil criteria. The project is investigating
different levels of discrimination of the OPF elements and assessing the effect of discriminating
between different vegetation forms (e.g. shrubs, perennial grasses).

The project is developing the parameterization algorithms based on (Paige et al. 2000; Paige et
al. 2002; Stone and Paige 2003; Simanton et al. 1991; Franks et al. 1998) rainfall simulator plot
data. The rainfall simulator plot data will be divided into two groups to support both algorithm
development and validation. It is envisioned that the parameterization process will have several
steps. Soil data will provide the initial soil parameters (e.g. texture, rock content) from which
bare soil hydrologic properties will be computed (e.g. saturated hydraulic conductivity, porosity).
Vegetation cover and type on the OFP will then modify the bare soil hydrologic properties.
Finally, vegetation patches will be distributed across the OFP to emulate the surface cover
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pattern. Using the rainfall simulator data algorithms to modify soil properties based on

vegetation characteristics and surface cover patterns will be calibrated. The project will also
develop “cross-walks” between “traditional” rangeland monitoring data (e.g. cover, fetch

distance) and vegetation patterns.

Figure 2: Hypothetical example of explicitly discretizing an overland flow plane element for an
urban area in KINEROS2. Flow paths are partitioned into pervious and impervious sections
based on watershed characteristics. Currently overland flow planes are assigned weighted
average parameter values for the entire plane. For a rangeland hillslope strips or patches of bare
soil and different vegetation forms would represent an overland flow plan element (Paige et al.
2000, 2002)

The new parameterization procedures will be tested using the remaining rainfall simulator plot
data and, in the case of KINEROS, the small watershed data from both the Walnut Gulch
Experiment Watershed (WGEW) and Santa Rita Experiment Range (SRER), located in
southeastern Arizona. The SRER datasets will allow for the evaluation of a range of different
range management practices and climate variability. The measured runoff and erosion from each
experimental watershed will be used to test the models with the parameterization procedures.

Tools will be designed and developed for the AGWA interface to automate the parameterization
of RHEM and KINEROS2. The tools will include data entry forms that allow users and
stakeholders to enter their own rangeland monitoring data and a land cover modification tool that
allows stakeholders to spatially assign and/or change the Ecological Site Description and/or State
Transition Model for a pasture to emulate management practices or climate variability. The tools
will be linked to “look-up” tables and algorithms that will parameterize the models based on the
entered vegetation type and condition. The parameterization schemes will be robust and use
general vegetation characteristics (plant growth form, cover, fetch distance). Vegetation will be
used to modify basic soil conditions defined by soil data (i.e. SSURGO or STATSGO) and the
hydraulic overland flow properties.
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Rangeland M anagement T oolkit

Tools will be added to AWGA-R so common rangeland management practices can be assessed.
AGWA can currently change between different land covers and insert streamside buffers.
AGWA can simulate the effect of retention and detention ponds, but a more user- friendly tool
will be created as part of this project. Tools will be created that will allow users to locate current
ponds and incorporate new ponds. Research has already started to incorporate fire effects into
AGWA (Goodrich et al. 2005; Paige et al. 2003, 2005) and will be included in AWGA-R as
well. AWGA-R will retain the ability to evaluate changes in runoff, erosion, and sediment yield
resulting from different management alternatives.

AWGA-R will be able to add fencing and water sources to modify animal distribution. Several
studies have identified that biotic factors such as forage species and quantity, and abiotic factors
such as distance to water, slope, and fencing, are important influences affecting the pattern of
forage removal (Senft et al. 1983; Holechek et al. 1989; Coughenour 1991; Pinchak et al. 1991;
Martin and Morton 1993; Irving et al. 1995; Brock and Owensby 2000; Vallentine 2001). Using
these relationships Guertin et al. (1998) developed RangeMap, a GIS-based tool that predicted
the impact of fencing, slope and water location on forage utilization and changes in cover.
RangeMap will be updated based on new studies (Miller et al. 2004; Duan et al. 2006) and added
to AWGA-R. This information then is passed to both the vegetation parameterization module
and economic assessment module. Tools will be included so users can enter and modify their
water locations, fences, and buffers within the GIS interface to develop a ranch management
plan.

Economic Analysis Toolkit

The current version of the economic assessment approach (http://tucson.ars.ag.gov/sdss/)
calculates a ranch (watershed) budget as a function of the structure of the cow-calf herd, fixed
and variable costs, the costs of conservation measures, and the price of calves/stockers. A
constrained optimization model calculates an abatement cost curve for sediment at the watershed
outlet by solving the model a number of times while reducing the amount of sediment allowed.
The logic behind the optimization model is that in the short- to medium-term a rancher can either
harvest vegetation, converting it to pounds of beef, or leave it to protect the soil from erosion.

State and transition models provide a powerful new conceptual foundation for rangeland
management as they address the long-term issue of managing for the desired vegetation
community. Rangeland managers can identify both the feasible states attainable from the current
state and the magnitude of the effort needed to cause the required transition. Interpretations
about the effects associated with a given state can be made, such as on runoff, erosion, and
forage production. To really take advantage of state and transition models additional tools are
needed, that quantify the cost and expected effects of shifting from the current states to other,
more desirable, states, which is the objective of the economic assessment module.

The current optimization model contains a series of constraints that act as a simple simulation
model to link grazing to vegetation biomass, cover, erosion and sediment yield. A more
sophisticated, physically-based approach is possible using the combined RHEM and KINEROS2
simulation models to describe the effect of management on erosion and sediment yield that can
then be processed and incorporated into the constrained optimization model. The optimization
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model will also have to be modified to support multiple ranches within a watershed. The product
of the economic assessment module will be an assessment of the economic costs for the rancher
and NRCS or land-owning agency of a set of management practices to conserve soil and reduce
sediment yield. The analysis will provide a cost-effectiveness, rather than a cost-benefit
estimate. This approach is chosen because, rather than offsite estimates of benefits from
sediment yield reductions, the limits on erosion and sediment yield will come from public land
agency and/or rancher sustainability goals, rangeland erosion tolerance concepts, proper
functioning condition concepts, thresholds from quantified rangeland health procedures, or
sediment abatement goals from TMDL planning.

APPLICATION EXAMPLE

A common rangeland management practice is the installation of stock ponds to provide water to
livestock. Stock ponds can also be viewed as storm water retention structures and sediment
basins, common best management practices for flood and water quality mitigation. In this
example a stock tank is placed in a 7.8 katershed where 1.5 Krof the watershed (19%) is
drained into the stock tank (Figure 3). Itis assumed that 100% of the runoff from the
subwatershed is retained in the stock tank with no release. This is a common design for stock
tanks in the western United States. AGWA-R was used to evaluate the impact of the stock tank
on runoff and sediment yield.

Figure 3: Example of the effect from a stock tank on average annual runoff (cubic meters). The
drainage area for the stock tank is in red.

Table 1 provides a summary of the results. The stock tank decreased runoff by 15.9% and peak
flow by 9.7%, while sediment yield was reduced by 1.1%. The example illustrates the affect of
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a stock tank on a small watershed where the largest net change is directly downstream of the
stock tank location. AGWA-R can be used to examine the accumulative effect of multiple stock
tanks across a larger watershed, or the accumulative effect of a suite of different best
management practices.

Table 1: Results from a before and after stock tank scenario for a small*Agtershed.

Pre-stock [|Post-stock Per cent
tank tank Difference
[Runoff (E) 82884 69684 -15.94
Sediment Yield (kg/ha) 5034 4982 -1.1%
|Peak Flow (nTYs) 50.5 45.4 -9.7%
[Peak Sediment Flow (kg/s) 2566 2111 -17.7%
SUMMARY

The study will address one of the most pressing problems facing rangeland science today, the
linkage of vegetation and ecological site characteristic data from rangeland health assessments,
rangeland monitoring and/or Ecological Sites Descriptions, to physical-based models that can
quantify runoff and erosion at both the hillslope and watershed scales. The study will
incorporate these results into the AGWA-R tool, a GIS-based decision support tool, to directly
support environment and economic sustainable rangeland management.

Specially, the study is:

1. Developing relationships among monitoring data, state and transition models, rangeland
health assessments to create model input parameters for AGWA-R.

2. Developing parameterization methods for the physically-based models RHEM and
KINEROS?2 that represent the complexity of rangeland vegetation and site characteristics.

3. Developing a DST that will allow users to represent and analyze the impacts of common
rangeland management practices on runoff and erosion.

4. Developing a DST that will allow users to economically assess the costs of soil and water
conservation practices.

5. Developing a comprehensive DST to support rangeland watershed assessment and
planning.

The final result will serve as a framework to support future rangeland hydrology research and
support rangeland management decision making.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

Support for this research as provided by the U.S. Department of Agriculture Rangeland Research
Program and the NRCS Conservation Effects Assessment Program (CEAP).



2nd Joint Federal Interagency Conference, Las Vegas, NV, June 27 - July 1, 2010

REFERENCES

Arnold, J.G., Williams, J.R., Srinivasan, R., King, K.W. and Griggs, R.H. 1994. SWAT: Saoll
Water Assessment Tool. U. S. Department of Agriculture, Agricultural Research Service, Grassland,
Soil and Water Research Laboratory, Temple, TX.

Brock, B.L. and Owensby, C.E. 2000. Predictive models for grazing distribution: A GIS
gproach. Journal of Range Management 53: 39-46.

Bulygina, N.S., Nearing, M.A., Stone, J.J, Nichols, M.H. 2006. DWEPP: a dynamic soill
erosion model based on WEPP source terms. Earth Surface Processes and Landforms (32)7:
998 — 1012.

Cate, A., Semmens, D. J., Guertin, D. P., Goodrich D. C. 2007. DotAGWA: A case study in
web-based architecture for connecting surface water models to spatially enabled web
applications. In: Proc. 2007 Summer Simulation Multiconference, Society for Modeling and
Simulation International (SCS). San Diego, CA July 16-19, 2007.

Coughenour, M.B. 1991. Spatial components of plant-herbivore interactions in pastoral,
ranching, and native ungulate ecosystelsrnal of Range Managemefat: 530-542.

Duan, Yanxin, Heilman, Philip and Guertin, D. Phillip. 2006. Optimization of Grazing
Management for Watershed Sediment Control. In: 3rd Biennial Meeting of the International
Environmental Modelling and Software Society, Burlington, Vermont, July 9-13, 2006.

Flanagan, D.C, and Nearing, M.A. 1995. USDA-Water Erosion Prediction project:

Hillslope profile and watershed model documentation. NSERL Report No. 10.
USDA-ARS National Soil Erosion Research Laboratory, West Lafayette, IN
47097-1196.

Franks, C.D., Pierson, F.B., Mendenhall, A.G., Spaeth, K.E. and M. A. Weltz, M.A.

1998. Interagency Rangeland Water Erosion Project Report and Data Summaries.
USDA-ARS-NRCS, NWRC 98-1.

Goodrich, D.C., Canfield, H.E., Burns, I.S., Semmens, D.J. Miller, S.N., Hernandez, M.,

Levick, L.R., Guertin, D.P. and Kepner, W.G. 2005, Rapid post-fire hydrologic watershed

assessment using the AGWA GIS-Based hydrologic modeling tool. In: Proceedings of the
2005 ASCE Watershed Management Conference. (Ed. G.E. Moglen) July 19-22,
Williamsburg, VA., 12 p.

Goodrich, D.C., Scott, S., Hernandez, M., Burns, S., Levick, L., Cate, A., Kepner, W.,
Semmens, D., Miller, S. and Guertin, P. 2006. Automated Geospatial Watershed Assessment
(AGWA): A GIS-Based Hydrologic Modeling Tool for Watershed Management and
Landscape Assessment. In: Proceedings of the 3rd Federal Interagency Hydrologic Modeling
Conference, Reno, NV, April 2-6, 2006.

Guertin, D.P., Womack, J.D., MacArthur, R. and Ruyle, G.B. 1998. Geographic
information system based tool for integrated allotment and watershed management. In: D.F. Potts
(ed.), Proceedings of AWRA Specialty Conference, Rangeland Management and Water Resources,
American Water Resources Association, Herndon, VA, pp. 35-44.

Holechek, J.L., Piper, R.D. and Herbal, C.H. 1989. Rangeland Management: Principles
and Practices. Prentice Hall, Inc. Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey.

Irving, B.D., Rutledge, P.L, Bailey, A.W., Naeth, M.A. and Chanasyk, D.S. 1995. Grass
utilization and grazing distribution within intensively managed fields in Central Albetra.
Journal of Range Management 48:358-361.



2nd Joint Federal Interagency Conference, Las Vegas, NV, June 27 - July 1, 2010

Laflen, J. M., Elliot. J.W., Simanton, R.,Holzhey, S. and Kohl, K.D. 1991. WEPP soil
erodibility experiments for rangeland and cropland soils. Journal of Soil and Water
Conservation 46(1): 39-44

Miller, R.C., Guertin, D.P. and Heilman, P. 2004. Information technology in watershed
management decision-making. Journal of the American Water Resources Association 40(2):
347-357.

Miller, S.N., Kepner, W.G, Mehaffey, M.H, Hernandez, M., Miller, R.C., Goodrich,

D.C., Devonald, F.K., Heggem, D.T. and Miller, W.P. 2002. Integrating Landscape
Assessment and Hydrologic Modeling for Land Cover Change Analysignal of the
American Water Resources Association 38(4): 915-929.

Miller, S.N., Semmens, D.J., Goodrich, D.C., Hernandez, M., Miller, R.C., Kepner, W.G
and Guertin, D.P.. 2007. The Automated Geospatial Watershed Assessment tool.
Environmental Modeling and Software 22: 365-377.

Martin, S. C. and Morton, H. L. 1993. Mesquite control increases grass density and reduces soil
loss in southern Arizona. Journal of Range Management 46(2): 170-175.

Paige, Ginger, Stone, Jeffry J. and Guertin, D. Phillip. 2@&luation of Post-Wildfire
Runoff and Erosion On Semiarid Ecological Sites. In: Proceedings of the Connecting
Mountain Islands and Desert Seas: Biodiversity and Management Madrean Archipelago Il
Conference, Tucson, Arizona, May 11-15, 2004. Rocky Mountain Research Station, U.S.
Forest Service, Proceedings RMRS-P-36: 536-538.

Paige, G.B., Stone, J.J., Guertin, D.P. and Lane, L.J. 2002. A strip model approach to
parameterize a coupled Green-Ampt kinematic wave model. Journal of the American
Water Resources Association 38(5):1-15.

Paige, G.B., Stone, J.J, Guertin, D.P., McGee R. and Blumenfeld, H. 2003. Runoff and
erosion in semi-arid grasslands after a fire. In: Proceedings of the Second
International Fire Ecology and Management Congress. American Meteorological
Society, Nov. 16-20, 2003, Orlando, FL (CD-ROM).

Paige, G.B., Stone, J.J., Lane, L.J. and Guertin, D.P. 2000. Infiltration and Runoff
Response from a Complex Soil Plot. In: Watershed Management 2000: Science and
Engineering Technology for the New Millennium, Marshall Flug and Donald Frevert
(editors). American Society of Civil Engineers, Reston, Virginia (CD-ROM)

Pinchak, W.E., Smith, M.A. Hart, R.H. and Waggoner, J.W. 1991. Beef cattle
distribution patterns on foothill range. Journal of Range Management 44:267-275.

Senft, R.L., Rittenhouse, L.R. and R.G Woodmansee, R.G. 1983. The use of regression
models to predict spatial patterns of cattle behavior. Journal of Range Management 36:553-
557.

Simanton, J.R., Weltz, M.A., and Larsen, H.D. 1991. Rangeland experiments to
parameterize the water erosion prediction project model: Vegetation canopy effects. Journal
of Range Management 44(3):276-281

Smith, R.E., Goodrich, D.C., Woolhiser, D.A. and Unkrich, C.L. 1995. KINEROS - A
kinematic runoff and erosion model; Chapter 20 in V.P. Singh (editor), Computer Models of
Watershed Hydrology, Water Resources Publications, Highlands Ranch, Colorado, 1130 pp.

Spaeth, K.E., Thurow, T.L., Blackburn, W.H. and Pierson, F.B. 1996. Chapter 3:

Ecological dynamics and management effects on rangeland hydrologic processes. In:
Grazingland Hydrology Issues: Perspectives for tieCdntury, K.E. Spaeth, F.B. Pierson,
M.A. Weltz, and G. Hendricks (Editors). Society of Range Management, Denver, CO. pp.
25-51.



2nd Joint Federal Interagency Conference, Las Vegas, NV, June 27 - July 1, 2010

Stone, J.J. and Paige, J.B. 2003. Variable rainfall intensity rainfall simulator experiments
on semi-arid rangelands, In: First Interagency Conference on Research in the
Watersheds, Renard, K.G., McElroy, S.A., Gburek, W.J., Canfield, H. E. and Scott,

R. L. (Editors). October 27-30, 2003. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Agricultural
Research Service. pp. 83-88.

Vallentine, J.F. 2001. Grazing Management, Second Edition. Academic Press,
London,U.K.

Wei, H. 2007. Development of the Rangeland Hydrology and Erosion Model (RHEM).
Unpublished Ph.D. Dissertation. School of Natural Resources, University of Arizona,
Tucson, AZ.

Wei, H., Nearing, M.A., Stone, J.J., Guertin, D.P., Speath, K.E, Pierson, F.B., Nichols,

M.H. and Moffett, C.A. 2009. A new splash and sheet erosion equation for
rangelands. Journal of the Soil Science Society of America 73(4): 1386-1392.

Weltz, M.A., Fox, H.D., Amer, S., Pierson, F.B. and Lane, L.L. 1996. Chapter 6: Erosion
prediction on range and grazinglands: A current prespective. In: Grazingland Hydrology
Issues: Perspectives for the®2Tentury, K.E. Spaeth, F.B. Pierson, M.A. Weltz, and G.
Hendricks (Editors). Society of Range Management, Denver, CO. pp. 97-116.





