


















































Coding for seral status and vegetation structure may be used separately or combined 
together as a description of current stand conditions. They also may be attached to a 
PNC association code. A detailed discussion of coding is in appendix 5. 
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A complete discussion of seral status codes is contained in appendix 5. These codes 
are keyed to a PNC series where each life-form layer may be rated for its seral status' 
as being at PNC (P), late seral (L), mid seral (M), or early seral (E). A single 
successional rating is provided. 
 
An example would be rating a Douglas-fir/ninebark/meadowrue association for seral 
status: a Douglas-fir PNC is coded CD, seral status is either estimated (E) or classified 
by use of an investigation or study (C), tree layer might be late seral status (L), shrub 
layer at mid seral (M), and an herb layer at PNC (P). The seral status code would be 
CDCLMP. It a single seral status rating is desired, rate the tallest life-form (the tree 
layer) as follows: CDCL. 
 
A complete discussion of vegetation structure codes is contained in appendix 5. 
Codes are keyed to a PNC series where each life-form layer may be described by size, 
canopy cover, and evenness of vegetation heights in the layer. Coding may be 
assigned to one or all layers in a plant community. An example would be to code the 
Douglas-fir/ninebark/meadowrue association rated for seral status: a Douglas-fir PNC 
is CD, trees are large in diameter (LT; 21 to 29 inches d.b.h.) of moderate cover (M; 40 
to 70 percent) and uneven heights (U), the shrub layer is dominated by tall shrubs (TS; 
6.5 to 16.5 feet tall) of moderate canopy cover (M; 10 to 26 percent) and uneven (U) 
heights, and the herb layer (HE) is dense in canopy cover (D; more than 67 percent) 
and uneven (U) heights. The coding would be CDLTMU-TSMU-HEDU. 
 
All coding, PNC, seral status, and vegetation structure, may be combined as 
discussed in appendix 5. Order of listing is PNC/seral status/tree structure-shrub 
structure-herb structure. An example is CDS721/CLMPALTMU-TSMU-HEDU, which is 
read as Douglas-fir/ninebark/meadowrue association as described by Steele and 
others (1981). CDS721 has been classified (C) by use of a successional investigation 
(Steele and Geier-Hayes 1989) as to late seral (L) tree layer, mid seral (M) shrub layer, 
and PNC (P) herb layer that is currently in large-diameter trees (LT), of moderate (M) 
canopy cover and uneven (U) tree heights, with a shrub layer of tall shrubs (TS) of 
moderate (M) canopy cover and uneven (U) heights, and an herb layer (HE) of dense 
canopy cover (D) and uneven (U) heights. 
 
When you know: Multiply by: To find: 

Pounds 0.453 Kilograms 

Acres 0.405 Hectares 

Pounds per acre 1.1288 Kilograms per hectare 

Inches 2.540 Centimeters 

Feet 0.305 Meters 

Cubic feet 0.028 Cubic meters 

Cubic feet per acre 0.07 Cubic meters per hectare 

Square feet per acre 0.2296 Square meters per hectare 

°F 5/9 (°F-32) °C 
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