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L1l model result:
* QOverall landscape integrity in CFO 1is at a moderate
level (average value = 0.48)

LIl map results:

* Areas of low landscape itegrity are near the major
cities and the northeast corner of CFO planning area

* Areas of high landscape integrity were near central and
southwest corner of CFO planning area

* Low landscape integrity may be attributed by urban and
industrial development, and agriculture

Cumulative effects of these programs are difficult to assess when the
area comprises multiple programs with potential contrasting
management goals and impacts. The aim of this research is to develop
and use a Landscape Integrity Index (L//) that evaluates the cumulative
impacts of BLM programs using (1) ecological integrity indicators, (2)
resource- and stressor-based metrics, and (3) landscape metrics.
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