
Appendix III-B
Blank Forms

Form CHT‑1: Channel Habitat Type Field Verification 

Name:









  Date: 



Watershed/sub-basin:











Segment location:











Oregon stream size:











Preliminary channel habitat type:



  Final channel habitat type:


Stream name:












Township/Range/Section:










Average of

observations/measurements over 

length (ft) of channel.

Channel slope:

Single or multiple channels:

Floodplain width:

Bankfull channel width (from top of right bank to top of left bank):

Ratio of floodplain width to bankfull width:

Describe material in stream banks:

Size of average bed particles:  silt/clay (<0.062 mm); sand (0.062 to 2.0 mm); gravel (2 to 64 mm); cobbles (64 to 257 mm); boulders (257 to 2,032 mm); bedrock

Rough sketch of valley and stream cross section—add scale:

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Comments:

Channel habitat type determination:


Same as initial type


Differs from initial channel habitat type by:


Can be extrapolated to the following areas:


Divided into additional type (CAUTION:  Can you provide the same mapping resolution everywhere appropriate in the basin based on this field verification?  If not, lumping is better.)

Form CHT-2: CHT Summary Sheet

Analysts Name:












Date:
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Watershed:

	Sub-basin
	ES
	EL
	FP1
	FP2
	FP3
	AF
	LM
	LC
	MM
	MC
	MH
	MV
	BC
	SV
	VH

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Entire Watershed
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Form CHT-3:  Channel Habitat Type Classification Confidence Evaluation 

Name:








  Date:





Technical expertise or relevant experience:









Watershed Name:



  Subwatershed Name:






Channel types:












Resources used:

Topographic maps

Field verification


ODF stream sizes

Stream surveys


Other ___________________________
 

Confidence in base map stream coverage: 


Local expert says high / low (circle one) degree of accuracy based on field experience (provide name of local expert):


High degree of accuracy because stream mapping based primarily on field verification of presence/absence of streams (provide source of info/mapping):


No verification; suspect some streams not mapped (explain rationale):


No verification; suspect many streams not mapped (explain rationale; what types?):


Additional criteria/relevant information (describe):

Confidence in channel habitat typing:

Low to moderate: Unsure of procedures, didn’t consult expert, didn’t use field surveys, no field verification


Moderate: Understood and followed procedures, but no field verification


Moderate: Some field verification, but found range of conditions hard to type

Moderate to high: Field surveys available and useful for many streams, but no field verification


Moderate to high: Some field verification on questionable segments only


High: Used field surveys and field-verified many segments of all types


If none of the above categories fits, describe your own confidence level and rationale:

Recommendations for additional field verification, if any, and why: 


