
Appendix V-A
Blank Forms

Form R-1: Riparian Condition Units

Name of Watershed:
 Name of Analyst:
 Date:
 Page
 of 


	

RCU #
	

Bank
	
Length (ft)
	
Stream/Lake
	Sub-water-shed
	
Eco-region
	

CHT
	
Stream Size
	RA1 Width (ft)
	
RA1 Code
	
RA2 Code
	Perm discon due to:
	
Shade (%)
	Riparian recruitment situation
	

Notes

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


TERMS

RA1
Riparian Area 1

RA2
Riparian Area 2

Form R-2: Riparian Recruitment Situation Description

Analyst:
 Date:
 Page 
of 


Watershed:


Riparian Recruitment Situation Name:


	Description:


Form R-3: Riparian Conditions Confidence Evaluation

Watershed:

Analyst’s Name:
 Date
 Page 
 of 


Resources used:


ODF base maps 


Topographic maps


CHT maps


Land use maps

Ecoregion map

Ecoregion descriptions

Aerial photographs



Black & white


Color


Color infrared

Scale:  1:


Source:



Description of riparian vegetation and/or shade from stream surveys

Source:



RCU #s:



Field verification of riparian vegetation

RCU #s:



Field verification of stream shading

RCU #s:

Confidence in riparian condition assessment:


Low: Unskilled/unsure of procedure, didn’t consult expert, no field-verification, no survey information used, potential for conditions to have changed since aerial photos taken


Moderate: Some confidence in assessment procedure and personal skills, access to expert for help and/or review, some areas field‑verified and/or covered by existing surveys, low potential for conditions to have changed since aerial photos taken


High: Confident in using assessment procedure and/or personal skills, access to expert for help and/or review, extensive field‑verification

Recommendation for additional field assessment; unanswered questions (if any) and why (complete on back of form):

Form W-1: Table of Wetland Attributes

Name of Analyst:
 Watershed:

Date:
 Page 
 of


	Wetland ID
	
Sub-basin
	
Size (ac.)
	
Connected
	
Cowardin Code
	
Cowardin Code
	
Cowardin Code
	
Buffer
	Watershed Position
	Restoration Potential
	
Field?
	
Source
	
Comments

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


Form W-2: Wetland Confidence Evaluation

Watershed:

Analyst’s Name:
 Date
 Page 
 of 


Analyst’s wetland experience:


Low: No prior experience


Moderate: Some experience


High: Extensive experience.
Analyst’s overall familiarity with watershed during different seasons:

Low: Unfamiliar


Moderate: Somewhat familiar


High: Very familiar (live and/or work in the watershed)
Origin of wetland base map:

Low: NWI map based on photos 1980 or earlier


Moderate: NWI map based on photos 1981 or later


High: Other recent wetland inventory information available
Aerial photo interpretation:

Low: No aerial photos used


Moderate: Photos greater than 5 years old were used


High: Recent (within 5 years) photos were used.
Seasonality of photos:

Low: Photos taken during July, August, or September


Moderate: Photos taken October through February


High: Photos taken March through June
Level of field verification:

Low: None


Moderate: Some field verification (50% or fewer of wetlands visited)


High: Extensive (Greater than 50% of wetlands verified)
Conditions in watershed:

Low: Greater than 50% of watershed forested


High: Less than 50% of watershed forested

Recommendations for additional field assessment; unanswered questions (if any) and why (complete on back of form):


