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Habitat Type (km) " enire P 0 o '
Fish Habitat (1/2 Order) 105.5
Fish Habitat (3 Order) 65.9 Road density above 0 —@ 1
Non Fish Habitat 2797 e
Logging History (km) Gondgenalh <P 5 o 1
Never Cut 303
Older Cut 775 Portion of streams logged 0 @ 1
= Portion of fish-bearing 0 ® 1

streams logged

Portion of streambanks 0@
logged on slopes > 60%

i i 0O

——— Fish Habitat (1/2 Order) Stream crossing density 0 O 1
~—— Fish Habitat (3 Order)

Non Fish Habitat Peak flow index 0 —@ 1

[T Recent cutblocks (>1996)

[ oider cutblocks (<1996)

BC Watershed Assessment Procedure (WAP)
Lower risk threshold (score = 0.2)
Moderate risk threshold (score = 0.4)
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Sites by Risk Category (%)
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Riparian Sample Site Condition (1 RIPARIAN
&
Functioning Category by Fish Habitat (%)
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QueStionS Answered with “No” (OA)) Q1: Channel bed undisturbed?
Q2: Channel banks intact?

0 5 10 15 20 Q3: Channel LWD processes intact?
Q1 ] Q4: Channel morphologically intact?
J—— Q5: Allow unimpeded flow of fish, organic debris, and sediments?
Q3 | Q6: Good diversity of fish cover attributes?
Q5 Q7: Sufficient moss to indicate a stable and productive system?
] Q8: Introduction of fine sediments minimized?
Q7 | Q9: Support a diversity of invertebrates?
Q9 Q10: Vegetation sufficiently protected from windthrow?
- Q11: Bare erodible ground or soil disturbance minimized?
Q11 j— Q12: Sufficient vegetation to maintain root network and LWD supply?
Q13 T Q13: Sufficient vegetation to provide shade and reduce microclimate
1 change?
Q15 ] Q14: Presence of noxious weeds and/or invasive plants is limited?

Q15: Vegetation within 10m of stream healthy?
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