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BIG INDIAN CREEK

STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS

AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 7.4

Calculated Mile Marker
X Road Intersection
Big Indian Creek
SVAP Assessed Reach
Road
Watershed
Village
Municipality
County
I:I Cattaraugus Territory

N
1 Miles

0 025 05
Lo b

% Planck Rd
4

Mackinaw Rd

2

FOR REACH A
, e — X
6
// % Versailles Rd V} M\
///%\ ”//\"\D\“
\// Z\\ "
)gWardtown Rd )
. 1,
L\
|
»
10 .

«_| " BIG INDIAN CREEK {
. REACH A e

BIG INDIAN-CATTARAUGUS
CREEK SUB-WATERSHED

Elevation Profile Substrate & Bedrock/Concrete #Boulder @ Cobble @ Gravel Sand  Silt/Clay
1100
L 2 ® o 2 L 4 ® o 1050g
2 ® o 4 L 4 L R 4 L 4 L 4 2 4 <
Y * . > 1000 s
= 950 3
900
4.2 410 4 329 3.8 37 3.6 35 3 313
REACH A
Channel Depth
Bankfull Lowflow 5 E
£
2 &
w o
1 2
=
e
0 5
4.2 4.1 4 3.9 3.8 SN 3.6 815 3.4 8
|[Channel Width
Bankfull Lowflow =
36 £
/\/\ =
S
\/—\——\/\ 20 =
16 2
c
S
4.2 4.1 4 3.9 318 3.7 3.6 3.5 34 3.3

Creek Mile (4.15 at Tailwater, 3.36 at Headwater)




Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
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NORTH BRANCH CLEAR CREEK
STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.3
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
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CLEAR BROOK

STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.0
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters
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CLEAR BROOK
STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 5.2
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
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SPOONER CREEK
STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.2
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
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CATTARAUGUS CREEK
STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.1
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Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
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Water Appearance
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Note: Overall Score of Fish Habitat was calculated by averaging scores for the five variables shown below.

OVERALL — — — — — - — — — B
SCORE
Canopy Caver - - - - - — — |- —IEn
Pools - - - - - — —|= — R
Invertebrate Habitat — - — — - — — (- —IEn
Instream Cover — — — — - — — |- —E
Riffle Embeddedness — — — — - - —|= -
44 42 40 38 36 34
Manure Presence
B None
- = — |- — — — — - — |- —IEn
44 42 40 38 36 34
Invasive Species
WPurple Loosestrife @ Japanese Knotweed | ¢ Angelica
44 42 40 38 36 34
Aquatic Vegetation
MBoth AEmergent ®Submerged
_ _— _|= _ _ _ _ — —|= — —A
44 42 40 38 36 34
OVERALL SVAP RATING CATTARAUGUS CREEK
Score MExcellent | Good  Mediocre
* H N
44 42 40 38 36 34

Creek Mile (44.03 at Tailwater, 34.90 at Headwater) ¢INERZEEN




THATCHER BROOK

STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS

AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.6

FOR REACH G
o, 3 8 4
X g
{Lf > Panther Dr
-t N~ e \ 7\
f = - \
\’L“l\ < ot X W, Main St
M\ "(L Johnson StX
B y
= | (‘? S. Chapel StX
; . RS X Jamestown St
S, THATCHER BROOK \
“REACH G o
:\ L i Hill St
& N )F~ AY T \ ()
l . lculated Mil ki
® (Calculated Mile Marker
THATCHER BROOK-CATTARAUGUS %  Road Intersedbion
CREEK SUB-WATERSHED Thatcher Brook
SVAP Assessed Reach
Watershed
, 04 Road
QJ/ %, Village
o Municipality
0 0.25 0.5 1 Miles County
| 1 1 1 | 1 1 1 J
Elevation Profile substrate ¢Bedrock ®Boulder ¢ Cobble #Gravel Sand Silt/Clay
1000
£
® 6 o o ® O O 6 o0 ® o ® o0 *e O oo ‘0‘_—_0—_”___900‘5'
800 g
700
6.25 5.75 9.25 4.75 4,25 3.75
REACH G
Channel Depth
Bankfull Lowflow =
2 =
15 &
(4]
1 o
\/\/\/\/\/\_A/\—’__\/ T
; OISHE
[}
0 35
6.25 575 525 4.75 4.25 8.75
Channel Width
Bankfull Lowflow =
35 &
T
28 T
20 3
[<F]
13 £
5
6.25 555 525 4.75 4.25 35

Creek Mile (6.00 at Tailwater, 3.84 at Headwater)




Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
SVAP Score (0-10) 26-5
REACH G
Channel Conditions
Score MExcellent | Good = Mediocre Ml Poor
H B H E N [ | : H N [ | [ | [ |
6.0 55 5.0 4.5 4.0
Stream Bank Hardening
B No M Yes
H B B E N H BH BN [ | [ | H BN EN B BN N N H EN
6.0 5.5 5.0 4.5 4.0
Aggradation/Incision
M Aggradation A Incision
|
A H B H N [ | H BN [ | [ | H N [ | [ | H N H EN
6.0 5.5 5.0 4.5 4.0
Bank Stability
Score  Mediocre M Poor
[a]
= EE EE B m m m m
2 EEEN EEE m m m E =
§ H N [ | H N [ | | [ | [ | [ | [ |
6.0 5.5 5.0 4.5 4.0
Bank Condition
M Hardened Structure IMNatural
[na]
i H BB E N H B BN [ | [ | H BN EN EH BN [ | H EN
o H B B E N H BH BN [ | [ | H BN EN B BN N N H EN
6.0 55 5.0 4.5 4.0
Riparian Zone
|Score MExcellent "' Good = Mediocre M Poor
[a]
=) : [ | H N [ | [ | [N | [ | [ | [ | I: [ | [ | [ | H EN
E‘ | [ | H N [ | H B BN [ | [ | [ | [ | [ | [ |
= E EE EEEE E ©§E §EN m I* u
e I
6.0 5.5 5.0 4.5 4.0
Creek Mile (6.00 at Tailwater, 3.84 at Headwater) TELEIEN




Water Appearance

REACH G

Score MExcellent I Good = Mediocre
| H u | H N | [ | | [ | [ |
6.0 5.5 5.0 45 4.0
Nutrient Enrichment
BMLlow | Mild Moderate
Notes @Algal Gr|owth | |
o000 0poo o0 o po 00 © © 00 o0 |0 oo
6.0 5.5 5.0 45 4.0
FlSh Habltat Score M Excellent Good Mediocre M Poor Note: Overall Score of Fish Habitat was calculated by averaging scores for the five variables shown below.
OVERALL
SCORE Fish Barrier | Drop Structure  Waterfall
Canopy Cover i u , u u | | | EE B N
Pools | E B u u
Invertebrate Habitat I EEm EEECEE E @ EEE Ej H BN m
Instream Cover [ | [ ]| [ | H BN [ |
Riffle Embeddedness : [ | : ! [ | | HE
6.0 55 5.0 45 4.0
Manure Presence
B None
H B BN [ | H B BN [ | [ | H E N [ | H BN H N H Bl
6.0 5.5 5.0 45 4.0
Knotweed
Japanese Knotweed 4 Angelica / Phragmites BIPurple Loosestrife ’ ‘
| ! { |
| | |
6.0 5.5 5.0 45 4.0
Aquatic Vegetation
HMBoth AEmergent ®Submerged
A A A A A A A A A A
6.0 5.5 5.0 45 4.0
OVERALL SVAP RATING THATCHER BROOK
Score | Good Mediocre
6.0 5.5 5.0 45 4.0

Creek Mile (6.00 at Tailwater, 3.84 at Headwater)




SOUTH BRANCH
CATTARAUGUS CREEK

STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS

AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.4

FOR REACH H

10

Calculated Mile Marker
Road Intersection

South Branch
Cattaraugus Creek

SVAP Assessed Reach \
Watershed 5
Road L

Village

OTTO

EAST OTTO

Municipality
County

X

O )
MANSFIELD

X skinner Hollow Rd 0

.1
Utley R)d( WP
East Otto
O3)(Swamp Rd Springville Rd
e
X Colvin Rd

SOUTH BRANCH
CATTARAUGUS C REEI\

REACH H

X
8 ~Otto East Otto Rd ‘
’,f/ % Cattaraugus Otto Rd ‘
| 5 0

EASTOTT

HEADWATERS SOUTH BRANCH
CATTARAUGUS CREEK

= Hlies SUB-WATERSHED

XAUGUS

Elevation Profile substrate ¢Bedrock ®Boulder ¢ Cobble Gravel Sand Silt/Clay
1500
»o 900 * 000 ¢ e 1400
000 o O 00000 000000 00000 06 & 00 6 900 000NN & 0P 900000000 O O 1300
* L 4 <0 L 2 4
————— 1200
1100
10.5 9 7.5 6 4.5 3 &5
REACH H
Channel Depth
Bankfull Lowflow
1l
10
8
‘ 6
\\ /\-\A/\/",\’_/\./ >
‘ N\ 2
\ 0
105 9 ias 5
Channel Width
Bankfull Lowflow
36
28
/\/ 20
: b 12
4
105 9 7.5 6 45 3 143)

Creek Mile (10.40 at Tailwater, 1.75 at Headwater)

Elevation (ft)

Channel Depth (ft)

Channel Width (ft)




Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification
SVAP Score (0-10) 26-5
REACH H
Channel Conditions
Score MExcellent | Good = Mediocre Ml Poor
[ | H BN [ N N NEN N Ill-+--_ [N B | H N [ |
10 8 6 4 2
Stream Bank Hardening
B No M Yes
%I 0TI _+I_II [ | I-+-— O 7 (] 01
10 8 6 4 2
Aggradation/Incision
M Aggradation A Incision
1 A A A A A A A A AA A A
A [ O O OO0 |00 O0OO0O0O 0O O Il BN | | H N
10 8 6 4 2
Bank Stability
Score MExcellent | Good = Mediocre Ml Poor
[a]
A ; m EE S E D HE I HEE. = II;I
.,;‘:I I H N | I DN NN | I [ | [ | Illl
E | N | -I- ] Nrl [ | | 1] H N H BN N II
10 8 6 4 2
Bank Condition
M Hardened Structure IMNatural
[na]
i O OO OTTEresTTi OO0000O0 O O QOO T T 111 [N ] e 1
@ O OO OTTEresTTi OO0000O0 O O QOO T T 111 [N ] e 1
10 8 6 4 2
Riparian Zone
|Score MExcellent "' Good = Mediocre M Poor
@ # | |
., H I | -I- N N N O R | | H EEE W ..I-
5 0im -|- N NN O IO IMOOomrT H B m [ | II
= * T -l-l_llll- N | En N [ | | | | I.
10 8 6 4 2
Creek Mile (10.40 at Tailwater, 1.75 at Headwater)




REACH H
Water Appearance

Score MExcellent | Good Mediocre

e ——) = 0 — " e

10 8 6 4 2

Nutrient Enrichment

MLow | Mild = Moderate
Notes .AIFaI Growth

=

h..“.. [ ] .... ko.om “O........

8 6 4 2

FlSh Ha b|tat Score M Excellent Good Mediocre M Poor Note: Overall Score of Fish Habitat was calculated by averaging scores for the five variables shown below.

([
OVERALL | \ |
SCORE Fish Barrier ®Log Jam
Canopy Cover OO0 O OqomOoomoo 0 - O OO O0irnm NN INENEE
Pools 1 lm LB H I | I E HlN HI | W non
Invertebrate Habitat [l O O7TTIm -I-l-.ll T I I I NN . --II |
Instream Cover Il EY 11 N NN NN N DNy B N Hl BN BN ImE W
Riffle Embeddedness [l 1 | | OO T T II EE N | o N N Il NIl N .|.
10 8 6 4 2
Manure Presence
M None
ﬁl o _kl_ll | I-+-_ [N 7 (T O
10 8 6 4 2
Japanese Knotweed
@ Japanese Knotweed Phragmites MPurple Loosestrife |
| | I
I |
l
10 8 6 4 2
Aquatic Vegetation
HMBoth AEmergent ®Submerged
AA LQANXQ AAA A AMAAAMAA A AAA AMALMA AAM A M
10 8 6 4 2
OVERALL SVAP RATING SOUTH BRANCH CATTARAUGUS CREEK
Score MExcellent I Good ' Mediocre
: : ERTETE D N + | II:
10 8 6 4 2

Creek Mile (10.40 at Tailwater, 1.75 at Headwater) €¢INERZEEN




EAST OTTO CREEK

STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS

AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.2

FOR REACH I
10
®  Calculated Mile Marker
X Road Intersection
East Otto X East Otto Creek
Springville Rd anSt Flats Rd SVAP Assessed Reach
6
Road
Watershed
.5 Village
o b Municipality
A Crumb Hill Rd
‘5“ 0 X County
/1\\ L\mt\ ‘/( \\ /f\\ .
( = o Meyer Hill Rd
A | o4 ASHFORD
m\w EAST OTTO CREEKS EAST OTTO
N REACH I } Hemlock Dr
e~ Y L
N < 8 . .3
. Mill Valley Rd*
§ ’ X
g .
" 1 Mill Valley Rd
E )\\A.\73/ x.2 ey
HEADWATERS SOUTH BRANCH N
CATTARAUGUS CREEK .
SUB-WATERSHED A 0 03 0 L TMies
Elevation Profile substrate ¢Bedrock ®Boulder ¢ Cobble Gravel Sand Silt/Clay
1900
. 1750 €
00000 60 600 00 0000000006 & 600 0000000 & 000 0etee—T B | 1.0 ©
e 2 =
1450 E
1300
6.5 6 5.5 5 4.5 4 315 3 2.5 2
REACH I
Channel Depth
Bankfull Lowflow . =
.
4 @
e
2 g2
G
0 &
6:5 6 515 5 4.5 4 815 3 215 2
Channel Width
Bankfull Lowflow =
26 =
5
18 s
10 &
@
2 35
6.5 6 5.5 5 4.5 4 3.5 3 215 2

Creek Mile (6.50 at Tailwater, 2.13 at Headwater)




Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification

SVAP Score (0-10)

26-5

Channel Conditions

Score MExcellent | Good

Mediocre M Poor

N NN [ ] | [ |
6
Stream Bank Hardening
B No M Yes
HEN NN pm EEE Bl
6
Aggradation/Incision
M Aggradation A Incision
1 A A A
A H N [ N | [ 1 ]| [ |
6
Bank Stability
Score MExcellent | Good = Mediocre Ml Poor
2 |
= - “
z
o u *l m m
6
Bank Condition
M Hardened Structure IMNatural
- EEEEEEGEE EEE BEE
o HEN NN pm EEE Bl

Riparian Zone

|Score MExcellent " Good

&
& (T T
o
f mEEmEm EEE
~ EEEEE *I EEE
—

6

Mediocre M Poor

e e

o B

REACH |

[ [ [ | || [ |
4

Nl BN BN N DEENEN

N

A A A A

4

m III; m m

IR | E  EE

m BN
4

N

:I | I+ l: :I

|
I
4

w

w

A
H BN
3
|
“ I
.I
IIII
3

|

|

w

3

A
I I

Creek Mile (6.50 at Tailwater, 2.13 at Headwater)

FLOW DIRECTION




REACH I
Water Appearance

Score MExcellent | Good Mediocre

REEEmEE NN N N R RSN S |

6 5 4 3 2

Nutrient Enrichment

M Low [ Mild ' Moderate
Notes @Algal Growth A Tense Aquatic Plant Beds

. ©0 00000 000 00 00300000 000 00 .+o o.:oo.o ® oo+oA-.oo.oolo|.I

6 5 4 3 2

i Note: Overall Score of Fish Habitat was calculated by averaging scores for the five variables shown below.
Score M Excellent = Good Mediocre MPoor f y averaging f fi

L 2 2 2 4
OVERALL [ | | |
SCORE Fish Barrier @ Beaver Dam #Log Jam, Beaver Dam Waterfalls

- H EEEW EE B  WEEEE EEEE H IE N Ef I EEEEE
e EEEE EEE H EEEEEE EN N EE EEIE EEE

Invertebrate Habitat m I EE = EOjCEEEE CCEEE ENE NN N EEE EEEE 1

_Instream Cover [ | HE N | [ | EE N HER N h Il N I
Riffle Embeddedness N | o _ | H EN | | | ] ] Ill B NN

6 5 4 3 2

Manure Presence
B None

o
v
N
w
N

Invasive Species

W Purple Loosestrife . Phragmites

6 5 4 3 2
Aquatic Vegetation
HMBoth AEmergent ®Submerged
A A A BAE A AA AA A AAAA A AAMA A AADANAA AL A A A
6 5 4 3 2
OVERALL SVAP RATING EAST OTTO CREEK

Score MExcellent | Good  Mediocre

6 5 4 3 2

Creek Mile (6.50 at Tailwater, 2.13 at Headwater)




MANSFIELD CREEK

FOR REACH J & K

STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS

AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.5

—

11 10 5 Q
® ® Calculated Mile Marker a V\
X Seotts Corner Rd X Road Intersection #}(f

Mansfield Creek Y
10 SVAP Assessed Reach J\//\/L 7
i Watershed
X Maples Rd Road
Vill
EAST o rege '\ MANSFIELD ¢REEK
MANSFrg Municipality 1 "t —|REACH]AND K
County AL
.9 2
\ 7 |
N S
< 38 :
Toad Hollow Rd By
.7
Hinman Hollow Rd MANSFIELD CREEK
% SUB-WATERSHED
Maples Rd

Kent Rd L
Hinman Hollow Rd

R

X Lindberg Rd

1-219

3
° i Rd
A 0 05 1 2 Miles 28 Lindberg Rd¢
L v v 0y ] =5 2

Elevation Profile substrate ¥ Bedrock ®Boulder ¢ Cobble ¢ Gravel Sand Silt/Clay
1400 1700
* L 2 2 = Rogec:> oo L 22 X X .4 1600 =
® G0 O O O V00 09 »e = FOOOIOAOEIO OO OWE> =
* o ® O O G000 W 135080 GO 0000 & O 1500 _§
1300 1300
10 9.5 9 8.5 8 7.5 6.5 6 5.5 5 4.5 4 3.5
REACH J REACH K
|[Channel Depth
Bankfull -Lowflow = Bankfull -Lowflow =
12 = 28=
= =
8 & 8 &
4 £ /\/./\/\N N a2
& . ’ A ©
D % ‘ 0 &
10 9.5 9 8.5 8 25 6.5 6 55 5 4.5 4 315
|IChannel Width
—— Bankfull Lowflow £ Bankfull Lowflow E
64 = 64 <
5 e
44 = 44 =
24 2 24 &
= f=
P B
4 5 4 5
10 9.5 9 8.5 8 ES 65 6 55 5) 4.5 4 35

Creek Mile (Reach J: 9.96 at Tailwater, 7.68; Reach K: 6.21 at Tailwater, 3.71 at Headwater)




Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification

SVAP Score (0-10)

0-25

51 - T7.5

REACH J
Channel Conditions

Score MExcellent | Good = Mediocre Ml Poor

10.0 9.0 8.0

Stream Bank Hardening

B No M Yes

10.0 9.0 8.0
Aggradation/Incision
Bl Aggradation A Incision

! A AMA AMA AL
A EEE B O 0 O 001 O |07

10.0 9.0 8.0

Bank Stability

Score MExcellent | Good = Mediocre Ml Poor

h: | | II---: :

i L

10.0 9.0 8.0

Bank Condition

LB | Avg | RB

B Hardened Structure [l Natural

I DN DN DN N N R
10.0 9.0 8.0

LB | RB

Riparian Zone

Score MExcellent | Good = Mediocre M Poor

m
|
E et B —
z EEEE B N N N DN NN -
o EEE B EEN -.-.-l_
—
10.0 9.0 8.0

Score MExcellent | Good

B No M Yes

6.0

B Aggradation A Incision

REACH K

Mediocre M Poor

5.0

OO y V'Y AMA
oM | OO0 HE HN

6.0

Score MExcellent | Good

I
| II |
| II |
| I| |
6.0

5.0

Mediocre M Poor

5.0

B Hardened Structure [l Natural

6.0

Score MExcellent | Good

Mediocre M Poor

4.0

ENENT T T TSI I+_ N ‘_
5.0 4.0

A AN
H N BN

4.0

4.0

LB | RB LB | Avg | RB > |-

LB | Avg | RB

Creek Mile (Reach J: 9.96 at Tailwater, 7.68 at Headwater, Reach K: 6.21 at Tailwater, 3.71 at Headwater)




REACH J REACH K
Water Appearance

Score MExcellent [ Good = Mediocre ll Poor Score MExcellent " Good ' Mediocre Ml Poor
| EEE [} |. | | | O0mTI --‘_
10.0 9.0 8.0 6.0 5.0 4.0
Nutrient Enrichment
Score .LOW M||d Moderate .Severe Score .LOW M||d MOderate .Severe
NE Notes: @ Algal Growth ¢ Both & Dense Aquatic Plant Beds NE Notes: @ Algal Growth ¢ Both & Dense Aquatic Plant Beds
HE | | | Il u | HD (N N
L o o o ole ewens ,“,|,~ m o+o. somo o#uum wwe °
10.0 9.0 8.0 6.0 5.0 4.0
FlSh Habitat Score M Excellent = Good Mediocre M Poor Note: Overall Score of Fish Habitat was calculated by averaging scores for the five variables shown below.
| | & | () (] (]
H | OVERALL | | ] H | | ‘ I
Fish Barrier @ Dam | Drop Structure ®Log Jam SCORE Fish Barrier ¢ Dam IDrop Structure @ Log Jam
N N HE BN H N * Canopy Cover l N EE 1 DN W
HEE N HEEE I' N N Pools m Im N H N
N N H Bl N I 'HE Invertebrate Habitat [l NN BN N T [ (T
, | | HI N _Instream Cover 1 mn T [ (0T |
I N H N B 11T I I Riffle Embeddedness INTTTETTE] O |
10.0 9.0 8.0 6.0 5.0 4.0
Manure Presence
Evidence of Animals in Zone = Manure Present lINone Score | Evidence of Animals in Zone ' Manure Present Il None
I N N DN D [ 1 | _--‘_
10.0 9.0 8.0 6.0 5.0 4.0
Japanese Knotweed
® Japanese Knotweed /. Phragmites MIPurple Loosestrife D Japanese Knotweed € Reed Canafy Grass /. Phragmites
|
2 2 4 ¢® o
10.0 9.0 8.0 6.0 5.0 4.0
Aquatic Vegetation
Ml Both AEmergent .Submerged M Both AEmergent .Submerged
A o0 o000 (| A 2 ] aoco ““‘.‘
10.0 9.0 8.0 6.0 5.0 4.0
Overall SVAP RATING MANSFIELD CREEK
Score MExcellent ' Good | Mediocre Score MExcellent [ Good = Mediocre
: | : | | | | N 0 N |
10.0 9.0 8.0 6.0 5.0 4.0

Creek Mile (Reach J: 9.96 at Tailwater, 7.68 at Headwater, Reach K: 6.21 at Tailwater, 3.71 at Headwater)




CONNOISAULEY CREEK

STREAM VISUAL ASSESSMENT PROTOCOL (SVAP) RESULTS

AVERAGE OVERALL SVAP RATING: 6.6

FOR REACH L
o =
[ .
7
p )
.6 &f
East Otto Rd X , \1 f
— ( ONNOISARAULEY
é 1-219 o CREEK
\I REACH L
|\,\ =
NS - - \ \
4 A - 7
[ 2
10 ” Neff Rd :
® Calculated Mile Marker 4
X Road Intersection { . i

Connoisarauley Creek \ )~ N >/
SVAP Assessed Reach I-219 5
Road ) < CONNOISARAULEY CREEK
VIEEIhE 9, SUB-WATERSHED
Village 77;/‘-‘
Municipality 3 I-219)$1
County

|[Elevation Profile

G000 60 G 0006 G900 o

55 5 4.5 4 355
[Channel Depth

55 5 45 4 35
[Channel Width

5.5 5 4.5 4 3.5

QGO 4606 00000000

Substrate ¢ Bedrock/Concrete #Boulder @ Cobble @ Gravel

REACH L

Bankfull

Bankfull

3 25
Creek Mile (5.43 at Tailwater, 0.13 at Headwater)

Sand

Silt/Clay

1800
1700
1600
1500
1400
1300

Elevation (ft)

(015 0

Lowflow

&)
Channel Depth (ft)

1.5 1 0.5 0

Lowflow

A
(=)

w
()

o

N
o
Channel Width (ft)

o =

2 1.5 1 0.5

o




Classification Scheme for SVAP Parameters

Color Classification

SVAP Score (0-10) 26-5

REACH L
Channel Conditions

Score MExcellent | Good Mediocre

5 4 3 2

Stream Bank Hardening

B No M Yes

5 4 3 2

Aggradation/Incision

M Aggradation A Incision

A Nl BN EEEEE B Nm HEEE EEN [ | Il m N

5 4 3

Bank Stability

Score | Good = Mediocre lPoor

N

5 4

LB | Avg | RB
[ |

w - — ——
N — = — =

Bank Condition
M Hardened Structure IMNatural

LB | RB

5 4 3

N

Riparian Zone

|Score MExcellent "' Good = Mediocre M Poor

i e el e et =l

|
5 4 3 2

LB | Avg | RB

Creek Mile (5.43 at Tailwater, 0.13 at Headwater) IIELEIEN




Water Appearance

REACH L

Score MExcellent | Good = Mediocre Ml Poor
AN BN EEE N N %II IIIIIIPII-- -* DN § B By |
5 4 3 2 1 0
Nutrient Enrichment
BMLlow | Mild Moderate lSevere
Notes @Algal Growth | |
| I n
000 00 00000 000 ( X ) ......OP...“ *H. ( 1] (C 2]
5 4 3 2 1 0
FlSh Habltat Score M Excellent Good Mediocre M Poor Note: Overall Score of Fish Habitat was calculated by averaging scores for the five variables shown below.
o
OVERALL HOH [ | |
SCORE Fish Barrier | Drop Structures @ Road
Canopy Cover Il N N Al mm [ | (] [ | [ | ;II I (i1 | I |
Pools HE N EE B HE B Il m n [ | || | [
Invertebrate Habitat NN BNl W/ CEE ©N ErE B W |
_Instream Cover [l 11 H N H Il E 1 [ | O [ [ |
Riffle Embeddedness m EE = EEEEEEENEEE | F E|® m W |
I
5 4 3 2 1 0
Manure Presence
B None
AN BN IEEEE NEEm DN O OO I I [THITIN 0 O [ (T
5 4 3 2 1 0
Invasive Species
Phragmites [F1Purple Loosestrife
|
5 4 3 2 1 0
Aquatic Vegetation
HMBoth AEmergent ®Submerged
AAA AA| A A A AAA AA AAAAA A AAAMMA A AL AN A LN L AR\
5 4 3 2 1 0
OVERALL SVAP RATING CONNOISARAULEY CREEK
Score MExcellent | Good  Mediocre
H TN | [ | | [ | | I
5 4 3 2 1 0

Creek Mile (5.43 at Tailwater, 0.13 at Headwater)




