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Southern Ontario Wetland Evaluation, Data and Scoring Record March 1993

WETLAND DATA AND SCORING RECORD

) WETLAND NAME: AVZzfr Dogin) wlezisnd ComAREX

if) MNR ADMINISTRATIVE REGION: SdJ7#ices DISTRICT: €2 rvvcs s

AREA OFFICE (if different from District): & ACLE7DA)

i) CONSERVATION AUTHORITY JURISDICTION: _ A7¥CA4

(If not within a designated CA, check here:

iv) COUNTY OR REGIONAL MUNICIPALITY: &Ml/ff‘- ”%/ﬁ(%@g Z/Z o~
or7 A4 L4 L E&ETO

v) TOWNSHIP: cr7y oF KMTA

or 51 6,7 conc IT
vi) LOTS & CONCESSIONS: (.Q?' Cork Z
(attach separate sheet if necessary)

vii) MADP AND AIR PHQTQ REFERENCES
' - "
¥ Latinude %579 70 "' Longinde: 7S Se’z0 "

b) UTM grid reference: Zone: /87 Block: __ V.~
GiE 2 & S N 7 9 5

¢) National Topographic Series:
map name(s) o7 7Aw/4
map number(s) __ 2/ Czi/.s' edition /0
acile /+S0,000

d) Aerial photographs: Date photo taken; (G 9/ Scale: /19,000

Flight & plate numbers: ¥52/ (23) /38-/39
¥s22 (24 3

(artach separate sheet if necessary)

¢) Ontario Base Map numbers & scale_SCALE /./Q 00
1O /8 #2590 s5D/SO

(amach separatc sheets if nccessary)
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WETLAND EVALUATION SCORING RECORD

WETLAND NAME AND/OR NUMBER K;’ze/ bra.:'r\ Lde)f{al/\a{ C;W{e){
W8 ¥z2es050 195 02|

1.0 BIOLOGICAL COMPONENT

1.1 PRODUCTIVITY

1.1.1 Growing Degree-Days/Soils
1.1.2 Wetland Type
1.1.3 Syte Type

MR

Total for Productivity s

|1>

1.2 BIODIVERSITY

1.2.1 Number of Wetland Types

1.2.2 Vegetation Communities (maxixmum 45)

1.2.3 Diversity of Surrounding Habilat (maximum 7)
1.2.4 Proximinty to Other Wetlands

1.2.5 Interspersion

1.2.6 Open Water Type

REpl

Total for Biodiversity

s B

1.3 SIZE (Biological Component)

N
N

TOTAL FOR BIOLOGICAL COMPONENT (not to exceed 250)
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1.0 BIOLOGICAL MPONENT T

1.1 PRODUCTIVITY

1.1.1 GROWING DEGREE-DAYS/SOILS

GROWING DEGREE DAYS SOILS

(check one) Estimated Fractional Area

1) <2800 +©9S  clay/loam

2) 2800 - 3200 O silymard

3)__&~ 3200 - 3600 limestone

4) 3600 - 4000 % sand

S >4000 _©.9S  humic/mesic

o fibric
£  granite

SCORING:
Growing Clay- Silt- Lime- Sand Humic- Fibric Granite
Degree- Loam Marl stone Mesic
Days
<2800 15 13 11 9 8 7 s
2800-3200 |18 15 13 1 o 8 7.
3200-3600 [22XB55 |18 15 13 11X08s 1o 7
3600-4000 26 21 13 15 13 10 8
>4000 30 25 20 18 15 12 8

(maximum score 30; if wetland contains more than one soil type, evaluate based on the fractional area)

Steps required for evaluation: (maximum score 30 points)

1. Select GDD line in evaluation table applicable to your wetland;
2. Determine fractional area of the wetland for each soil type;

3. Multiply fractional area of each soil type by score; -

4, Sum individual soil type scores (round to nearest whole number).

In wetland complexes the evaluator should aim at determining the percentage of area occupied by the
i le. -
categories for the complex as a whole. i JO.4S = 1/-SS —a
Final Score Growing Degree-Days/Soils (maximum 30 points) _/ 2.
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SUMMARY OF EVALUATION RESULT

Wetland KJZ&'{ .l);'ax'r\ UJQL(&/\J 669%10-‘&)(

TOTAL FOR 1.0 BIOLOGICAL COMPONENT 10z
TOTAL FOR 2.0 SOCIAL COMPONENT /1S9
TOTAL FOR 3.0 HYDROLOGICAL COMPONENT KUS
TOTAL FOR 4.0 SPECIAL FEATURES COMPONENT 106

WETLAND TOTAL 582
INVESTIGATORS

_ Tounie. Hueshn , Roboit 4. %5 wede

AFFILIATION
MAL

DATE s&(; s (é’f

Cipss : NOT PROVNC/ALLy S/GNIFICANT




Southern Ontario Wetland Evaluadon, Data and Scoring Record March 1993

1.2.2 VEGETATION COMMUNITIES

Anach a separate sheet listing community (map) codes, vegetation forms and dominant species.
Use the form on the following page to record percent area by dominant vegetation form. This information
will be used in other parts of the evaluadon.

Communities should be grouped by number of forms. For example, 2 form communites might appear
as follows: )

forms
Code Formms Dominant Species
M6 re, ff re, Typha latifolia; ff, Lemna minor, Wolffia
S1 ts, g¢ ts, Salix discolor; gc, Impatiens capensis, Thelypteris palustris

Note that the dominant species for each form are separated by a semicolon. The dominant species
(maximum of 2) within a form are separated by commas.

Scoring:
Total # of communities Total # of communities Total # of communities
with 1-3 forms with 4-5 forms with 6 or more forms
1 = 1.5 points 1 =2 points 1 =3 points
2 =28 2.=35 2 =5
3 =35 I =7
4 =45 (4 =65 ) 4 =9
5 =5 =75 5 =105
6 =55 6 =85 6 =12
7 =6 7 =95 7 =135
8 =65 8 =105 8§ =15
9 =115 9 =165
=75 10=125 10=18
11=8 11=13 11=19
+.5 each additional +.5 each addidonal +1 each additional
community = _7 community =_©S*'S  community =

e.g.. a wetland with 3 one form communities, 4 two form communities, 12 four form communities and
8 six form communities would score:

6+ 13.5 + 15 = 34.5 = 35 points 74 6-52/3-5

Vegetation Communities Score (maximum 45 po @
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1.2.3 DIVERSITY OF SURROUNDING HABITAT
(Check all appropriate items)

= rowcrop

pasture

abandoned agricultural land

deciduous forest

coniferous Torest

mixed forest (at least 25% conifer and 75% deciduous or vice versa)
abandoned pits and quarries

open lake or deep river

fence rows with cover, or shelterbelts

terrain appreciably undulating, hilly, or with ravines  —
creek flood plain

AV A ATATAYAVAY AT

Diversity of Surrounding Habitat Score (1 for each, maximum 7 points) Z

124
(Check first appropriate category only) Scoring

1) v Hydrologically connected by surface water to other wetlands

(different dominant wetland type), or to open lake or deep river
within 1.5 km 8 points

2) Hydrologically connected by surface water to other wetlands

(same dominant wetland type) within 0.5 km 8
K ; R Hydrologically connected by surface water to other wetlands

(different dominant wetland type), or to open lake or deep river from

1.5 10 4 km away 5

N . Tm— Hydrologically connected by surface water to other wetlands

(same dominant wetland type) from 0.5 to 1.5 km away { 5
3 SI Within 0.75 km of other wetlands (different dominant wetland type)

or open water body, but not hydrologically connected by

surface water 5.
6) ___  Within 1 km of other wetlands, but not hydrologically

connected by surface water. : 2
) [— No wetland within 1 km 0

Proximity to other Wetlands Score (Choose one only, maximum 8 points) _&
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Size Score (Biolo u?Cornponenl] (maximum 50 points) 9

Evaluation Table Size Score (Biological component)

Wetland Total Score for Biodiversity Subcomponent
size (ha)
<37 | 3748 | 4960 [ 6172 | 73-84 | 8596 | 97- | 109- [121- |[>132
18 [120 |132
<Qlha 1 |s |7 |8 |9 [1 |25 |34 |4 |50
(2140 s |7 |8 9 )]0 [ [ [ |4 |
41-60 6 |8 |9 [0 [u |2 |2 |4 [4 |s0
61-80 7 |9 Jwo [u [13 |23 | [aa [s0 |s0
8100 8 [0 [n |13 [1s {25 [w |4 [s0 |s0
020 o |u |13 [1s [18 |28 |40 |49 [s0 |50
12040 10 |13 [is [17 |21 [ [ [0 [s0 | s
14110 f 11 |15 |17 (19 [23 |34 |a [0 [s0 | s0
61180 [ 13 |17 |19 |21 [25 [ |4 [0 [s0 [s0
181200 f 15 |19 [ 21 [23 [28 [40 [s0 [s0 |s0 |50
200400 |17 |21 |23 |25 [31 |43 |0 [s [s {s0
s01600 |19 [23 |25 [28 |34 [46 [0 |s0 [s0o |50
601500 21 |25 |28 |31 [37 [4 |so [s0 [s0 |0
801000 § 23 |28 |31 [34 [4 [s0 |so [s0 [s0 |0
101200 f 25 |31 |34 [37 |43 [s0 [s0 [s0 |s0 | so
1201-1400 | 28 |34 |37 |40 |46 |s0 [s0 [s0 [s0 |0
14011600 | 31 |37 |40 |43 |49 [s0 [s0 |s0 [s0 | so
16011800 | 34 |40 |43 |46 |50 [s0 [s0 [s0 [s0 [0
18012000 37 |43 |47 [49 |50 [s0 [s |[s0 |s0 |0
>2000 [ 40 |4 [0 |50 [s0 |50 |[s0 [s0 [s0 |50




Southen Ontario Wetland Evaluation

2.0 SOCIAL COMPONENT

2.1 ECONOMICALLY VALUABLE PRODUCTS

2.1.1 Wood Products
2.1.2 Wild Rice

2.1.3 Commercial Fish
2.1.4 Bullfrogs

2.1.5 Snapping Turtles
2.1.6 Furbcarcrs

Total for Economically Valuable Products

2.2 RECREATIONAL ACTIVITIES (maximum 80)

2.3 LANDSCAPE AESTHETICS

2.3.1 Distinclness
2.3.2 Absence of Human Disturbance

Total for Landscape Aesthelics
2.4 EDUCATION AND PUBLIC AWARE S
2.4.1 Educational Uscs
2.4.2 Facilities and Programs
2.4.3 Rescarch and Studies
Total for Education and Public Awarcness
2.5 PROXIMITY TO AREAS OF HUMAN SETTLEMENT
2.6 OWNERSHIP

2.7 SIZE (Social Component)

2.8 ABORIGINAL AND CULTURAL VALUES

TOTAL FOR SOCIAL COMPONENT (not to cxceed 250)

SENNNE

oo

i

Y

NN

/

March 1993
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2.1.5 SNAPPING TURTLES
(Check one) Score (Choose one)

Present 1) 1 paint
At = (0

Source of information: FFW

Snapping Turtle Score (maximum 1 point) 0

.1 E
(Consult Appendix 9)

MName of furbearer Source of information
) XA
2) racooen
3)
4)
5) sl valf 2 reld

Scoring: 3 points for each species, maximum 12 .
Furbearer Score (maximum 12 points) E

2.2 RECREATIONAL ACTIVITIES
Type of Wetland-Associated Use
Intensity of Use Hunting Nature Enjoyment/ ¢ Fishing
Study
High 40 points poinis./ .~ 740 points
Moderaie 20 20 . 20
Low 3 5 —
[{Nox possible/Not known ﬁ/ 0 (0 = .

(someomlevelfurmchofme-nmmﬂmdumsmmmalmulm:;mximnmm:eaovpcim)

Sources of information: " i
Huning._A)0_cffScharge of frearms by-law
Nm_aéimm_

Fishing:

Recreational Activities Score (maximum 80 points) &

i
- ()
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2.43 RESEARCH AND STUDIES

(check appropriate spaces) Score
Long term research has been done 12 points
Research papers published in refereed scientific

journal or as a thesis - 10

One or more (non-research) reports have been written
on some aspectoftbewgﬂandsﬂnm. fauna, g
hydrology, etc. . ___C/?
No research or repons
Atrach list of known reports by above categories

Research and Studies Score (Score is cumulative, maximum 12 points) £

2.5 PROXIMITY TO AREAS OF HUMAN SETTLEMENT

Circle the highest applicable score

Distance of wetland from 1) 2) population 3) population
settlement populadon >10,000 2,500-- 10,000 <2,500 or cottage
community
1)  Within or adjoining @mp/ 26 16
settlement :
2) 0.5 to 10 km from sermlement 26 16 10
3) 10 to 60 km from semlement)| 12 3 4
4) >60 km from settlement 2 0

Name of settlement: 674/ ap KM

Proximity to Human Settlement Score (ma:umnm 40 points) _@

2.6 QWNERSHIP (FA = fractiofxhenienal Score
A

FA of wetland in public or private ownership,
heid under contract or in trust for wetland protection x10=

FA of wetland area in public ownership, nnt‘as ibove
FA of wetland area in private ownership, not as above _L =_£
Source of information: /ea/ 5‘7""-{ aﬁqce

Ownership Score (maximum 10 points) _ﬁ
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2.8 ABORIGINAL AND CULTURAL HERITAGE VALUES

_Either or both Aboriginal or Cultural Values may be scored. However, the maximum score
permitted for 2.8 is 30 points. Amach documenmtion. .

2.8.1 ABORIGINAL VALUES
Full documentation of sources must be attached to the data record.
1) Significant

2) Not Significant
3) I’/ Unknown

2 TURAL HERITA

30 points

D

1) Significant
i 2) Not Significant
3) _; Unknown

30 points

@

Aboriginal Values/Cultural Heritage Score (maximum 30 points) »0
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Southem Ontario Wetland Evaluation, Score Summary

3.0 HYDROLOGICAL COMPONENT

3.1 FLOOD ATTENUATION

3.2 WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT

3.2.1 Short Term Improvement
3.2.2 Long Term Improvement
3.2.3 Groundwater Discharge (maximum 30)

5lofy

Total for Water Quality Improvement

3.3 CARBON SINK
3.4 SHORELINE EROSION CONTROL

3.5 GROUNDWATER RECHARGE

St
=
_o

N

3.5.1 Site Type
3.5.2 Soils

Total for Groundwater Recharge 5 ﬁ

TOTAL FOR HYDROLOGICAL COMPONENT (not to exceed 250) <2/S
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3.2 WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT

32.1 SHORT TERM WATER QUALITY IMPROVEMENT

Step 1: Determination of maximum initial score
i Wetland on one of the 5 defined large lakes or 5 major rivers (Go to Step 5a)
—i All other wetlands (Go through Steps 2, 3, 4, and 5b)
2: Determination of watershed improvement factor (WIF)

Calculation of WIF is based on the fractional area (FA) of each site type
that makes up the total area of the wetland.

(FA = area of site type/total area of wetland) * Fractional
Area

FA of isolated wetland x05 =

FA of riverine wetland x1.0=

FA of palustrine wetland with no inflow x07 =

FA of palustrine wetland with inflows 1 x10=_1
FA of lacustrine on lake shoreline . x02=

FA of lacustrine at lake inflow or outflow x1.0=

Sum (WIF cannot exceed 1.0) [

Step 3: Determination of catchment land use factor (LUF)

(Choose the first category that fits upstream landuse in the catchment.)

Over 50% agricultural and/or urban 1.0
Between 30 and 50% agricultural and/or urban
3) _ ¥~ Over 50% forested or other natural vegetation

£

LUF (maximum 1.0) &:&

Step 4: Determination of pollutant uptake factor (PUT)

Calcularion of PUT is based on the fractional area (FA) of each vegetation type that makes up*
the total area of the wetland. Base assessment on the dominant vegetation form for each
community except where dead trees or shrubs dominate. In that case base assessment on the
dominant live vegetation type. (FA = area of veggtation type/total area of wetland)

FA of wetland with live trees, shrubs, 12.8 Fractonal Area 4/
herbs or mosses (c.h.is.ls.gc,m) E? = 58 x015=_%
FA of wetland with emergent, submergent

or floating vegetation (re,be,ne,su,f,ff) ,,g{ &/ x10=_" é’
FA of wetland with little or no vegetation (u) .__0__ x05=_0_

Sum (PUT cannot exceed 1.0) /e ﬁ
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323 GROUNDWATER DISCHARGE

(Circle the characteristics that best describe the wetland being evaluated and then sum the scores. If
the sum exceeds 30 points assign the maximum score of 30.)

March 1993

Wetland Potendal for Discharge

Characteristics =
None 1o Little Some High

Wetland type 1) Bog = 0 2) Swamp/Marsh €2 ) 3) Fen = 5

Topography 1) Flayrolling = 0 2) Hjny(ﬁ) 3) Steep = 5

Wetand Large (>50%) =0 Moderate (5-50%) Small (<5%) =35

Area:Upslope

Catchment Area

Lagg Development 1) None found@ 2) Minor =2 3) Extensive = 5

Seeps 1) None = 0 2)=or43seeps=@ 3) > 3 seeps = §

Surface marl deposits || 1) None 0 ) 2)=or<3sits=2 | 3)>3sites=5

Iron precipitates 1) None =0 2) = or < 3 sites @ 3)>3sites=5

Located within 1 km NIA@ N/A =0 Yes = 10

of a major aquifer

(Scores are cumulative, maximum score 30 points)

.3 CARBON K

Groundwater Discharge Score (maximum 30 points) / 0

Choose only one of the following

1) ‘/ Bog, fen or swamp with more than 50% coverage

by organic soil 5 points
2) Bog, fen or swamp with between 10 to 49%
coverage by organic soil ol 2
3) Marsh with more than 50% coverage by organic
soil 3
4) Wetlands not in one of the above categories 0 ;

Carbon Sink Score (maximum 5 points) 5
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3.5.2 WETI-.AND SOIL RECHARGE POTENTIAL

(Circle only one choice that best describes the hydrologic soil class of the area surrounding the
wetland being evaluated.)

Dominant Wetland Type ' 1) Sand, loam, gravel, dll 2) Clay or bedrock
1) Lacns:ﬁnc or on a major 0 0
nver
2) Isolated 10 5
3) Palustrine 7 q4
4) Riverine (not a major river) || 5 B 2

Ground Water Recharge, Wetland Soil Recharge Potential Score (maximum 10 points) 2



Southern Ontario Wetland Evaluation, Score Summary
4.0 SPECIAL FEATURES

4.1 RARITY

4.1.1 Wetlands
4.1.1.1 Rarity within the Landscape

4.1.12 Rarity of Wetland Type (maximum 80) (3¢D

Total for Wetland Rarity

4.1.2 Species
4.1.2.1 Endangered Species Breed
4.1.2.2 Traditional Use by Endangered Species
4,123 Provincially Significant Animals
4.1.2.4 Provincially Significant Plants
4.1.2.5 Regionally Significant Species
4.1.2.6 Locally Significant Species

Total for Species Rarity

4.2 81 ANT FEA R HABITAT

4.2.1 Colonial Waterbirds

4.2.2 Winter Cover for Wildlife

4.2.3 Waterfowl Staging and Moulting
4.2.4 Waterfowl Breeding

4.2.5 Migratory Passerine, Shorebird or Raptor Stopover
4.2.6 Fish Habitat

Total for Significant Features and Habitat
4.3 ECOSYSTEM AGE

4.4 GREAT LAKES COASTAL WETLANDS

TOTAL FOR SPECIAL FEATURES (maximum 250)

p

SENSEN

INYISN

May 1994

o

- Clocally garticant)
- gnknown
- swSable

-4 4
2
&
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4.12 SPECIES

4.1.2.1 BREEDING HABITAT FOR AN ENDANGERED SPECIES

Name of species Source of information

==t

1)

2),

3),
Attach documentation.
Scoring:

For each species 250 points

(score is cumulative, no maximum score)
Breeding Habitat for Endangered Specles Score (no maximum)@

4.12.2 TRADI NAL MIGRATION OR ING HA R D

Name of species Source of information

1)
2)

3)
Arntach documentation.
Scoring:

For one species 150 points
For each additional species 75

(score is cumulative, no maximum score)
Traditional Habitat for Endangered Species Score (no maximum), &
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4.1.24 PROVINCIALLY SIGNIFICANT PLANT SPECIES

(Scientific names must be recorded)

Common Name

1)

2)

Scientific Name

March 1993

Source of information

3),

4),

5)

Anach separate list if necessary; Antach documentation

Scoring:

Number of provincially significant plant species in the wetland:

One species
2 species
3 species
4 species
5 species
6 species
7 species
8 species
9 species
10 species
11 species
12 species
13 species

LU I 1 | (A T T 1}

50 points
80
95
105
115
125
130
135
140
143
146
149
152

14 species
15 species
16 species
17 species
18 species
19 species
20 species
21 species
22 species
23 species
24 species
25 species

Wwmwnw N mn

154
156
158
160
162
164
166
168
170
172
174
176

Add one point for every species past 25 (for example, 26 species = 177 points, 27 species = 178

points etc.)

Provincially Significant Plant Species Score (no maximum) ﬂ
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42.1.6 LOCALLY SIGNIFICANT SPECIES (SITE DISTRICT)

March 1993

Scientific names must be recorded for plant species. Score only via approved lists; see appendices.

Common Name

1)

Scientific Name

Source of informadon

2)

3),

4),

8)

9)

10)

Attach separate list if necessary. Anach documentation.

Scoring:

No. of species significant in Site District

One species
2 species
3 species
4 species
5 species

=
=
=
=
-

10
17
24
31
38

41
43
45
47
49

For each significant species over 10 in the wedand; add 1 point.

Locally Significant Species Score (Site District) (no maximum) &
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4.2.3 WATERFOWL STAGING AND/OR MOULTING

(Check only highest level of significance for both staging and moulting; score is cumulative
across columns, maximum score 150)

lagin, Score Moulting  Score

(one only) (one only)
1) Nadonally significant - 150 - 150
2) Provincially significant ____ 100 100
3) Regionally significant T - 50
4) Known to occur e 10 e 10
5) Not possible Tl |
6) Unknown — ()

Source of information;

Waterfowl Moulting and Staging Score (maximum 150 points) gz

4.24 WATERFOWL BREEDING

(Check only highest level of significance) Score
1) Provincially significant 100
2) Regionally significant
3) z Habitat suitable C :%r_)
4) Habitat not suitable 0

Source of information: ﬁ Efé/

Waterfow| Breeding Score (maximum 100 points) / &

425 MIGRATORY PASSERINE, SHOREBIRD OR RA R

(check highest applicable category)

1) Provincially significant 100
2) Significant in Site Region 50
3) Significant in Site District 1

4) Not significant é

Source of information:

Passerine, Shorebird or Raptor Stopover Score (maximum 100 points) ﬁ
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Step d: Proceed to Steps 4 to 7 onlv if Step 3 was not answered.
(Low Marsh: marsh area from the existing water line out to the outer boundary of the wetland)
ow marsh not present (Continue to Step 5)
Low marsh present (Score as follows)
Scoring for Presence of Key Vegetation Groups
Scoring is based on the one most clearly dominant plant species of the dominant form in each Low Marsh
vegetation communiry. Check the appropriate Vegetation Group (see Appendix 16, Table 16-2) for each Low Marsh

community. Sum the areas of the communities assigned to each Vegetation Group and multiply by the appropriate
size factor from Table 3.

Vegetation Vegetation Present Total | Area | Score || Final

Group Number| Group Name as a Area | Factor IScore
Dominant | (ha) i(area

Form (see factor

(check) [Table S) ix score)

1 Tallgrass 6 pts

2 Shortgrass-Sedge 11

3 M Cattail-Bulrush-Burreed v 2.7 |5 [|R3/.

4 Armmowhead-Pickerelweed 5

5 Duckweed 2

] Smanweed- Waterwillow 6

7 Waterily-Lotus 11 :

8 Waterweed-Watercress 9

9 Ribbongrass 10

10 Coontail-Naiad-Watermilfoil 13 -

1 Narrowleaf Pondweed . 5

12 Broadleaf Pondweed > 8
Total Score (maximum 75 points) | 23/

Step 5: (High Marsh: area from the water line to the inland boundary of marsh wetland type. This is essentially
what is commonly referred to as a wet meadow, in that there is insufficient standing water to provide fisheries
habitat except during flood or high water conditions.)

/ High marsh not present (Continue to Step 6)
High marsh present (Score as follows)

31l
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S

4.2.6.2 Migration and Staging Habitac

Step 1:
1) ___ Staging or Migraton Habitat:is not present in the wedand (Score = o
2) ___ Staging or Migradon Habitat is present in the wedand, significancs of the habitar is known (Go © Step

2)

3y & suging or Migration Habitat is present in the wetland, significance of the habicat is not known (Go ©
Step 3).

NOTE: Only one of Step 2 or Step 3 is to be scored.

Step 2:  Select the highest appropriate category below, anach documentaton:

Score
1) ___ Significant in Site Region 25 points
2) ___ Significant in Site District ]
3) ___ Locally Significant 10
4) L/ Fish staging and/or migration habirat
present, but not as above @

Score for Fish Migration and Staging Habitat (maximum score 2£ points) S-

Step 3: Select the highest appropriate category below based on presence of the designated site rype (does not have
10 be dominant). Ses Section 1.1.3. Note name of rver for 2) and 3).

‘\

1) ___ Wedand is riverine ar rivermouthn or lacustrine ar rivermouth gsco;m
2) ___ Wedand is dverine, within 0.75 km of rivermouth 15
3) ___ Wedand is lacustrine, within 0.75 km of ri\'elmcfl-m 10
4) _’/Fish. staging and/or migration habitat
present, but not as above @

Score for Staging and Migration Habitat (maximum score 25 points) {2
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43 E YSTEM AGE

(Fractional ‘Area = area of wetland/total wetland area)

Fractional Scoring
Area
Bog 2 x25= 0
Fen, treed 10 open on deep soils,
floating mats or marl O x0=_06
Fen, on limestone rock ZZ__xS:
Swamp . 63 x 3=_1-9
Marsh ©.37 x 0=__O2
/-9 =
stem Score (maximum 25 points)
4.4 GREAT LAKES COASTAL WETLANDS
Score for coastal (see text for defini ‘wetlands only
Choose one only
___ wetland <10 ha = 10 points
_ wetland 10 - =25
. =50
= =75

Great Lakes Coastal Wetlands Score (maximum 75 points) Q
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5.0 EXTRA INFORMATION

5.1 PURPLE LOOSESTRIFE

— Absent/Not seen

/ Present (2) One location in wetland
Two to many locations

Abundance code
@®) (1) < 20 stems
(2) 20-99 stems
(3) 100-999 stems
(4) >1000 stems

5.2 SEASONALLY FLOODED AREAS

Check one or more

Ephemeral (less than 2 weeks)
Temporal (2 weeks to 1 month)
Seasonal (1 to 3 months)
Semi-permanent (>3 months)

No scasonal flooding

5.3 SP ES OF SPE L SIGNIFICANCE
531 Osprey

Present and nesting e
Known to have nested in last 5 yr

Feeding area for osprey ~
Not as above )

5.32 Common Loon

Nesting in wetland
Feeding at edge of wetland
Observed or heard on lake or

river adjoining the wetland
Not as above
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