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SEAP

Spring Name

Aquifer/ Groundwater
Spring dewatered (Y/N)
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Cond Risk Habitat Cond Risk Human Influence Cond Risk Administrative Context
I:l Isolation Surface water quality |1 Information quality/ quantity

Aquifer functionality

L 1L |

Habitat patch size

Flow regulation

Cultural significance

Spring discharge

Microhabitat quality

Road/ trail/ railroad

Historical significance

Flow naturalness

Native plant ecological role

Fencing

Recreational significance

Flow persistence

Trophic dynamics

Groundwater quality

Algal and periphyton cover

Geomorphology
Site obliterated (Y/N)

Geomorphic functionality

Runout channel geometry

Soil integrity

Geomorphic diversity

Natural physical disturbance

Biotic Integrity

o LU
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Native plant richness/ diversity

Native faunal diversity

L

Sensitive plant richness

Construction

Herbivory

Conformance to mgmt. plan

Recreational

Scientific/ educational value

Adjacent conditions

Environmental compliance

Fire influence
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Legal status

Sensitive faunal richness

Nonnative plant rarity

Nonnative faunal rarity

Native plant demography

Native faunal demography

HNRNN

Number of Blank Condition Scores of 34

Number of Blank Risk Scores of 34

Management Recommendations:

Condition: Rank 0 to 6

Risk: Rank O to 6

0 Obliterated

0 No risk to site

HNNNNNENE
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See the SEAP Scoring
Criteria for more details
about each category

1 Very Poor 1 Negligible risk to site
2 Poor 2 Low risk to site

3 Moderate 3 Moderate risk to site
4 Good 4 Serious risk to site

5 Very Good 5 Very great risk to site
6 Pristine 6 Extreme risk to site

Additional Site Description Notes:

Additional Site Condition Notes:
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