
Whose Camera Used ___________________ Photo# Photo Caption

Photo# Photo Caption

Site Condition (amount of water present, grazing impacts, status of infrastructure)

Spring Name____________________________  Springs Online ID#________________  1Spring Type Primary______________ Secondary________________

Page _______ of _______  OBS ________________

Date_________________   Begin Time___________   End Time_________

Project___________________  Protocol:  Lev. 1 /  Other ________________

Surveyors____________________________________________________
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Weather ___ Recent rain
___ No current/ recent precip. ___ Snow on ground
___ Rain during survey ___ Snow/ hail/ sleet during survey
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Most suitable method for measuring flow?

Volumetric /   Weir /   Flume /  Other

Country_____ State______ County__________________ 2Sensitivity_____

Land Unit_____________ Land Unit Detail___________________________

Georef Source: GPS /  Map   Device___________________   Datum_______

UTM Zone________   Easting_______________   Northing______________

Latitude_______________   Longitude________________  Elev_____ ft /  m

EPE_______ ft or m   Comment___________________________________

Site Description      Seepage/ flow emerges from…

Access Directions
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Spring Name______________________________________  Date_______________  Page _______ of _______  OBS ________________

Aquifer/ Groundwater Cond Risk
Spring dewatered (Y/N)
Aquifer functionality
Spring discharge
Flow naturalness
Flow persistence
Groundwater quality
Algal and periphyton cover

SE
AP

Additional Site Description Notes: Additional Site Condition Notes:

Human Influence Cond Risk
Surface water quality
Flow regulation
Road/ trail/ railroad
Fencing
Construction
Herbivory
Recreational
Adjacent conditions
Fire influence

Geomorphology Cond Risk
Site obliterated (Y/N)
Geomorphic functionality
Runout channel geometry
Soil integrity
Geomorphic diversity
Natural physical disturbance

Habitat Cond Risk
Isolation
Habitat patch size
Microhabitat quality
Native plant ecological role
Trophic dynamics

Administrative Context Cond Risk
Information quality/ quantity
Cultural significance
Historical significance
Recreational significance
Economic value
Conformance to mgmt. plan
Scientific/ educational value
Environmental compliance
Legal status

Biotic Integrity Cond Risk
Native plant richness/ diversity
Native faunal diversity
Sensitive plant richness
Sensitive faunal richness
Nonnative plant rarity
Nonnative faunal rarity
Native plant demography
Native faunal demography

Condition: Rank 0 to 6
0 Obliterated
1 Very Poor
2 Poor
3 Moderate
4 Good
5 Very Good
6 Pristine

Risk: Rank 0 to 6
0 No risk to site
1 Negligible risk to site
2 Low risk to site
3 Moderate risk to site
4 Serious risk to site
5 Very great risk to site
6 Extreme risk to site

See the SEAP Scoring 
Criteria for more details 
about each category

Number of Blank Condition Scores   ____ of 34
Number of Blank Risk Scores   ____ of 34

Management Recommendations:
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