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INTRODUCTION TO APPENDIX L 
 
Appendix L provides the rehabilitation priority for each riparian reach in Subwatersheds 
16 and 18 (see Figure 1, Table 1).  The information that is provided for each reach, or 
part reach, requiring rehabilitation includes: 
 

Reach number.  The reach was defined by stream order, and where one order 
intersects another, seen in Figure 1. 
 
Rehabilitation priority.  A summary measure reflecting the importance of the 
corridor, based on the significance of the patches it is connecting, and the current 
condition of the corridor.  For example, a corridor connecting two high priority 
patches that is in poor condition would be considered high priority for restoration 
 
Land use within corridor.  Based on the existing land use that was mapped for the 
two subwatersheds for the Phase I Report. 
 
Area of land use within reach in square metres.  The amount of existing land use 
within the 100 metre corridor or the given reach. Land use refers to anthropogenic 
land uses such as agriculture, urban, residential, etc.  Areas with a low land use 
values have a lot of natural area. 
 
Total corridor area by reach in square metres.  This the length of the corridor for 
the given reach multiplied by the width of the corridor. 
 
Percent of total area in land use.  The area of existing land use in the corridor 
divided by the total corridor area, multiplied by 100. 
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Table 1:  Summary of Areas for Rehabilitation by Reach Within Each 
Subwatershed 

R
ea

ch
 #

 

Su
bw

at
er

sh
ed

 
N

um
be

r
 

R
eh

ab
ili

ta
tio

n 
Pr

io
ri

ty
 

   
L

an
d 

U
se

 w
ith

in
 

C
or

ri
do

r 

 
A

re
a 

of
 L

an
d 

U
se

 
w

ith
in

 R
ea

ch
  

(s
q.

 m
.) 

 
T

ot
al

 C
or

ri
do

r 
A

re
a 

by
 R

ea
ch

 
(s

q.
 m

.) 

Pe
rc

en
t o

f T
ot

al
 

A
re

a 
in

 L
an

d 
U

se
 

(x
10

0)
 

4 18 Moderate Intensive agriculture 80,992.01 96,556.52 83.88%
8 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 134.18 18,943.80 0.71%
9 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 1,613.33 72,510.48 2.22%

11 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 1,078.86 21,713.23 4.97%
15 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 20,163.98 95,829.66 21.04%
15 16 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 465.78 95,829.66 0.49%
16 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 33,485.68 98,568.98 33.97%
17 16 Low Intensive agriculture 12,251.26 12,894.63 95.01%
18 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 11,097.72 19,188.57 57.84%
19 16 Low Intensive agriculture 76,893.87 82,834.44 92.83%
20 16 Low Intensive agriculture 27,587.45 27,587.45 100.00%
21 18 Low Intensive agriculture 13,254.23 30,663.49 43.22%
23 18 Moderate Urban 2,267.14 10,319.14 21.97%
24 16 High Manicured open space 6,914.91 67,357.53 10.27%
24 16 High Non-intensive agriculture 8,346.27 67,357.53 12.39%
26 16 High Non-intensive agriculture 15,497.25 50,199.71 30.87%
27 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 3,536.49 14,272.67 24.78%
27 16 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 10,734.61 14,272.67 75.21%
28 16 Low Non-intensive agriculture 36,367.26 43,877.93 82.88%
29 16 High Intensive agriculture 4.05 21,086.77 0.02%
29 16 High Non-intensive agriculture 12,098.43 21,086.77 57.37%
30 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 1,491.46 7,506.79 19.87%
31 16 Low Intensive agriculture 44,492.58 44,492.58 100.00%
34 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 1,380.57 37,481.99 3.68%
34 16 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 23,579.72 37,481.99 62.91%
35 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 15,062.61 18,724.26 80.44%
36 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 290.55 12,235.26 2.37%
38 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 2,678.20 6,184.47 43.31%
40 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 842.29 71,448.13 1.18%
42 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 11.12 57,146.99 0.02%
44 16 Low Intensive agriculture 2,645.92 11,258.19 23.50%
44 16 Low Non-intensive agriculture 4,913.76 11,258.19 43.65%
45 16 Low Intensive agriculture 9,978.80 19,876.30 50.20%
46 16 Low Intensive agriculture 12,989.54 21,906.90 59.29%
48 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 13,171.40 197,675.38 6.66%
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49 16 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 1,006.48 10,175.23 9.89%
50 16 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 21,339.38 26,450.62 80.68%
51 16 Low Non-intensive agriculture 17,315.66 17,345.79 99.83%
52 16 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 12,256.10 12,361.55 99.15%
53 16 High Non-intensive agriculture 27,726.00 112,471.03 24.65%
54 16 High Intensive agriculture 25,749.29 63,746.55 40.39%
54 16 High Non-intensive agriculture 1,049.93 63,746.55 1.65%
55 16 High Intensive agriculture 61,829.85 72,586.75 85.18%
57 16 High Intensive agriculture 12,268.46 60,354.56 20.33%
57 16 High Non-intensive agriculture 6,905.76 60,354.56 11.44%
58 16 High Intensive agriculture 181.45 19,214.51 0.94%
61 16 High Intensive agriculture 155.20 29,429.34 0.53%
62 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 127,751.45 137,455.86 92.94%
62 16 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 830.21 137,455.86 0.60%
63 16 Low Intensive agriculture 21,883.81 21,883.81 100.00%
64 16 Low Intensive agriculture 15,878.07 37,563.15 42.27%
64 16 Low Non-intensive agriculture 13,208.96 37,563.15 35.16%
65 16 Low Active aggregate 45,224.69 171,398.25 26.39%
65 16 Low Intensive agriculture 34,348.77 171,398.25 20.04%
65 16 Low Urban 89,686.45 171,398.25 52.33%
66 16 Low Intensive agriculture 695.31 13,526.54 5.14%
66 16 Low Non-intensive agriculture 204.42 13,526.54 1.51%
67 16 Low Intensive agriculture 731.18 15,335.37 4.77%
68 16 Low Intensive agriculture 32,261.28 38,362.22 84.10%
69 16 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 12,845.72 52,416.92 24.51%
70 16 Low Intensive agriculture 1,253.44 8,127.01 15.42%
72 18 Low Intensive agriculture 27,072.54 28,795.40 94.02%
73 18 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 11.15 33,707.87 0.03%
75 18 Moderate Inactive aggregate 1,568.23 22,698.76 6.91%
78 18 Moderate Inactive aggregate 3,154.94 4,348.75 72.55%
79 18 Moderate Inactive aggregate 51,640.43 72,425.28 71.30%
82 18 Moderate Intensive agriculture 10,481.43 40,552.41 25.85%
82 18 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 1,632.96 40,552.41 4.03%
84 18 Low Intensive agriculture 8,317.73 63,702.96 13.06%
85 18 Low Non-intensive agriculture 63,780.99 94,047.67 67.82%
85 18 Low Urban 1,465.56 94,047.67 1.56%
87 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 15,037.20 386,947.16 3.89%
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87 16 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 66,954.18 386,947.16 17.30%
87 16 Moderate Urban 1,883.35 386,947.16 0.49%
88 16 High Non-intensive agriculture 58,201.43 137,799.91 42.24%
89 16 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 36,512.30 46,663.32 78.25%
90 16 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 13,154.55 19,505.96 67.44%
91 16 High Intensive agriculture 69,111.87 502,209.83 13.76%
91 16 High Non-intensive agriculture 82,530.07 502,209.83 16.43%
91 16 High Urban 10,664.37 502,209.83 2.12%
92 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 13,753.29 47,221.83 29.12%
93 16 Low Intensive agriculture 14,628.22 15,711.63 93.10%
94 16 Low Intensive agriculture 523.34 47,586.10 1.10%
94 16 Low Non-intensive agriculture 6,240.18 47,586.10 13.11%
95 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 46,087.59 385,217.72 11.96%
95 16 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 12,870.97 385,217.72 3.34%
96 16 Low Active aggregate 75,673.09 347,521.46 21.78%
96 16 Low Intensive agriculture 102,746.40 347,521.46 29.57%
98 18 Moderate Inactive aggregate 55,846.33 448,554.77 12.45%
98 18 Moderate Intensive agriculture 128,612.36 448,554.77 28.67%
98 18 Moderate Manicured open space 140,267.89 448,554.77 31.27%

100 18 Low Intensive agriculture 9,763.90 133,806.44 7.30%
100 18 Low Non-intensive agriculture 79,400.50 133,806.44 59.34%
101 18 Low Intensive agriculture 28,416.61 186,725.09 15.22%
101 18 Low Non-intensive agriculture 39,874.26 186,725.09 21.35%
102 18 Low Intensive agriculture 117,930.54 252,342.06 46.73%
103 18 Moderate Intensive agriculture 50,277.94 172,402.23 29.16%
104 18 Moderate Intensive agriculture 107,311.36 328,623.79 32.65%
104 18 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 16,897.96 328,623.79 5.14%
106 18 Low Intensive agriculture 132.88 138,940.26 0.10%
106 18 Low Manicured open space 1,023.89 138,940.26 0.74%
106 18 Low Non-intensive agriculture 3,631.51 138,940.26 2.61%
107 18 High Intensive agriculture 302.66 284,959.47 0.11%
107 18 High Manicured open space 49.33 284,959.47 0.02%
107 18 High Non-intensive agriculture 685.40 284,959.47 0.24%
108 18 High Manicured open space 246,320.73 520,407.41 47.33%
109 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 26,192.65 111,805.02 23.43%
109 16 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 6,707.66 111,805.02 6.00%
110 16 High Non-intensive agriculture 16,631.86 23,949.80 69.44%
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111 16 High Intensive agriculture 70,753.78 460,856.61 15.35%
111 16 High Non-intensive agriculture 60,043.04 460,856.61 13.03%
112 16 High Intensive agriculture 5,708.92 181,883.98 3.14%
113 16 High Intensive agriculture 13,271.05 184,457.75 7.19%
113 16 High Non-intensive agriculture 1,164.74 184,457.75 0.63%
115 18 Moderate Intensive agriculture 64,534.21 219,992.96 29.33%
115 18 Moderate Manicured open space 27,796.63 219,992.96 12.64%
115 18 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 2,111.48 219,992.96 0.96%
117 18 Low Intensive agriculture 14,885.96 89,078.05 16.71%
118 16 Moderate Active aggregate 342,341.15 886,507.17 38.62%
118 16 Moderate Inactive aggregate 9,233.21 886,507.17 1.04%
118 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 106,443.41 886,507.17 12.01%
118 16 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 1,072.13 886,507.17 0.12%
119 16 Low Active aggregate 5.33 219,965.27 0.00%
119 16 Low Intensive agriculture 45,159.00 219,965.27 20.53%
119 16 Low Non-intensive agriculture 46,791.49 219,965.27 21.27%
120 16 Low Inactive aggregate 3,618.71 786,224.22 0.46%
120 16 Low Intensive agriculture 201,943.17 786,224.22 25.69%
120 16 Low Non-intensive agriculture 52,518.94 786,224.22 6.68%
121 18 High Active aggregate 32,102.31 3,547,388.45 0.90%
121 18 High Inactive aggregate 14,689.65 3,547,388.45 0.41%
121 18 High Intensive agriculture 16,536.50 3,547,388.45 0.47%
121 18 High Landfill 16,129.43 3,547,388.45 0.45%
121 18 High Manicured open space 25,948.01 3,547,388.45 0.73%
121 18 High Non-intensive agriculture 78,502.44 3,547,388.45 2.21%
121 18 High Rural development 1,219.37 3,547,388.45 0.03%
121 18 High Urban 45,570.20 3,547,388.45 1.28%
123 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 425,560.76 1,031,990.67 41.24%
123 16 Moderate Non-intensive agriculture 630.77 1,031,990.67 0.06%
124 16 Moderate Inactive aggregate 1,706.39 37,755.68 4.52%
124 16 Moderate Intensive agriculture 3,224.90 37,755.68 8.54%
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