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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Patuxent River Naval Air Station (PRNAS) is located in the Patuxent River watershed,
with extensive shoreline coverage along the Chesapeake Bay. It is near the town of
Lexington Park, Maryland, approximately 70 miles southeast of Washington D.C.
PRNAS is an active naval research, development, test and evaluation, engineering, and
fleet support center for air platforms. In 1995, PRNAS was the fastest growing military
base in the nation. At present, there are approximately 15,000 support personnel

employed at PRNAS.

Construction of new buildings at the PRNAS has increased the impervious surface areas
(such as new roads, rooftops, walkways, and parking lots) resulting in higher surface
water runoff volumes entering streams during precipitation events. The use of
stormwater best management practices is intended to control this runoff. If the
stormwater is not effectively managed, the increase in surface water runoff results in
flashy, high stream flows, impacting the fluvial geomorphologic and biologic
components of the receiving streams.

In 1997, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) and PRNAS signed a Cooperative
Agreement to conduct stream and riparian habitat restoration projects. Specifically, the
Service and PRNAS would conduct watershed level stream assessments, identify sources
of stormwater runoff which degrade stream and riparian habitats, target and prioritize
stream reaches and riparian areas for restoration or protection, and design and implement
stream and riparian restoration projects in high priority reaches. The Service selected the
West Cuddihy watershed as the pilot for testing watershed-level assessment protocols
because the watershed represented a variety of stream and riparian habitat conditions

existing at PRNAS.

The West Cuddihy watershed has a drainage area of 188 acres with one mile of mainstem
channel draining directly to the Patuxent River. The watershed is relatively long with
steep slopes, deep V-shaped ravines and narrow, and shallow gradient floodplains. The
upper half of the watershed above Buse Road is primarily residential and commercial
with some forest areas. The lower half of the watershed is mostly forest with two major
power-line crossings, an old clear-cut area, and a small portion of a residential area.

Methodology

The Service surveyed twenty-four reaches in the watershed and identified but did not
survey six other reaches. The Service collected quantitative and descriptive data to
characterize stream condition, classify reaches using the Rosgen classification system,
and assess stream stability. The Service initially surveyed the watershed in 1997. In
2000, the Service resurveyed one monumented cross-section per reach to validate

estimates of stream stability.
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The Service analyzed stream sensitivity based on the management interpretations of
various Rosgen stream types presented in Rosgen (1996). The stream sensitivity analysis
evaluated such parameters as sensitivity to disturbance, recovery potential, and sediment
supply. The Service compiled the data into one table for qualitative evaluation of
restoration priority for each reach. The Service also identified significant site-specific
problem areas and potential stormwater retrofit and conversion opportunities based on

field conditions.
Report Findings

Existing Conditions:

The Service identified nine general Rosgen stream types in the watershed. The overall
condition of the streams within the watershed varies. Both natural processes and human
activities have and continue to influence the evolution and condition of streams. Beaver
activity, debris jams, vegetation density, storm events, mass wasting, vegetation clearing,
housing and commercial developments, permanent and temporary road crossings, and
stormwater management facilities have resulted in varying spatial and temporal stream
impacts. These activities combined with the flashy flow regime and sensitivity of the
streams have resulted in an overall stream system that is continually adjusting at variable
rates. The stream types that are less sensitive to disturbance (approximately 50 to 70
percent) are generally stable and adjusting at a naturally occurring rate while those
streams more sensitive to disturbance (approximately 30 to 40 percent) are unstable and
adjusting at rate too rapid to sustain biological resources.

The Service’s Contaminants Branch conducted a rapid bioassessment of the West
Cuddihy watershed. They assessed 3 sites within the watershed: 1) WCA, located in the
upper one-third of watershed, 2) WCB, located in the middle one-third of the watershed,
and 3) WCC, located in the lower one-third of the watershed. The results of their
assessment indicated that the overall bioassessment scores, based on percent
comparability to a reference, were highest at WCA, which were assessed as non-impaired

and the other two sites were only slightly impaired.

Problem Identification and Restoration Priority Rating:

A restoration priority rating of high, moderate and low was used to rate stream reaches
relative to one another. The reach rating was based on specific criteria used to best
indicate whether or not a stream was stable and if unstable, the relative severity of
instability. Five reaches were rated as high priority, seven reaches were rated as- -
moderate priority, and twelve reaches were rated as low priority. Reaches 5 and 6 were
rated as high priority because both reaches are significantly incised and severely
degrading as a result of a significant head cut. Reach 14 was also rated high priority as a
result of the major head cut at the upstream end of the reach. The majority of the reach is

stable however, with some minor aggradation.



The entire upper right tributary, Reaches 18 through 21, is an area of high concern even
though only two reaches, Reaches 19 and 21, were rated as high priority. Currently
Reaches 19 and 21, and the two unsurveyed reaches are severely degrading and comprise
nearly 80 percent of the entire tributary. If these reaches are not restored, their
degradation effects will ultimately impact the stable reaches.

The majority of reaches with a moderate priority rating received this rating due to
localized instability problems. Localized instability problems primarily include eroding
banks, aggradation from debris jams, and braided areas. These areas were considered
moderate priority since the impacts only affect a small area, the rate of adjustment is not
as rapid as the high priority reaches, and the potential for recovery for most the areas is

fair to good.

Seven significant site-specific problem areas where identified within the watershed. Four
of the problem areas are head cuts on Reaches C2, 5, 14, and the unsurveyed reach
between Reach 21 and the confluence with the mainstem. The other three site-specific
problem areas include: the hill slope failure adjacent to Reach 18; the erosion occurring
adjacent to Reach 15 as a result of runoff from West Cuddihy Road; and the stormwater

runoff from the Navy exchange complex.

Report Recommendations

Three categories of recommends are suggested: 1) best management practices; 2) typical
stream restoration solutions; and 3) future use of assessment protocols.

Best Management Practices:

The primary best management practice for the West Cuddihy watershed is to minimize
land use changes. The stream systems within the watershed are highly sensitive to
change and disturbance. The watershed already has eleven percent impervious surface
areas and research indicates that streams can begin to destabilize with an increase of just
five to ten percent impervious surface areas (Booth and Rienalt, 1993; Galli, 1994;
Schueker and Claytor, 1997). Therefore, activities such as vegetation clearing, building
and road development, and earth moving should be limited.

Typical Stream Restoration Solutions:

Examples of restoration solutions are categorized into two groups: 1) site-specific
restoration structures and 2) reach reconfiguration solutions. The site-specific restoration
group is further categorized into three sub-groups: 1) grade control, 2) bank stabilization,
and 3) fish habitat structures. Grade control structures are used to prevent streams from
down-cutting and forming head cuts. Bank stabilization structures are used to prevent
streambanks from rapidly adjusting. Channel reconfiguration is used for reaches that
have pattern instability and require channel dimension, profile and geometry restoration.



The use of these solutions however cannot be implemented until a detailed stream
restoration design is completed. The detailed stream restoration design is required to
determine the type, location and size of restoration structures. Restoration structures are
merely tools to implement the restoration design. Installation of restoration structures
based on the level of data collected as part of this study is premature and would affect the

success of any restoration attempts.

Future Use of Assessment Protocols:

Two protocols are assessed in this report: 1) a detailed watershed assessment and 2) a
rapid watershed assessment. The FWS has developed these protocols with specific
application purposes. The detailed watershed assessment protocol is used to develop a
detailed PRNAS stream conditions database. The FWS and PRNAS environmental staff
will use the database to identify and prioritize problem areas, conducted trend analyses,
document baseline conditions, predict potential impacts of proposed PRNAS
development projects, and conduct environmental assessments of and suggest
recommendations on PRNAS activities. The database will also be used to calibrate FWS
and PRNAS staff for the use of the rapid watershed assessment protocol. The rapid
assessment protocol is used only to identify and prioritize problems areas within a
watershed based on qualitative and semi-quantitative data. The data collected from the
rapid assessment protocol can be used for preliminary environmental analyses.

Detailed Watershed Assessment - The detailed watershed assessment protocol requires
data on channel dimensions, profile, pattern, bank erodability, and substrate. The FWS
and PRNAS used this study to test the effectiveness of the detailed watershed assessment
protocol for PRNAS watersheds. The FWS determined the protocol to be effective and
efficient in identifying and prioritizing problem areas based on its application in the West
Cuddihy watershed. However, three other components should be added to the protocol
that would refine the identification and prioritization of problem areas.

The first component is a geomorphic map of each reach surveyed. A geomorphic map is
used to show the current condition, in detail, of geomorphic features in the stream and
adjacent flood plain. The map also assists in the evaluation of current stream condition
and stream potential. The second component is recording the length and height of all
eroding banks. Additionally a Bank Erodability Hazardous Index (Rosgen, 1996) rating
should be done for each of the eroding banks. This detailed quantified bank erosion
information will allow each bank to be ranked relative to one another. The last
component is critical shear stress calculations. Critical shear stress calculations can be
used to estimate whether a stream is aggrading, degrading, or stable. This component is
more critical to conduct if there is not time to resurvey monumented cross sections over a

period of time.

Rapid Watershed Assessment Protocol - The rapid watershed assessment protocol
involves walking the entire stream system within a watershed to identify reach types and
problem areas. It was developed based on the database of stream conditions collected
from the West Cuddihy detailed watershed assessment. A standardize field data sheet is

vi



completed for each reach type identified. The field data sheet records four categories of
information: 1) hill slope characteristics; 2) hydrologic characteristics; 3) riparian
characteristics; and 4) stream channel characteristics. The restoration priority rating
analysis is the same analysis used for the detailed watershed assessment with some minor
changes. The near-bank stress criteria is not included since surveyed cross-sections are
not part of the rapid watershed assessment. The bank erodability, channel entrenchment,

and incision criteria are qualitatively rated.

The rapid watershed assessment protocol requires field testing before it is applied to the
remaining PRNAS watersheds. Additionally, the West Cuddihy stream conditions
database must be compared to other stream conditions existing within PRNAS to confirm

that the database is representative of the entire PRNAS.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Purpose

The purposes of the West Cuddihy watershed assessment are to: 1) characterize physical
conditions of stream habitat, 2) identify sources of stormwater runoff that contribute to
the degradation of stream and riparian habitats, and 3) target and prioritize stream reaches
and riparian areas for restoration. This assessment and report are a pilot study and are
recommended as a standard protocol to assess other watersheds within the Patuxent River
Naval Air Station (PRNAS). Additionally, a rapid watershed assessment protocol is
included to identify and prioritize problem areas more rapidly. The U. S. Fish and
Wildlife Service — Stream Restoration Branch (FWS) developed the rapid protocol based
on the detailed stream conditions database produced from the detailed watershed
assessment pilot study. Additional detailed watershed assessments of typical watershed
types within the Patuxent Naval Air Station may be required to produce a complete
stream conditions database that represents all stream conditions on the PRNAS. The
need for additional detailed watershed assessments will be depended upon how well
stream conditions of the West Cuddihy represent stream conditions on the remainder of
the PRNAS.

1.2 Study Area

The study area is a small watershed located on the PRNAS in St. Mary’s County,
Maryland adjacent to the Patuxent River (Figure 1). The West Cuddihy watershed has a
drainage area of 188 acres with approximately one mile of mainstem channel draining
directly to the Patuxent River. The watershed is relatively long with steep slopes, deep
V-shaped ravines and narrow, and low gradient floodplains. The upper half of the
watershed above Buse Road is primarily residential and commercial with some forested
areas. The lower half of the watershed is mostly forested with two major power line
crossings, evidence of an old clear cut and a small area of residential development.

1.3 Report Outline

This report contains four main sections: 1) methodology, 2) watershed characterization,
3) problem identification and rating, and 4) report recommendations. The methodology
section describes the field data collection and data analysis protocols. The watershed
characterization section provides a brief historic overview of past land use activities
within the watershed and a description of current stream conditions. The problem
identification and ranking section uses data collected as part of the watershed
characterization section to identify site-specific problems and rank them relative to one
another in terms of problem severity and restoration priority. The report
recommendations section provides broad watershed-level Best Management Practices,
samples of typical site-specific stream restoration methods, discussion of the pilot study
assessment protocol, and a rapid watershed assessment protocol for PRNAS.
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2.0 METHODOLOGY

2.1 Pilot Watershed Selection

The FWS and resource staff from the PRNAS conducted a preliminary assessment of all
watersheds to identify the variety of stream types and conditions existing on the PRNAS.
FWS and PRNAS staff walked each watershed to obtain qualitative descriptions of
stream and riparian habitat conditions. The qualitative descriptions were based on visual
observations and focused on Rosgen stream types, bed and bank stability, stream and
riparian habitat diversity, current and future land use activities, and stormwater
management practices. Upon completion of the assessment, the FWS and the PRNAS
staff selected the West Cuddihy watershed for the pilot study based on the wide range of
stream types and conditions existing within the basin. Preliminary observations,
indicated the presence of both stable and unstable reaches (e.g., aggrading and
degrading), ten different Rosgen stream types, two stormwater management areas, and a

good mix of land use activities.

2.2 Field Data Collection

The FWS divided the stream systems within the watershed into 30 different
morphological homogenous reaches to organize the collection of field data. All reaches
had both quantitative and qualitative field data collected to characterize stream condition
and to assess stream stability. Quantitative field data collected included channel width,
depth, entrenchment, slope, sinuosity, substrate particle distribution (reach average and
riffle), and bank condition. Monumented classification riffle and erosion cross-sections,
longitudinal profile, bank erodibility hazardous index rating, and reach average and riffle
pebble counts. The qualitative field data included observations of bed stability, sediment
supply, and vegetation composition. The FWS initially collected field data in 1997, and
in 2000, one monumented cross-section per reach was resurveyed by FWS to validate

estimates of stream stability.

Field data collected for each reach were used to classify the stream according to the
Rosgen Stream Classification system (Rosgen, 1996). The Rosgen Stream Classification
system uses specific bankfull channel characteristics such as width, depth, cross sectional
area, entrenchment, sinuosity, water surface slope, and substrate composition to
categorize streams into set groups which share similar fluvial geomorphic relationships.
The classification system assigns a letter and number value to classify stream types based
on the bankfull channel characteristics. The letter value is based on width, depth, cross
sectional area, entrenchment, sinuosity, and water surface slope and the number value is
based on the substrate composition. The Rosgen Classification system is in Appendix F.

In each reach, monumented cross sections were surveyed at a visually representative
classification site and at selected locations with eroding streambanks. The FWS modified
the Rosgen Stream Classification system to address transition reaches and bi-modal
pebble counts based on personal communications with Dave Rosgen. Transition reaches
are reaches that are currently adjusting and do not fully meet all the classification criteria



for a specific Rosgen stream type. The modifications list the two Rosgen stream types
which represent the transition reach with an arrow between the two Rosgen stream types
to show the direction of adjustment. For example, a Rosgen stream type of G4¢-A4
would indicate that the reach was a Rosgen stream type A4 that is now degrading to a
Rosgen stream type G4. A Rosgen stream type of C4 —p. E4 would indicate that the
reach is recovering from a Rosgen stream type C4 to a Rosgen stream type E4. The
direction of the arrow indicates the status of a stream in its evolutionary trend. If the
arrow is pointing to the left, then the stream is degrading. If the arrow is pointing the

right, then the stream is recovering.

A bi-modal pebble count was modified by showing both dominant substrate particle
sizes, based on frequency distribution, in the Rosgen stream type classification. For
example, a Rosgen stream type C4/5 would indicate that the reach D50 (most dominate
particle size in the substrate) is sand (5) but was originally gravel (4). This modification
is primarily used in streams that are aggrading and would result in the original substrate

being covered with finer particles.

The FWS initially decided to use the Pfankuch (1978) assessment protocol to evaluate
stream stability and physical habitat conditions. The Pfankuch assessment is a rapid
assessment procedure designed to evaluate stream stability in the western United States.
Following use of the Pfankuch assessment for seven reaches within the West Cuddihy
watershed, the FWS determined that the intrinsic differences in stream characteristics
between the PRNAS coastal streams and the western United States streams precluded it’s
use. The FWS was still able to evaluate channel stability through interpretations of
Rosgen stream type and bank erodibility indexes, since both provide assessment
information about the same processes as the Pfankuch Protocol. The monumented cross-
sections resurveyed in 2000 were used by the FWS to verify estimates of channel

stability.

The FWS - Stream Restoration Branch was also to conduct an integrated physical and
biological stream assessment of the watershed, but due to staff and budget reductions, the
FWS was unable to conduct the biological assessment. The Contaminants Branch of the
FWS, however did receive funding to conduct a current biotic and water quality
assessment of four watersheds on PRNAS, one of which included the West Cuddihy.

The results from the Stream Restoration Branch’s physical stream assessment and the
Contaminants Branch’s biological assessment of the West Cuddihy watershed will be
integrated into a separate summary report, providing PRNAS with an example of the type
of information produced from an intensive assessment. Upon review of the summary
report by PRNAS, the Stream Restoration Branch could-conduct the rapid watershed
assessment of the other three watersheds assessed by the Contaminants Branch to provide
integrated physical and biological assessments for these three watersheds as well.

2.3 Data Analysis

The FWS analyzed the data to identify and rate stream stability problems. Field data
from cross-sections, longitudinal profiles and pebble counts were plotted on Excel



spreadsheets to generate a quantitative description of stream morphology. Such data
included channel bankfull width, depth, cross-sectional area and estimated discharge,
width to depth ratio, entrenchment, and incision; water surface slope; substrate particle
distribution, near-bank stress, and bank erodability score. Bankfull is defined as the
stream flow associated with the flow that moves the majority of the sediment most of the
time and maintains the channel’s dimension, profile, and pattern. Entrenchment is
defined as the vertical containment of a stream and the degree to which it is incised in the
valley floor. Incision is defined as the ratio of the bankfull height to the top of bank
height. Particle substrate distribution is the quantitative description of channel bottom
material sizes. The near-bank stress is defined as the stress place on the lower, outside _
‘bank of a meander bend caused by flows. The bank erodability score is based on a
quantitative measurement of bank angle, height, soil composition, armament, and

bankfull height to top of bank height.

Bankfull discharge was estimated by multiplying bankfull cross sectional area and
velocity. Velocity was calculated by using Manning’s equation. The roughness
coefficient in Manning’s equation was calculated by using the Manning’s roughness
coefficient ‘n’ versus Friction Factor (u/u*) plot developed by Rosgen (1994). The
friction factor (u/u*) was calculated by using the Relative Roughness (d/D84) versus
Friction Factor (u/u*) plot developed by Leopold, Wolman, and Miller (1964).

The FWS then conducted a stream sensitivity analysis based on the management
interpretations of various stream types as presented in Rosgen (1996). The stream
sensitivity analysis evaluated such parameters as sensitivity to disturbance, recovery
potential, and sediment supply. The recovery potential relates to the stream’s ability to
recovery on its own once the disturbance is removed. The FWS compiled all of these
data into one table to conduct a qualitative evaluation of restoration priority for each

reach relative to one another.

The FWS also identified significant site-specific problem areas and potential stormwater
retrofit and conversion opportunities. FWS identified the significant site-specific
problem areas during the field data collection, based on the current and potential impacts
resulting from the problem areas. Likewise, stormwater retrofit and conversion
opportunities were identified by the FWS based on the condition of stream reaches
directly downstream of stormwater runoff sources.

3.0 WATERSHED CHARACTERIZATTION
3.1 Historic Overview

The PRNAS is an active naval research, development, test and evaluation, engineering,
and fleet support center for air platforms. Established in 1942, PRNAS was created to
centralize air testing facilities established prior to World War II. During the 1950’s the
station developed jet aircraft and improved conventional weapons. The U.S. Naval Pilot
Training School (TSP) was also established at the station during this time frame. In the
1960’s, ordnance testing, as well as other programs, at the station were escalated as the



Vietnam conflict intensified. In 1975, PRNAS became the Navy’s principle site for
development testing. The station continued to grow throughout the 1980’s and under the
military’s base realignment and closure program, a large number of personnel and
programs have been relocated to the PRNAS in the 1990’s.

Since the establishment of the PRNAS several land use activities have occurred in the
West Cuddihy watershed which has and continues to influence stream geomorphology.
When the PRNAS was established, West Chuddihy watershed was completely forested
with the exception of one railroad bisecting the middle of the watershed in an east-west
direction. The first land use change occurred in the 1970’s when an on-base housing
development was constructed at the headwaters of the watershed. During the 1980’°s
there were two vegetation clearings. In 1983/84, approximately 10 acres of timber was
harvested in the lower northeast portion of the watershed. In 1985, two power lines and
associated vegetation clearing transected the watershed in an east-west direction. Also in
the late 1980’s another on-base housing development was constructed in the extreme
lower northwest portion of the watershed. In 1993 the Navy Commissary Complex was
constructed directly adjacent to the housing development constructed in the 1970°s. And
in 1994 a new gate entrance into the PRNAS was constructed over the old rail road bed.

All of these development activities comprise 41 percent of the watershed and have
resulted in 11 percent impervious surfaces within the watershed. The effect of such a
large impervious surface coverage significantly influences the watershed’s stream
geomorphology. Details of these effects are presented later in the report. However,
increases of impervious surfaces result in increases of stormwater runoff and thus a new
flow regime of larger, flashy flows within stream systems. The shape and pattern of a
stream is developed and maintained by the amount of water flowing within its channel.
With a larger, flashy flow, a stream must adjust its shape and pattern to accommodate the
new flow regime. And with these rapid changes in land use activities, the streams will
also rapidly adjust. Streams are typically unstable during rapid adjustment periods,
which has occurred and is currently occurring to the stream systems within the West

Cuddihy watershed.

3.2 Physical Setting

3.2.1 Geology

The most upper layer of the geology within the watershed consists of four primary
formations: 1) Upland Gravel (upper pliocene), 2) Omar Formation, Estuarine Facies
(upper pleistocene), 3) Holocene Deposits Undivided, and 4) Yorktown Formation (lower
to upper pliocene) (Figure 2). The rise and fall of sea level over the centuries greatly
influenced all three geological formations, and as a result, both fluvial and marine
processes formed the current geology. The Upland Gravel extends from the upper part of
the project watershed to its middle and the Omar Formation starts from this point and
continues to the bottom of the watershed. The Holocene Deposits and Yorktown

Formations are adjacent to the stream.






The upper layer of the Upland Gravel formation has two distinct layers: a medium gravel
(10-20 feet thick) layer underlain by muddy coarse sand (15 to 20 feet thick). Underlying

these two layers are three depositional layers: the estuary shore and transgressive layers
of fine gravel, an estuary center layer of muddy sand, and a regressive, prograding fluvial
layer of medium to coarse gravel. The Omar formation is predominantly sandy clay to
clayey sand. The Holocene Deposits are unconsolidated deposits of poorly sorted sand
and gravel to poorly sorted to well sorted sand, silt, and clay. The Yorktown Formations
are a thin, dark green to black, sparsely fossiliferous, fine-grained, glauconitic sand,
present between elevations of 40 to 60 feet.

3.2.2 Soils

The St. Mary’s County, Maryland Soil Survey (U.S. Department of Agriculture - Soil
Conservation Service, 1978) has mapped the project watershed within the Matapeake-
Mattapex-Sassafras soil association. However, the soils and the steep V-shaped ravines
within the project watershed are more characteristic of the Beltsville-Croom-Evesboro
soil association. Soil surveys commonly have inclusions that allow for exceptions to its
broad characterizations of soil associations and groups, as is the case in the project
watershed. Figure 3 displays the soil types of the watershed.

The Beltsville soils within the project watershed are silty, very acidic, moderately well
drained, moderately sloped and located in upland areas and hill slopes. There is a hard,
dense fragipan in the lower part of the subsoil (approximately 22 —28” below ground)
which prevents root growth and downward movement of water. The water table is
typically perched within a depth of one-half to two and one-half feet. The soil is

moderately erodable and water runs off readily.

The Croom soils are gravelly sand loam, well drained, steeply sloped and located in
uplands. The soils were formed on old fluvial deposits of gravel containing sand and
clay. There is a thin soil layer underlain by a hard, compacted or cemented subsoil
consisting of a gravelly sand clay loam. The soil is droughty and has a shallow root zone.
Erosion can be severe if vegetation is cleared or the soil is disturbed, ultimately leading to
the formation of gullies. There are some Chillum soils within the project watershed
which have very similar characteristics of Croom soils except they are generally located
on ridge tops and were formed as silt or sand deposits over dense gravelly material.

The Evesboro soils are sandy, excessively drained, steeply sloped, very deep (5°) and
have been cut by many deep V-shaped ravines in upland areas. They were formed in old
marine deposits of sand that have been worked or partially reworked by wind and water.
Their permeability is rapid and erosion is moderate to severe.

There is also an area of Alluvial soils that formed from materials recently washed from
uplands and deposited in a narrow, low gradient floodplain area within the project

watershed.






3.2.3 Land Use

Three general types of land use exist within the West Cuddihy watershed: forested,
urbanized, and wetlands (Figure 4).

Accounting for 52% (115 of 223 acres) of the total landscape, forested areas constitute
the largest portion of the watershed. Forested land types are identified as upland areas
characterized by native pioneer, succession, or climax vegetation species and are found in

contiguous tracts throughout the watershed.

Residential, commercial and industrial developments account for 41% (92 acres) of the
watershed’s landscape. These developed landscapes may be further categorized as urban
or maintained land uses. Urban land uses, which include residential communities,
commercial establishments, and roadway networks, comprise the greatest proportion of
the developed landscape. These areas are typically characterized by expansive tracts of
impervious surfaces and are located along headwater reaches (Figure 6). Two roadway
crossings also culvert over portions of the stream and divide the watershed: Buse Road
(located about mid-way down the basin) and Davis Road (located at the bottom of the
basin). Maintained land uses in the watershed are generally associated with powerline
right of ways and characterized by a dominant scrub/shrub vegetation layer. Several
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