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Recall, you mapped active channels & fans...
to get the Valley Bottom
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Design Opportunity is defined by gap
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So lets get condition
by splitting valley
bottom into:
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avoid impacts to infrastructure
and current land use.
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How much is in play for restoration?
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But lets do that for a smaller project area:

Coburn Creek Structural Elements
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- = 4 ac. (5%) sy, AC - Active channel
condltlons l 37 ac (45 %) W AF- Active floodplain
Proportion Active 50% B 41ac.(50%) 5 IF-inactive

82 Acres of Coburn Creek Valley Bottom
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Remember Valley Bottom Land Use

N < 1N Valley Bottom Land Use (e.g., roads, bridges, culverts, buildings, diversions)
N - \ Valley bottom and adjacent area (up and downstream) does not contain infrastructure of concern
\ \ Valley bottom or adjacent area (up and downstream) contains some infrastructure, but would not be negafively impacted
A by processes of wood accumulation or beaver dam activity, or consequences of impact would be low
N Valley botiom or adjacent area (up and downstream) contains infrastructure that may be negatively impacted by low-tech
U p p er Fa I | C ree k? \ structure failure and consequences would be unacceptable

Couburn Creek?

Lower Fall Creek?



We asked Pops:
Proportion Active 50%

29 Acres (35%).
Uplift? -?

&

Pops said he'd "be fine with the
riverscape having the 29 acres in
pink” (i.e. his recovery potential)

4 ac. (5%) sy, AC - Active channel

37 ac (45 %)
41 ac. (50%)

" AF-Active floodplain
j IF - Inactive




This follows what he’'s doing now (i.e. fence line)

Channel Change and Floodplain Reconnection
Landowner/manager willing/able to give the stream space to adjust in the valley bottom and understands this may include
lateral erosion, depasition, change of stream channel position, and inundation

Lamjuwner.l'manager willing/able to allow some processes (but maybe not all) andfor concerns {:-1’ or u.rrth nearby
landowner/managers

Adaptive Management




So maybe Proportion Active not a good indicator here (with Pops), but
inundation extent and undion type might be?

% valley bottom inundation by type
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Carol (Pops’ Daughter):

Proportion Active 50%

Recovery Potential: 63 ac. (76%)
Uplift 22 ac. (53%)

4 ac. (5%) sy, AC - Active channel
37 ac (45 %) W AF- Active floodplain
41 ac. (50%) ./ IF-Inactive

Acres of Coburn Creek Valley Bottom

Carol wasn't happy with Pops, she
identified 63 acres, just keeping
the canal operational.
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