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PROJECT 
PURPOSE

ü Engage members of the community in conversations about  

river corridor health related issues,

ü create a common understanding and spatial database for 

future river corridor planning, conservation, and restoration 

activities using GIS data and field observations,

ü identify priority issues and locations for improving or 

protecting river and floodplain health,

ü provide GVRCI with a rubric for project planning and 

implementation in the study area,

ü  generate support among elected officials for project 

implementation and protection of areas with high conservation 

value, and

ü help local communities understand the historical and 

present context of land use activities in the river corridor 

and how those activities relate to present conditions so they 

can make informed management decisions regarding the 

acquisition and management of publicly owned Open Space 

properties. 

Goals
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SUMMARY

1. Review  historical assessments and reports on 

conditions and restoration opportunities. Collate and 

synthesize information . 

2. Perform remote assessment of floodplain 

conditions using aerial imagery, GIS analysis, and 

limited hydraulic model development. Visit subset of 

sites.

3. Identify a set of recommended restoration projects , 

best management practices , or land 

conservation/preservation actions\ Restoration 

Opportunities
Conservation 

Opportunities

Focus
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AREA OF INTEREST



CHARACTERIZATION OF 

HISTORICAL IMPACTS
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Approximately 40% of the historical riparian 

corridor persists in land cover categories (woody 

wetlands, emergent herbaceous wetlands, and 

sloughs) that correspond to riparian forests and 

other active floodplain features.



CHARACTERIZATION OF 

HISTORICAL IMPACTS
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100+ mapped berms 

and levees

miles



MAPPING CURRENT 

CONDITIONS
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5357 remaining riparian 

zone mapped

acres



RIPARIAN 
CONDITION SCORES

1. Patches of natural or quasi-natural riparian habitat 

within the bounds of the historical riparian extent and 
adjacent to the river

were generally mapped.

2. Islands were not mapped unless they appeared large 
enough to mine or develop.

3. Patches lacking conceivable threats (example: intact 
point bars) or lacking reasonable access were not 
mapped.

4. Sites currently under agriculture use were not mapped 
except for a limited number of special circumstances.

5. Mapping generally ignored land ownership and 
property boundaries, although these criteria were 
addressed during project identification and prioritization.

6. Very small patches were not mapped except under 
special circumstances.

7. Gravel ponds that seemed to be exemplary examples 
of aspirational restoration opportunities were mapped. 
Otherwise, gravel ponds and operations were not 

mapped.
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FLOODPLAIN RESTRICTIONS
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CONSERVATION EASEMENTS
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80%20%
Private land mapped as functional 
riparian habitat and held under some 
form of conservation easement

Private land mapped as functional 

riparian habitat not afforded this 

protection from development



CONSERVATION & RESTORATION POTENTIAL 
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ACTION CATEGORIES

RESTORATION

Å Planting plans

Å Levee removal

Å Backwater habitat 

creation

CONSERVATION

Å Land acquisition

Å Conservation 

easements

MANAGEMENT

Å Land use regulations

Å Development 

approvals

ÅMaster planning
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Three Zone Buffer Concept

ÅIncreasing levels of land use restriction 
with increasing proximity to the river

MANAGEMENT
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STRATEGIES

ÅLand acquisition

ÅPublic dedication 
conservation easements

ÅRiparian-specific (partial) 
conservation easements
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ÅHorsethief SWA

ÅWalter Walker SWA

ÅConnected Lakes

ÅWatson Island

ÅOrchard Mesa SWA

ÅClifton WTP/    
James M. Robb

ÅTillman-Bishop SWA

Focus Areas

RESTORATION



Å Characterization of general 
concepts that GVRCI and its 
partners may discuss, 
supplement, or drop in future 
planning for restoration and 
conservation work

Å Intended to focus the 
conversation,  there are many, 
many different locations in the 
Grand Valley where work could 
occur. 

Å Project concepts are described 
in narrative form and assigned 
rankings for several attributes 
related to expected project 
impact and feasibility
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