
29

Watershed Features
Sectio

n
 2

: W
atersh

ed
 Featu

res - Su
m

m
ary Tab

les

Table 2.3  Summary of Grades, 2001 vs. 2007

WatershedWatershedW
Surface Water Quality Forest Conditions

2001 2007 2001 2007

Avon C C D D

Black B B B C

Cedar C D C C

Dingman C B D D

Dorchester C C B C

Fish C C D D

Flat C C D D

Forks D C D D

Glengowan C C D D

Gregory B B D D

Komoka A B C C

Medway C C D D

Middle Thames B C D C

Mud C C C D

North Mitchell C C F F

North Woodstock C B C D

Otter C C D D

Oxbow B B D D

Plover Mills B B D D

Pottersburg C C D D

Reynolds C C D D

River Bend C C C C

South Thames C C D D

Stoney C C D D

Trout C C C C

Waubuno C C D D

Whirl C C D D

Wye C C D D

Watershed Average C C D D

NOTES:
Formulas were changed slightly in 2007 to conform with the provincial report card 
grading system, so the grades were recalculated for 2001 for consistency.
Grade changes in forest conditions were largely the result of more accurate mapping, 
not an actual loss of forest cover.


