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Puget Sound River Sampling

= 2013 pilot project
= Collection methods

= B-IBIl applicability

R——— 4

3
g
A
¥
Q
:
v

Xoo PMEDN




Wadeable vs. Non-wadeable

Stream vs. River
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B-IBl Applicability?
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B-IBl Metric Applicability?
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Puget Sound River Sampling

@ 2013 Sampling
PSSB Rivers > 100 sq m

I:l Puget Sound Basin
0 20 )

Kilometers

Sept — Oct 2013
* 20 sites

* 4 rivers

A Existing PSSB data
* WS > 100 mi?
* 52 sites




Challenges: Wet Sampling Season

Stage, feet
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Preliminary Results

Quantities

* Many “Good” B-IBI

* “Poor/V. Poor” if
low counts
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Next Steps

* Locate additional sites &
combine with 2013 data
* USGS
- NRSA (EPA)
* Puyallup /White 2012

* Supplementary data

* Landcover (what scale?)

* Flow
* Test additional metrics

* Propose recommendations
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